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ABSTRACT. We consider how a closed Riemannian manifold and its metric tensor can be
approximately reconstructed from local distance measurements. In the part 1 of the paper,
we considered the construction of a smooth manifold in the case when one is given the
noisy distances E(x, y) = d(z,y) +€x,y for all points z,y € X, where X is a -dense subset
of M and |ez,y| < ¢. In this paper we consider a similar problem with partial data, that is,

the approximate construction of the manifold (M, g) when we are given d(z,y) for z € X
and y € UN X, where U is an open subset of M. As an application, we consider the inverse
problem of determining the manifold (M, g) with non-negative Ricci curvature from noisy
observations of the heat kernel G(y, z,t) with separated observation points y € U and
source points z € M \ U on the time interval 0 < ¢ < 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2. We consider (M, g) in
the following class of Riemannian manifolds with bounded geometry given by

(1.1) diam(M) < A, inj(M) > A"', |Secyr| < A?,

where A > 1, diam(M) denotes the diameter of M, inj(M) denotes the injectivity radius of
M, and Secp; denotes the sectional curvature of M.

Let U C M be an open subset, and assume that U contains an open ball B(xo, R) of radius
R > A~! centered at some xg € U. We call the subset U the measurement domain. We say
that Y C U is an e-net in U if the € neighborhood of Y in M contains the set U. We also
say that a set Y is e-dense in U when it is an e-net in U.

The goal of this paper is to show that when Y is an e-net in U and X is an e-net in M,
then the approximate distances d(z,y) between the points x € X and y € Y determine an
approximation of the whole manifold M. The part 1 of the paper, [29], considers the case
when the observation domain U is the whole manifold M.

1.0.1. Formulation of data for the inverse problem: distance vector data. Let g9 > 0 be a
small parameter and let Y be a finite eg-net in U,

(1.2) Y={y;eU:j=0,1,...,J}

Assume yg € Y is such that d(xo, yo) < €9, where d(z,y) = distas(x, y) is the distance between
points xz,y € M.

The distance vector data consist of a finite set of vectors R; € R7™, i =1,2,...,1, given
by

(1.3) R; = [Rij)jef0,... 5y € RITL
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FIGURE 1. On a closed manifold (M, g), we consider the distances d(z;,y;)
from the blue points y; € Y in the open subset U C M to the red points
x; filling the manifold M. These distances with measurement errors €; ;
define the noisy distance vectors B; = [EU], where }ABU = d(zi,y;) + €ij
and |e; ;| < e1. The inverse problem is to construct an approzimation of the
manifold (M, g) from these data.

We assume that the vectors R; satisfy the following conditions for some small parameter
g1 > 0:

a orany ¢ =1,2,...,1, there exists a point z € such that

1) F ,=1,2 I, th i i M h th
|§i7j—d($,yj)| <egp, forall 7=0,1,...,J

(a2) For any x € M, thereis i € {1,2,...,I} such that
|§i7j—d($,yj)| <eg, forallj=0,1,...,J.

1.0.2. An alterernative formulation of data: approzimate interior distance function data. For
x € M, we consider the distance function r¥ : U — R defined by

(1.4) g (y) = d(z.y), yeU.
Let g9 > 0 and the set Y given in (I.2) be a finite eg-net in U. Let
(1.5) Ry (M) :={rY|y : z € M} C(>(Y) =R

be the set of the restrictions of distance functions 7 onto the finite subset Y. The motivation
of these functions is that they are discretizations of the distance functions

(1.6) Ru(M):={rV: 2 e M} c C(U)

defined on the open set U.
The approximate interior distance function data consist of the finite set Y, and a finite set
of functions on Y given by

(1.7) Ry ={ri:Y > R|i=1,2,...,I} c R7t".
We assume that the family 7/?\,)/ satisfies
(18) dH('ﬁ,y, Ry(M)) <&

for some small parameter 1 > 0, that is, Ry is an approximation of the set Ry (M). Here
dp stands for the Hausdorff distance on R7*!, see [I2]. The following lemma motivates the
conditions (al)-(a2).

Lemma 1.1. Let U C M be an open subset and Y be a finite eg-net in U. Then the
approzimate interior distance function data {Y, ﬁy} satisfy the condition (L) if and only
if the distance vector data B; = [EU], 1= 1,2,...,1, defined by }ABU = 7i(y;), satisfy the
conditions (al) and (a2).

The proof of Lemma [[T]is given in Section



RECONSTRUCTION AND INTERPOLATION OF MANIFOLDS II 3

1.1. Main result. Our main result is a global result on the determination of a smooth
manifold from the distance vector data.

Theorem 1.2. Letn €Z,,n>2, A>1, R> A~'. Then there exist €1 > 0, Cp, C1,Cy > 1
explicitly depending only on n, A, such that the following holds for 0 < e1 < &1 and 0 < &g <
£1.

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold satisfying the bounds (L)) and U C M be an
open subset containing a ball B(xg, R). Let

Y={y;:7=0,1,...,J} CU

be a finite eg-net in U, d(zo,y0) < €0, and €3 = 0081/2.
Assume that we are given vectors ]3% e R/ i =1,2,... 1, such that conditions (al) and
(a2) are valid with parameter 1. Then the following statements hold.
(1) We can compute the numbers c?m-/, i,i" € {1,2,...,I} directly from the given data
R; € Rt =1,2,...,1, such that there exists an es-net X = {z1,..., 21} in M

for which
~ 1
’di,i’ — d(l‘l, ,Ti/) < 01818, for all i,i/ S {1, 2,..., I}
(2) The given data R; € R7*L i =1,2,...,1, determine a smooth Riemannian manifold
(M,q) that is diffeomorphic to M. Moreover, there is a diffeomorphism F : M — M
such that

/
lSdM(F(I),F(.’L')) <L, foraz,a €M,
L dyj(x, ')

where L =1+ 0251/12.
We will focus on proving the claim (1) in this paper, as the claim (2) essentially follows
from the claim (1) and the part 1 of the paper, [29].

2. RECONSTRUCTIONS IN LOCAL COORDINATES AND APPLICATIONS

2.1. Application to an inverse problem for the heat kernel. Let G(z, z,t) be the heat
kernel of a Riemannian manifold (M, g), i.e., it satisfies

(O — Ay)G(z,2,t) =0, for (x,t) € M xRy,
G(:Z?,Z,t”t:o = 62($)7

where A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M, g) that operates in the z-variable and ¢,
is a point source at the point z € M. Let

(2.1) G, 2,) = 0z, 2,) G, 1)
be the values of the heat kernel with multiplicative noise n(z, z, t) satisfying
(2.2) |log n(z, z,t)| < %, for0 <t <1,

where o € (0,1) is small. We consider the stability of the following inverse problem on
Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature.

Inverse problem for heat kernel with separated sources and observations. Let
(M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold and U C M be a non-empty open subset. Assume
that we are given the set (U, glu) as a Riemannian manifold and the heat kernel G(y, z,t)
at observation points y € U at all times t € (0,1) with the source points z € M \ U. Do
these data uniquely determine the topology, differential structure and Riemannian metric of
the manifold (M, g)?
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In the case when the heat kernel G(y, z,t) is sampled on the set M x M x R, that
is, sources and observations are on the whole manifold M, this problem in studied in the
embedding of a manifold into an Euclidean space using the heat kernel [8] [71] 84], in diffusion
distances in manifold learning |20} 21], and in manifold registration in shape theory [66] [67].
Also, an inverse problem where G(y, z, t) is assumed to be known in the set U x U x R for an
open subset U C M was studied in [37, [38] [50], see also related studies [5] [7], 9] 24} [45] [77] for
manifolds with boundary. In the methods used to study these problems, it is essential that
the set which contains the sources intersects the set where the solutions are observed. For
partial data problems with separated sources and observations, the inverse problem for the
wave equation on a non-trapping manifold was considered in [60]. Inverse problems for elliptic
equations, where the sources and the observations are on sets that are small but intersect,
have been studied under geometric convexity assumptions, see e.g. [25 47, [51] and in the
2-dimensional case, see e.g. [36 [62, [63].

The following result proves that for manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature, the Rie-
mannian manifold structure depends in a stable way on the heat kernel with separated sources
and observations when the data have multiplicative errors.

Theorem 2.1. Let (My, g1) and (Mz, g2) be two closed Riemannian manifolds of dimension
n satisfying the bounds (L)) with parameter A, and let U, = By, (y}, R) C M, be open balls of
radius R > A~'. Suppose the Ricci curvatures of the manifolds My and My are non-negative.
Then there exist constants o,Cs > 0 explicitly depending only on n, A, such that the following
holds for 0 < 0 <& and 0 < h < o/2.

Forl=1,2,let {z! :i=1,2,...,1} be an h-net in M;\ U, and {yé :j=0,1,...,J} be
< h for all j,5' =0,1,...,J,

an h-net in the ball U;. Suppose |dus, (yjyj) — dan, (Y5, 95)
and the heat kernels of My and My satisfy
. Ga(y?,22,t
(2.3) e < 72(%1 d )
G1 (y_] ) %4 t)
foralli=1,....1,j=0,1,...,J and 0 <t < 1. Then My and My are diffeomorphic, and
there is a diffeomorphism F : My — Ms such that
1 _ d(F(@). F@))
L~ dp, (x, 2")
where L = 1+ Cyot/?4,

<ev

)

<L, forz,2' € M,

As a corollary we obtain the unique solvability of the inverse problem.

Corollary 2.2. Let (M, g1) and (Ma, g2) be two closed Riemannian manifolds of dimension
n with non-negative Ricci curvature. For | = 1,2, let Uy = By, (ybh, R) C M be open balls of
radius R > 0. If ® : Uy — Us is an isometry and ¥ : My \ Uy — My \ Uz is a bijection such
that

Gl(yv'Z?t) = G2(q)(y)7\11(2’),t)7 fO’f’ all y e U17 2z € M \U17 0<t<l,

then the Riemannian manifolds (My,g1) and (Maz, g2) are isometric.

We emphasize that in Corollary 2.2, the map W : M; \ U; — My \ Us is only assumed to
be a bijection and thus we do not a priori assume that M; and M, are homeomorphic.

Theorem [ZT] is proved by using the Cheeger-Yau asymptotics for heat kernel [I7] that
generalizes Varadhan’s classical formula [87].

2.2. Reconstruction of local coordinates and metric tensor from partial distance
data. In this subsection, we consider how the local coordinates and the distances near a
point z;, € M can be approximately constructed, using the approximate distance functions
Ry C R7*! that are in a neighborhood of the function 7;, corresponding to the point x;,.
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Definition 2.3. Consider the set Ry satisfying (L8]). We say that ©; € M is a point corre-
sponding to T; € Ry if B3) holds. For each element 7; in Ry, we choose one corresponding
point x; € M and denote the obtained set by X,

(2.4) X ={x;, eM :i=12,...,I}.
Note that the set X of points are just known to exist, and they are not directly determined
by the data Ry .

Let U C M be an open subset and Y = {y; :  =0,1,..., J} be a finite eg-net in U. In the
space of real-valued functions on Y, we denote the £°°-neighborhood of a function 7: Y — R
by

(2.5) BulFip) = {f Y =R |[f ~Flemqy) < p} C R,

where p > 0 is the radius of the neighborhood. Suppose that we are given numbers cf}’ 2
4,7 =0,1,...,J such that

(2.6) ¥ — d(y;,y0)

For x;, € M, the map exp,, : Ty, )M — M is the Riemannian exponential map at x;,.
Let {vx}}_, be unit vectors that form a basis in Ty, M, and xp € B(wiy,r), r < inj(M).
Then we say that

(2.7) X(xe) = (Xu(ze)jy €R™, Xi(we) = (expg,, (22),vk) g,

is the coordinate of the point z; in the Riemannian normal coordinates centered at the point
x;,, associated to the (possibly non-orthogonal) basis {vy }7'_;. Moreover,

(2.8) gik(@iy) = (vj,vk)g, G k=1,....n
are the components of the metric tensor in these Riemannian normal coordinates at the point
Tig -

<2, forallj,j =0,1,...,J.

AN

F1GURE 2. The Riemannian normal coordinates on the manifold M when
dim (M) = 2. These coordinates are centered at the point z;, and are asso-
ciated to the basis {v1,v2}. We compute approximately the coordinates of
the points ¢ = exp,, (&), that is, X (z¢) = (X1(z¢), X2(z,)) € R? and the
metric tensor g at the point ;.

Theorem 2.4. Letn € Z,, n >2, A > 1, R > A~'. Then there exist & > 0, py > 0,
c1 > 0 and Cy > 1, explicitly depending only on n and A, such that the following holds for
0<er <&, 0<ey <eq.

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold satisfying the bounds ([LLl) with parameter A,
and U C M be an open subset containing a ball B(xg, R). Assume thatY is a finite eg-net
in U, c/l\;j, are numbers satisfying (Z8), and Ry is an e, -approzimation of Ry (M) in the
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sense of (L8)). Let x; € M be the points corresponding to T; € ﬁy in the sense of Definition
[Z3 Fiz any 73, € Ry. Then in the tangent space Ty, M, there exist unit vectors {vy}i_,
satisfying det([(vj, vk)gl}r—1) > c1, such that the following holds in the Riemannian normal
coordinates centered at z;, and associated to the basis {vi}}_,.

Assume that we are given Y, {c?;j/}, Ry N Boo(ﬁo,aiﬂl), and any element 7y € Ry that
satisfies

(2.9) 7 € Ry N BTy, o),

see ZF). Then we can compute, directly from these data, numbers X (z;) € R" and gk €R
such that

(2.10) | X (2) — X (20)| < Ca(d(we,5)3 +€1),

where X (x4) is the coordinate of the point xy in the Riemannian normal coordinates given in

27), and gji satisfies
1 .
(2.11) (G5 — g5 (@i0)| < Cacty Gk =1,...0m,
where g;i(xs,) are the components of the metric tensor in the Riemannian normal coordinates
at z;, given in (2.8]).

The basis vectors vy € Ty, M in Theorem [2.4] are the directions to nearby points x;(x)
such that the geodesics 7y, ., can be continued as distance-minimizing geodesics to points
Yjk) € U, see Figure 2.

Theorem 24 has the following corollary.

Corollary 2.5. Letn, A, R, €1, po, 1 be as in Theorem[Z]] Then there exists Cs > 1 explicitly
depending only on n, A, such that the following holds for 0 <e; < &1, 0 <ego <ée7.

Let (M, q),U, Y, Ry, Tiy € Ry and 7y € Ry N Boo(Tiy, po) be as in Theorem [24 Then we
can compute a number dy ;, directly from the given data 'Y, {d5 ;,}, 7¢, and Ry NBog (ﬂo,siﬂl)
such that

~ 4 1
(2.12) |deio — d(we, 23,)| < Cs(d(we, i) + €7 ),
where x;,,x¢ € M are the points in X corresponding to 7y,,T¢ in the sense of Definition [Z3
More explicitly, the number dy;, can be computed as
n 1
~ BT ~ 3
(2.13) dy,io = ( > gijj(we)Xk(fEé)) ;
J k=1

where X (z;) = ()?k(xg))zzl and the inverse (g7%) of the matriz (g;i) are determined in
Theorem [24).

Theorem 2:4] and Corollary 28] show that in a neighborhood of z; € X', we can approx-
imately find the local coordinates of nearby points 2y € X and the distances d(xy,z;). We
use this result to reconstruct distances on a finite net of M to prove Theorem [[2(1). Similar
results for manifolds with boundary have been studied in [46], assuming bounded derivative
of the curvature tensor, but do not give explicit dependency on geometric parameters. We
emphasize that in Theorem 2.4] and Corollary 23] all the estimates can be made completely
explicit in terms of A and n.

A situation considered in Theorem [2.4] is encountered in imaging applications, where the
wave speed (the metric tensor ¢g) needs to be reconstructed near a point z; using the travel
times of waves from nearby points x, to the points y; € Y. For example, consider the case
when a measurement device located at the point y; sends a wave at time ¢ = 0 which reflects
from a small scatterer (e.g. a detail in the material) at the point z,. If the reflected wave is
observed at the point y; at the time ¢, ;, then the distance d(x¢,y;) is equal to tp /2.
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2.3. Other applications and the stability of inverse problems under geometric a
priori bounds. The inverse problem of determining a Riemannian manifold (M, g) from the
distance functions r, : U — R, r,(y) = d(z,y), defined on an open subset U C M, is en-
countered in imaging problems that arise in geosciences, medical imaging and non-destructive
testing. In these applications, the speed of waves defines a Riemannian metric on M so that
the travel time of the waves from a point x to y is equal to the Riemannian distance d(z,y).
For instance, in the seismic imaging of the Earth, the inverse problem of finding the Riemann-
ian metric in normal coordinates corresponds to finding the physical material parameters of
the Earth in the travel time coordinates.

Geometric inverse problems have been studied on closed manifolds with data measured on
an open subset of the manifold, see [37, [38] [50], as it is geometrically simpler to formulate
the problems on a closed manifold than on a manifold with boundary. For the methods
used to solve inverse problems for a Riemannian manifold with boundary or its metric, see
e.g. [B [, 44, 48, 49, (2] (6l [62] [63] 68, [77]. In many cases, it is also possible to reduce an
inverse problem for a manifold with boundary to an inverse problem for a closed manifold, by
means of extending the manifold with boundary to a closed manifold and extending measured
boundary data to data on an open set.

2.3.1. Inverse problems for linear equations. Let us review a classical inverse problem that is
related to the inverse problem studied in this paper.

1. Inverse interior spectral problem: Let (M, g) be a (unknown) Riemannian manifold and
U C M be an open set. Assume that we are given the following data,

(2.14) {U, (M52, (@5lu)52q )

Here \; are the eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator Ay on M and ¢; are the corre-
sponding orthonormal eigenfunctions. Do data ([2.I4) determine uniquely (up to an isometry)
the Riemannian manifold (M, ¢)?

The methods used to solve the inverse problem 1 consist of two steps. First, the given
data is used to construct the local distance function representation Ry (M) (for a detailed
exposition, see e.g. [37, 45]). Second, the manifold (M, g) is reconstructed from Ry (M).

Analogous inverse problems for the wave equation and also for the Maxwell and Dirac

systems are studied in [5, [6l 45] 53] 55].

2.3.2. Inverse problems for non-linear equations. The reconstruction of a manifold from par-
tial distance measurements arises also in the study of the inverse problems for non-linear
partial differential equations.

2. Inverse problem for a non-linear wave equation: Let (M, g) be a (unknown) Riemannian
manifold and U C M be an open set. Assume that we are given the source-to-solution map
Ly : C(U xRy) = C®°(U x Ry), Ly(f) = v|luxr,, where f € C3°(U x R;) is a source
and v is the solution of the following non-linear equation

(8152—Ag)’U(I,t)—FCL({E,t)’U(I,t)2 = f(I,t), in M XRJH
11|t:0 =0, 8t'U|t:0 =0,
where a(z,t) > 0. Do the set U and the map Ly determine uniquely (up to an isometry) the

Riemannian manifold (M, g) and the coefficient a(z,t)?

In the study of this problem, the non-linear interaction of linearized waves produced by
suitable sources in U x R can be used to produce “artificial” microlocal point sources at the
points y € M, including the unknown region M \ U where the original source f vanishes, see
[40, 54, 57, 59l 64, R0, B3]. The wave fronts that are produced by these point sources and
are observed in U determine the distances d(z,y) for the points x € M and y € U. Thus
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the inverse problem 2 for the non-linear wave equation is reduced to the reconstruction of a
manifold from partial distance measurements.

2.3.3. Manifold learning. In machine learning, a (invariant) manifold learning problem can
be formulated as follows.

3. A manifold learning problem: Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and z; € M,
1=1,2,...,1, be an e-dense set of sample points. We consider a small subset of these points,
x1,...,25, J < I, as the marker points. Assume that we are given the distances d(x;,x;),
i1 =1,2,....1, 5 =1,2,...,J, between the sample points and the marker points. Can we
obtain an approximation of the manifold (M, g) from these data?

In the case when the marker points x1,...,x; belong in an open set U C M and form a
0-dense set in U, this problem reduces to the problem studied in this paper. Machine learning

problems analogous to the problem 3 were studied e.g. in [19] 20} 211 [30] B3] [72, [78], [8F].

2.3.4. A priori bounds and conditional stability of inverse problems. In the inverse problems
above, the problem of determining the metric from partial data measured on a subset is
generally ill-posed in the sense of Hadamard: the map from the partial data to the metric is
not continuous so that small change in the data can lead to huge errors in the reconstructed
metric. One way out of this fundamental difficulty is to assume a priori bounds on the norms
of the higher derivatives of coefficients. Results under this type of conditions are called
conditional stability results and were known mostly for conformally Euclidean metric tensors
(see e.g. [I 21 [75] [76]). However, for inverse problems for general metric, this approach
bears significant difficulties. The reason is that the usual C"-norm bounds on coefficients are
not invariant, and thus this type of conditions does not suit the invariance of the problems
under diffeomorphisms. Moreover, if the structure of the manifold is not known a priori, this
traditional approach cannot be used.

A natural way to overcome these difficulties is to impose a priori constraints in an invariant
form and consider a class of manifolds that satisfy invariant a priori bounds, for instance on
curvature, second fundamental form, injectivity radius, etc. Under such type of conditions,
invariant stability results for various inverse problems have been proven in [5] 29, [75] [76]. In
particular, for the inverse interior spectral problem on manifolds with non-trivial topology,
stability results have been obtained in [5 @], see also [I4] for analogous results for manifolds
with boundary. In the latter, it was shown that the convergence of the boundary spectral
data implies the convergence of the manifolds with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff distance.
However, the stability for this problem is of loglog type.

In addition to being contaminated with errors, actual measurements typically provide only
a finite set of data. An example of this is the classical Whitney problem on the extension of
a function f: X — R, defined on X C R™, in an optimal way to a function F' € C™(R"), see
[85]. This problem has been answered in the works of E. Bierstone, Y. Brudnyi, C. Fefferman,
P. Milman, W. Pawluski, P. Shvartsman and others (see [10] 1T} 26| 27, 28, [31]).

This paper is organized as follows. We review a few corollaries of Toponogov’s theorem in
Section [Bl In Section Ml we derive the first variation type of estimates for almost minimizing
paths as our main tool. Sections [l and [ are technical preparations for the reconstruction of
local coordinates. Section [1 is devoted to proving the local result on the reconstruction of
local coordinates and components of the metric tensor, that is, Theorem 2.4l We prove the
global results, Theorem and Theorem 2] in Sections [§ and
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3. PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTIONS

3.1. Notations. Let (M, g) be a closed (that is, compact without boundary) connected Rie-
mannian manifold of dimension n > 2 satisfying the bounds (1)) with parameter A. Let
U C M be an open subset containing a ball B(xg, R) of radius R > A~! centered at zg € U.
By e.g. [I5, Thm IX.6.1], if » < min{inj(M)/2,7/(2K"/?)} where K is the upper bound for
the absolute value of sectional curvatures, the (open) metric balls B(z,r) of (M, g) having
radius 7 and center x are convex. Thus by making the ball B(zg, R) C U smaller, we can
assume that the ball B(z, R) is geodesically convex. We denote

Y, := 0B(xo, 7).
Pairs (x,v), (y,u), etc. stand for points in the tangent bundle TM with v,u, etc. being
tangent vectors. We identify the vector space Ty (T, M) with T, M and T(, ., (T'M) with
Ty M x T, M, denoting by (u,w) € T, M x T, M a tangent vector in T, ,,)(T'M). We denote

by Va0 (t) = exp,(tv) the geodesic emanating from z in the direction v € S, M = {v € T, M :
|v]g = 1}. Geodesics as well as other rectifiable curves are parametrized by the arclength.

Let Y = {y;, 3’:0 be a finite eg-net of U. Suppose we are given finite number of data
(3.1) Ry ={F:Y > Rli=1,... 1}

such that Ry is an ej-approximation of Ry (M) in the sense of ([R). The given data
essentially consists of I(J + 1) numbers. To shorten notations, we sometimes denote

(3.2) riy ="1i(y;), y; €Y.
Next, using the above notations, we prove Lemma ]

Proof. (of Lemma [[1]) By the definition of the Hausdorff distance on R/*!, the condition
(C3) holds if and only if the following two conditions are satisfied.
(i) For any 7; € Ry, there exists a point x; € M such that

(3.3) 7i(y;) — vl (y;)| <er, forall j=0,1,...,J.
(ii) For any x € M, there is i € {1,2,...,I} such that
|ﬁ(y])_rg(y])|<glu for a113207177j

Since we define }A%” = 7i(y;), the conditions (i),(ii) are the same as the conditions (al),(a2).
O

In the proof of Theorem [[L2], we need to approximately determine the distances of the
points in Y. To do that, we define approximate distances for points in Y as follows:

(3.4) Dy (yj,ye) = b (rij + i), g5 90 €Y.
Then by the triangular inequality and [B3.3]), we see that

(35) D(}l’(yjayk) Z d(yju yk) - 251-

Let # be a point on the shortest geodesic from y; to yi. By (L), there is ¢ such that
I7i = 5 [y lle=(yy < €1. Then

Dy (yj,yk) < Ty + Tk < d(y;, @) + d(z,yx) + 2¢1.
Thus we see that
(3.6) Dy (yjyk) < d(y;, yk) + 261
The above yields that
(3.7) DY (Y5, yx) — d(y;, yi)| < 2e1.
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Note that (3.7 is independent of Y being a net of U. This shows we can find, up to an error
of 2e1, the distances between points in Y using only the given data ﬁy.

By B7), the numbers D (y;,yx) satisfy the inequality (Z0]) that we required for the
approximate distances d;“ & in the set Y. Thus, instead of using the notation d”  in the proof
of Theorem [Z4] we identify these two notations and denote below

(3.8) dj,k = DY (y;j, yx)-

In this paper, C1,Cs,--- € [1,00) and ¢1,¢2, - € (0,1) denote uniform constants that
explicitly depend only on n and A, unless specified. We also use a generic uniform constant
C > 0 that denotes a number that explicitly depends only on n, A, unless specified, but its
exact value can be different in each appearance even inside one single formula.

3.2. Implications of Toponogov’s theorem. To begin with, we introduce some notations
that we will frequently use. We denote by [ab] a minimizing geodesic (i.e. distance-minimizing
curve) connecting the points a and b, and let |ab| = d(a,b) denote the distance between the
points a,b. Let 8 be the angle between the geodesics [ab] and [bc] at point b and 0 = 7 — §.

Let H be the rescaled hyperbolic plane with the constant sectional curvature —A?, and
d(a@,b) denotes the distance between the points @ and b in H. Denote by [@b] a minimizing
geodesic connecting the points @ and b. For our considerations, we usually take @,b in the
following way. Let @, b, and € be points of H such that d(a@,b) = d(a,b) , d(b,¢) = d(b, ¢) and
the angle between the geodesics [@b] and [b¢] at b is 3. Then by Toponogov’s theorem, the
above triangle abc on M and the corresponding triangle @bc on H satisfy d(a,c) < d(@,¢).

Now we present a corollary of Toponogov’s theorem. The analogous results to the first
variation inequality (89) considered below are well-known in Alexandrov geometry. Similar
types of formulae are used in Section 4.5 of [I2] or Section 4 of [74] or Section 3.6 of [70].
However, we present the results in the form needed later and give the proof for the convenience
of the reader.

Lemma 3.1. There exist uniform constants Cg, C7 > 1 such that the following holds.

Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold with sectional curvature bounded below by Secps >
—A2. Let a,b,c € M and f3 be the angle of the distance-minimizing geodesics [ab] and [bc] at
b.

(i) Then

(3.9) lac| < |ab| — |be| cos B + Cs|be|>/ min{A~*, |ab|}.

(i) In addition to the assumptions above, assume that |ab| = |be|, |ab] < A. Then
(3.10) lac| < 2|ab|(1 — C76?), where § =7 — f.

Proof. (i) See Lemma [A2]

(ii) Denote |ab] = |bc| = A < A so that also d(@,b) = d(@,b) = A. Let B = d(a,c) and
B =d(@,c) < 2A. Then by Toponogov’s theorem B < B. Moreover, using the law of cosines
(A3), we can estimate B as follows: We have

cosh(AB) < cosh(AB) = cosh?(AA) — sinh?(A A) cos(B)
< 14 sinh®(AA)(1 — cos(B))
and as cosh(2t) = 1 + 2sinh? ¢, or
cosh(AB) =1+ 2sinh2(%AB),
we have,

(3.11) 2sinh2(%AB) < sinh?(AA)(1 — cos(B)).
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Using the fact that there exists a uniform constant C' > 1 so that

u  sinh(u)

u
< _- — 2 <
w  smh(w) _C(l w)’ for all u,w € (0,A%], u < w,

we see using ([B.I1)) that

B 1 (1 —cos(f))

: = < = ASaliihiia 72
(8.12) oA < ot > )

Let § = 7 — (. Using ([B12), we see that there exists a uniform constant C7 > 1 such that

B 1 —sin(5/2) 1 —cos(6/2) 9

3.13 — < 1-— 2 =1—- —— 2 <1 - (CH6°.
(3.13) 24 C+1 c+1  — ’
This proves (ii). O

The following lemma is a variation of Lemma B when |ab| is small.

Lemma 3.2. There exists a uniform constant Cg > 0 such that the following holds.

Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold with sectional curvature bounded below by Secy; >
—A2. Let a,b,c € M be such that |ab| > |bc|. Let 3 be the angle at b between (any pair of)
shortest paths [ab] and [bc]. If lab] < 1 and |bc| < %|abl, then

|bc]?
(3.14) lac| < |ab] — |be| cos B + Cgﬁw.
Proof. Let us first prove the claim in the case when |ab| = 1, |bc| < 1/2.

As above, let H be a rescaled hyperbolic plane of curvature —A? and @,b,¢ € H be such
that |@b| = |ab|, |be] = |bc| and Zabe = B. Here by |ry|, we denote the distance between
points x and y in whatever space they belong. Then by Toponogov’s theorem, |ac| < |ac].

It remains to prove ([3I4) for @, b, € H in place of a,b,c € M and under the assumption
that |§5| = 1. Let ej,ex be an orthonormal basic of T3;H such that e; is tangent to the
geodesic segment [bal, i.e., @ = expy(e1). Let ro = &. For every r € [—rg, 7] and n € [—m, 7]
define a point £(r,n) € H by

&(r,m) = expy(rcos(n)er + rsin(n)ez).
Note that ¢ = £(|bc], 8). Define
from) = d(@,&(r,m)) — 1+ rcos(n).
Clearly & : [—rg,70] X [=m, 7] — H is a smooth map and its image does not cover a. Therefore

f is a smooth function. (It can be written explicitly using the cosine law of the hyperbolic
plane.) Observe that f(r,0) =0 for all r, hence

32
)| <26l € [l

where

1
Cs = 3 Hrl,%x

93
Wf(ﬂ 77)‘

By the first variation formula we have

O 2@ e0r,m)

= —cos,

=0
and therefore 5
— =0.
an(T, n)}T:O
This and the above estimate on 92 f/9r? imply that

|[f(r,m)] < Cslnlr®
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for all n € [—m, 7] and r € [—rg, o). Substituting n = # and r = |be| yields that
|ac| — 1+ |be| cos B < Cg3|be|?

or, equivalently,

|ac| < |ab| — [be| cos B + CsB|bel?.
As explained above, the the claim follows from this inequality, Toponogov’s theorem and the
triangle inequality in M.

Thus we have proven the claim in the case when |ab| = 1. For the case when |ab] < 1 we
can scale the metric g with the constant factor |ab|=2. Observe that after this scaling the
curvature is still bounded from below by —AZ%. As the inequality (3I4) is invariant under
metric scaling by a constant factor, we obtain the inequality ([BI4]) also on the case when
lab| < 1. O

4. FIRST VARIATION FOR ALMOST MINIMIZING PATHS

In this section, let M be a closed Riemannian manifold satisfying the bounds (II)). We
consider the first variation type of estimates for geodesics, with the help of corollaries of
Toponogov’s theorem in Section To explain the idea of constructions we use, we first
warm up by proving an improved version of the first variation formula for geodesics that can
be continued as a minimizing geodesic.

!/
q z q ) €T
z;/{:@‘ . =
q/ p 21 Z9 ql

FIGURE 3. Left: Setting of Lemma[{.dl The green line corresponds to the
boundary of the set U when the lemma is applied. Right: Setting of Lemma

F3

Lemma 4.1. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold satisfying the bounds (IIl). Let
Y0 ([0,€]), € = d(g,z) > At be a distance-minimizing geodesic, parametrized by arc length,
connecting q,x € M. Assume that p = Y4, (—7) and v4.,([—7,¢]) is a distance-minimizing
geodesic connecting p and x, where T > A1 /2. Let 2 = ~,,({+71) be the point on the contin-
uation of the geodesic V4., and a be the angle of 74 and [qz] at g. Then there are uniform
constants co, Cy such that for all 0 < r < co, we have

(4.1) a < Coyr.

Remark. Lemma [£1] can also be formulated in a scaling-invariant form. For example,
assume that 7 < ¢/2 and r < ¢/4. Then we have

(4.2) a < Col.

T
This is also the case for the other two lemmas in this section. We note that an estimate of
a< Crl/2 can be obtained if one only assumes the lower sectional curvature bound.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let us assume 7 > 1/2, ¢ > 1, since this only changes the
constants by a factor of A due to scaling. Let 8 be the angle of v, and [2¢] at z and denote
by « the angle of [gz] and [gz] at ¢, that is, « = Zzqz. Let ¢’ be a point on [zq] such that
|z¢'| = 2r. LemmalB2] applied for the triangle xz¢’, implies that for r < min{1/4,inj(M)/4},

|2q'| < |2¢| — rcos B+ Cgfr.
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Let z1 € [¢p] and 22 € [gz] be points such that |z1¢| = 1/4 and |z2¢q| = 1/4. Then using a
shortcut argument near the point g, see Fig. 3(Left) where the shortcut is the red segment,
we can compare the distances of |z1¢| + [gz2| and |z122|, and using (BI0), we see that

x| < |pzi|+ |2122] + |22 | + | 2]
< Ipal + (] + lazal = 3Cra) + [zad'| + (1d'2] — r cos + Car).
Here, |pz1| + |z1q] = |pq| and |qz2| + |z2¢'| + |¢' 2| = |¢z| due to 7 > 1/2, ¢ > 1, r < 1/4. Thus
(43) pal < lpal + lgz] — 3Cra? — rcos  + Cir.
As |pz| = |pg| + |qz|, this yields
(4.4) lgx| < |gz| — %Oﬂf —rcos 3+ Cgrp.
Using ([@.4]) and the fact that |gz| < |gz| + r, we see that
lgz| < |qz|+ (1 —cosfB)r — 307042 + Csr3

1 1
(4.5) < gz|+ §ﬂ27" — 507042 + Csrps.

Note that ([@H) yields only a® < Cr. We need the following improvement to obtain the
desired estimate.

Pick the points 21 € [gz], 72 € [gz] such that |z21| = [222] = A™!/2 < inj(M)/2. Lemma
[ATl yields that
d(zy,29) < Cala+71).
On the other hand, by the Rauch comparison theorem for Secy; < A2,

Cala+r1r)>d(xy,z9) > C(n, A) sing > iC(n,A)B.
This shows that for suitable C'yp > 1, we have
(4.6) B < Ciola+r).
If @ < r, the claim is proven. Thus we may assume that r < «. Then (4.0)) becomes
(4.7) B < 2Coa.

Hence by (@A), we see that
1 1
0 < §4cfoa2r - §c7a2 + CsrpB
1
< 5(401207“ - 07)042 + 2CsChgra.

Assuming that r < ¢ where ¢o < 0701702/8 we have C7 — 4C3,r > %C’7, and hence

1
0 < —107042 + 2C3Cora
or
(48) « S 80;108010T =: Cg?“.
(]

Next we modify the assumptions of Lemma [£1] by replacing the minimizing geodesic by
an almost minimizing path.
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Lemma 4.2. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold satisfying the bounds (IIl). Let
Y0 ([0,€]), € = d(g,z) > A" be a distance-minimizing geodesic, parametrized by arc length,
connecting q,x € M. Assume that there is a curve from p to x that going through q that is
almost distance-minimizing in the sense that

(4.9) Ipq| + |qz| < |pz| + 0.

Assume |pg| > A7 /2. Let z = ~,,,(£+7) be the point on the continuation of the geodesic gy,
and « be the angle of 4. and [gz] at q. Then there are uniform constants ca,Ci1,Cr2 > 1
such that for all 0 < 1,0 < ca, we have

(410) a< 011(7‘2-1-6)1/2.
Moreover,
(4.11) lqz| + |zz| < |gz| + Crar(r?® + 6)/2.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let us assume |pg| > 1/2, |gz| > 1, since this only changes
the constants by a factor of A due to scaling. Let 8 be the angle of v,, and [z¢] at z and
let 1 be the angle of the (distace-minimzing) geodesic segments [¢p] and [qz] at ¢. Denote
a = Zxqz. Let ¢’ be a point on [zq] such that |z¢'| = 2r. Then Lemma [32 applied for the
triangle xzq’ implies that for » < min{1/4,inj(M)/4},
(4.12) lzq'| < |2¢'| — rcos B+ CspBr.

Let z1 € [qp], 22 € [qz], 25 € [qz] be the points such that |z1q| = 1/4, |z2¢| = 1/4,
lgzh| = 1/4, see Figure 3(Right). Then (BI0) applied to the triangle z1 2z} gives
(4.13) |2125] < |21q] + |gza| — 2|21q|Cr(m — ).
Then we use a shortcut argument as follows.

x| < [pai| + |2125] + |252]
< Ipz1| + (l2ad] + lgza| — 21214|Cr(m = )?) + |232]

1
lpal + lgz| — 5 Cr(m — n)>.

As |pz| > |pg| + |qz| — 0, this yields
(4.14) (mr—n)? <2056,

We use a shortcut argument near the point ¢, see Fig. 3(Right) where the shortcut is the
red segment [z125]. We compare the distances of |z1¢| + |gz2| and |z 22| using [BI0), and see
that

(4.15) |z122] < [21q] + lgza| — 2|229|Cr (7 — w)?,

where w denotes the angle between [gp] and [gz] at ¢.
Inequality ([@I3) implies then that

lpx| < |pzi| 4 |z122] 4 |22¢"] + ¢ 2]

IN

po1] + (J21a] + laza] — 5Cr( —w)?) + |2ag'| +
+(lg'| - rcos B+ CyrB).

Here, [p21] + 214l = [pal and |gzs] + |22¢'| + |¢'2] = lgz|. Thus

(4.16) [pe] < Ipal +lg2| — 5Cr(r — w)? ~rcos  + CarB.

As |pz| > |pq| + |gz| — 4, this yields

1
(4.17) lgz| — 6 < |qz| — 507(# —w)? —rcos B+ Csrp.
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Using ([@IT) and the fact that |gz| < |qz| + r, we see that
1
(4.18) lgz| =6 < |qz|+ (1 —cosB)r — 507(7r —w)? + Cerp.

Note that {@I8) already implies (7 — w)? < C(r + §), which combining with [@I4)) yields
a < |m—n|+|r—w| < C(r+ )2 We still need the following improvement to obtain the
desired estimate.

Similar as in LemmalZI] by using the Rauch comparison theorem in a ball of radius A=!/2
centered at z, for sufficiently small r, §, we have

(4.19) B < Ciola+r).

If a < 7, the claim is proven. Thus we may assume that r < «. Then ([@I9) becomes
(4.20) B8 < 2Ca.

Hence using [@I8) and o < |7 — w| + (2C516)Y/2 by @Id), we see that

1 1

-6 < §4Cfooz2r — 507(71' —w)? 4 2CsCpra
1 1

< 5(801207“ — C7)(m — w)? + 2C3C1or|m — w| + C1ord + Cjoré 2,

for some constant C7, > 0 depending on C7,Cs,Cio. Assuming that r < co where co <
C7Cl_02/16, we have C7 — 8CZ,r > %07. Hence,

207@ — w)? = 2C5Cror|m — w| = (1 + Cfor)d — Cloro? <0.

Therefore,
a < |v—w|+20; st
2080107” + \/(2080107”)2 + 07(1 + C{OT)(S + 070107"51/2 -1 1
< +2C; *6>2
C7/2
< Cu(r? +0)Y2,

with some uniform constant C1; > 1. This proves the first claim (£I0) of the lemma.

For the second claim, let ¢' € M be a point on [z¢g] such that |z¢'| = 2r. Lemma B.2
applied for the triangle xz¢' and its angle at z implies that
(4.21) |d'x| < |q'z| — |wz| cos B + Csrp.
Adding |¢q¢’| on both sides of [@2]]) and using the facts that |gz| < |¢¢’| + |¢'z| and |¢qz| =
lgd’| + |¢'z|, we obtain

(4.22) gz laq'| + 1¢'z]
(lg¢'| + |¢'2|) — |w2| cos B + Csr
= |gz| — |zz|cos f + Csrf3.
Using the triangle inequality, {I9), (I0), and the facts that |1 —cos 8| < £5% and |zz| = r,
we see that

<
<

(4.23) 0 < |gz| + |oz] - |qz|

IN

CsfBr + %7‘62
0127‘(7“2 + (5)1/2

with some suitable uniform constant Cio > 1. O

N
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Proposition 4.3. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold satisfying the bounds (IL1l). Then
there is a uniform constant 6 € (0,c3) such that the following holds for all 0 < § < 4.
Let p,q,x € M such that |pq| > A=1/2, |qz| > A~! and

(4.24) Ipg| + |qz| < |pz| + 0.

Denote by 0 the angle of Y4 and [zy] at x. Lety € M be such that d(y,x) < c3. Then there
is a uniform constant Ch3 > 1 such that

|zy| cos O — (Jzq| — |yq|)| < Cis(|lzy|6"/* + |zy|*/?).

Note that here |zy|cos @ is the inner product of the vector £ € T,, M for which exp, & =y
and the unit vector v € S, M for which ~, , coincides with the geodesic [zq].

q 0

« q B z
p

FIGURE 4. An auziliary figure for Proposition [{-3

Proof. Let v € T, M be the unit vector such that [gx] is the path v4.,([0,4]), ¢ = |gz|. Pick
a number r such that |zy| <r < ca. Let 2 =,,(f +7r) and ¢’ = 4, (¢ —r), so that |zz| =r
and |zq'| = r. Next we use Toponogov’s theorem for the triangles ¢’zy and zxy.

Below in this proof, we use the notation C' denoting a generic constant whose exact value
can change even inside one formula. The value value of each C' can be computed as an explicit
function of A and n. Consider the triangle ¢'zy, and we see from (B3] that for r < A~1,

2
ld'y| < |zq'| — |zy|cos b + C_|xy| ,
r
where C' is a uniform constant. Then, as |¢¢'| + |z¢'| = |qz],
2
x
(4.25) layl < lad'| + |¢'y| < la=| — Iﬂcy|0089+0—| f' :

Now considering triangle zyz, we see from ([B.9) that
(4.26)

2 2
z| < |zz| — |zy|cos(m — 60 +C’M:xz+x cos@—l—Cﬂ.
y 4 r Y r

By @11,
(4.27) lqz| + |zz| lgz| + Cr(r? + §)1/?

<
< gyl + |yz| + Cr(r? + 8)'/2.

Now ([26]) and [@27)) yield
lqz| + ez < gyl + lyz| + Cr(r® +6°)'/

2
x
< layl + (2] + faylcost + CFV0) 4 o 4 5)172
yielding that, after cancelation of |z,
|zyl?

lgz| < |qy| + |zy| cos§ + C—— + Cr(r? + 8)'/2,
T
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or

2
(4.28) lgz] — |qy| < |axy|cos € + C’M + Cr(r? + 6)V/2.
r

Comparing this with (£25]), we obtain

2 2
|zy| cos @ — C@ < |gz| = |qy| < |zy| cos O + C@ + CT‘(T‘2 + 5)1/2
and hence
2
(4.29) (lgz| — |qy]) — |zy| cos 8| < clal | Cr(r? +8)Y? = E.

r

Now we optimize the value of 7 so that |zy|?/r ~ r(r? + §)'/? under the requirements that

lzy| < r and r < cp. First , we consider the case when |zy| > 6%/4. Then a good choice is
3 |2/3 so that |zy| < r. Then with some uniform constant C, we have

jzy? =r®, or r = |ay

|zy|*
|zy|2/3
As for the case when |zy| < 6/, a good choice is |zy|?/r = r6'/2, or 7 = |zy|6~/* so that
lzy| = r61/* < r and < §'/2. Then we see that with some uniform constant C,

E<C +O|:1:y|2/3(2|:17y|4/3)1/2 < 4C’|xy|4/3.

2
E< C% + C(|zy|6~Y/4)5Y2 = 2C)zy|6Y/*.

Note that the requirement |zy| < r is valid in both cases above. The requirement that » < ¢y

is validated either by the condition |zy| < ¢2 in the former case, or by the choice § < ¢2 in
the latter case. Thus using the above choices of r, we obtain the estimate

E < Cis(|ayl6"/* + |oy|*?) = Cuslay| (67 + |ay|'/?)

with some uniform constant Cy3 > 1. ]

5. FINDING DIRECTIONS OF MINIMIZING PATHS

Let U € M be an open subset of a closed Riemannian manifold M containing a ball
B(zo,R), and Y = {y; }3]:0 be an eg-net of U. Suppose we are given an e1-approximation

Ry of Ry (M) in the sense of (LR). By the definition of Hausdorff distance, for any 7; € Ry
there exists x; € M such that

(5.1) Filyy) — d(ziy)| < 1, forally, € Y.

We choose for all 7; € ﬁy some point z; satisfying (B.]), and call z; a corresponding point to
the approximate distance function 7; (c.f. Definition 2Z3). We denote by X = {z;}_, C M a
set of points chosen so that each point z; is a corresponding point to an approximate distance
function 7; € £°°(Y). We also denote Ry = {7 }L_,.

First, we prove a result that improves [46, Lemma 5.1]. Roughly speaking, the lemma states
that we can identify the directions of the distance-minimizing path from y; € M to z; € M
up to a small error, by considering the approximate distance function 7, corresponding to the
point x1.

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold with sectional curvature bounded below
by Secpr > —A2%. LetY C U C M and y1,y2 € Y. Suppose we are given an £1-approxrimation
ﬁy of Ry (M) in the sense of ([LR)). LetT; € ﬁy, i = 1,2 and let x; € M be the points
corresponding to 7; (c.f. Definition[2.3). Denote by ~;(t) some distance-minimizing path from
y1 to x;, paramelrized by arclength. Assume that

(5.2) d(yr,y2) > A7 d(yr, @) > A7Y i=1,2.
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X

2

M\U

U1

Y2

FIGURE 5. Left: Distance-minimizing paths v; in Lemmali 1l the angles of
w and v; at yy are close to w. Right: Setting of Lemma Gl

Suppose the following is true for some § € (0,1] satisfying 62 > &1:

(5.3) [Fi(y2) = 7i(y1) — Dy (y1,92)| < 0%, fori=1,2.
Then there are uniform constants Ch4, C15 > 1 such that

(5.4) 191(0) = ¥2(0)[ < C146,

and

(5.5) d(zy,22) — [F1(y1) — T2 (y1)l| < Cis0.

Proof. Due to (5.1 and 1) and &1 < §2, the condition (53] implies that
(56) |d($i7 y?) - d(xuyl) - d(y17y2)| < 5527 1= 17 2.

Let p(t) be a distance-minimizing geodesic of M from y; to ya, i.e. pu(0) =y1, u(d(yi,y2)) =
y2. Denote by «a; > 0 the angle between #;(0) and (0), i = 1,2. Now we show that «a; is
close to .

We restrict our attention to ¢ = 1; the case of i = 2 follows in the same way. Let us use
a shortcut argument. Pick 21 € [y121], 22 € [y1y2] such that d(y1,21) = d(y1,22) = A~1/2.
Applying Toponogov’s theorem ([BI0), we have

(57) d(Z1,2’2) S d(Zl, yl) + d(yl, 22) — A_lc7(ﬂ' — a1)2.
Then by the triangle inequality,
d(x1,y2) < d(w1,21) +d(21, 22) + d(22, y2)
d(w1,21) + d(z2,y2) + d(21,91) + d(y1, 22) — A" Cr (7 — an)?
d(z1,y1) + d(y1,y2) — A7 Cr(m — an)?.
On the other hand, (&) gives
d(z1,y1) + d(y1,y2) < d(z1,y2) + 56°.

IN

Hence,

(5.8) Im — g < (BACT )25, i=1,2.

Denote by a the angle between 44 (0) and 42(0). Then for suitable Cy4 > 1,
(5.9) 171(0) = 42(0)] € @ < |7 — aa| + |7 — a2 < C4d.
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For the second claim, since v;(d(z;,y1)) = z;, Lemma [AJ] and (£3) yield that

d(z1,22) < |d(z1,91) — d(z2,91)| + Cacx
(510) < |d(ZE1, yl) — d(IQ, y1)| + C 2 C1490.
Then the second claim follows from (G.1]) and the choice g1 < 6. O

Observe that if there are several distance-minimizing paths from y; to x;, the estimate
(E4) remains valid for each pair.
Let 75, be given and let x;, be such that ||r;, —7i,|ls(y) < 1. We consider the elements
T € ﬁy, {=1,2,...,L for which
(5.11) 176 = Tig e vy < po,
where pg is a sufficiently small uniform constant to be determined later.
We will frequently use the following notation
(5.12) Nc(r) := B(xo,r +€) \ B(zg,r — €).
Proposition 5.2. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold with sectional curvature bounded
below by Secpy > —A2, and U C M be an open subset containing B(zo, R) with R > A~L.
Let Y be an eg-net of U, and Ry be an e1-approximation of Ry (M) in the sense of (LS.
Then the following statements hold for 0 < eg < g1 < min{1/16, A=1/32}.
(1) Let x4y, x¢ be the points corresponding to Ti,,T¢ (c.f. Definition[Z3). Suppose T;,,Te
satisfies the following conditions:
-1
16 b
Assume we are given yo € Y such that d(xo,y0) < €o. Then there is a uniform
constant C15 > 1 such that

o~ o1
(5.13) 76 — Tig Lo (v) < po < mln{z,

o~ 1/2
d(we, i) < 3Ch5 (|72 — Fig | vy + 321)
(2) The set X is an ea-net of M, where e3 = 0051/2 for some uniform constant Cy > 1.

Proof. (1) Let us keep the parameter R in the proof for clarity, and note that any dependency
of R in the constants can be replaced by A using the condition A=! < R < A. We divide into
two cases depending on where z;, lies.

e Case 1: 7 (yo) > R/2.

Since d(zo,y0) < €0 < &1, then d(z;,,x0) > R/2 — 2¢;. We take an arbitrary point
p € N, (R/8) NY. The minimizing geodesic from z;, to p intersects with Yp/, at some
point ¢’, and we take a point ¢ € Y such that d(q,q') < g9 < e1. As a consequence,
q € N, (R/4)NY. Thus (EI3) and R > A~ yield

(5.14) dpa) > 1o dlaw) > 5, dlgm) > 1

Moreover, by the triangle inequality,

(5.15) d(p, i) = d(p.q") +d(q', i,) = d(p, q) + d(q, zi) — 21
From (&18), (1) and B.), we see that

(5.16) [Pio (p) = Tio (9) = DY (P, )| < 6e1.

Then pass to 7,

(5.17) [Te(p) — Te(q) — Dy (p, q)| < 2|70 — iy [| g vy + 6e1.
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Hence the assumptions of Lemma [5.1] are satisfied with
6% = 2[[7e = Fig [l (v + Be1,

which satisfies 62 > & and § < 1 when py < 1/4. Thus,

s ~ —~ —~ 1/2
d(@ig,20) < [Fio(a) = Fo(a)] + Cis (217 = Fig | (v + 621)
< 3Cs([Te = Tag Ml goe vy + 3e1)Y/2,

e Case 2: T, (yo) < R/2.

In this case, d(z;,,20) < R/2+ 2¢1. To keep distances bounded away from zero, one can
choose points p, ¢ from the outer layer B(xg, R) \ B(zo,3R/4). More precisely, we take an
arbitrary point p € N¢, (R)NY. The minimizing geodesic from x;, to p intersects with Y3z, 4
at some point ¢/, and we take a point ¢ € Y such that d(q,q’) < g9 < e1. As a consequence,
q € N;,(3R/4)NY. Thus the bounds in (5I4) still hold. Then the exact proof of Case 1
works in this case. This concludes the proof of the first claim.

(2) For any x € M, there exists 7 € Ry such that ||r, —7lgo(vy < €1 by [L8). Let ' € M
be a point corresponding to 7, i.e. satisfying |[r,s — 7| (y) < €1. Then it follows that

(5.18) 172 = 7o ||ooe vy < 2e1.

If € U, then there exists y € Y such that d(x,y) < g9 < €1, and hence d(z’,y) < 3e1 by
(EI8). Thus d(z,z") < 4e;.

If x € M\ U, we take an arbitrary point p € N, (R/4) N Y. The minimizing geodesic
from z to p intersects with ¥y, at some point ¢’, and we take a point ¢ € Y such that
d(q,q') < eo < e1. As a consequence, ¢ € N, (R/2)NY. Similarly as (1), by the triangle
inequality,

(5.19) d(p,z) = d(p, q) + d(g, z) — 2¢1,
and by [G.I5),

d(p,a’) > d(p,xz) —2e1 > d(p,q) +d(q,x) — 4e;
(5.20) > d(p,q) +d(g,2") — 6e1.

Thus the condition (B.6]) is satisfied. Since d(p,q), d(q,x), d(g,z") are all bounded below by
R/8 by construction, one can repeat the proof of Lemma BT from (E19) and (520). In the
end, we get the same conclusion as (BI0), namely

(5.21) d(w,2") < |d(z,q) — d(z', q)| + C15,,
which shows d(z, 1) < 2e1 + 01551/2 by (&I8). O
Remark. One also has the other direction of Proposition [5.2)(1):
(5.22) 70 — Tig leoe vy < d(ze, T4) + 261,
which holds without any assumption on the parameters. The proof is straightforward by the
triangle inequality.

6. EXISTENCE OF A FRAME ASSOCIATED WITH MEASUREMENT POINTS

We start with the following observation on geodesics connecting a point € M to points
near spheres %, := 9B(xg, 7). We denote
(6.1) Nc(r) := B(xo,r +¢€) \ B(xo,r —¢€).
For z,y € M, we denote |zy| = d(z,y), and denote by [ry] a distance-minimizing geodesic
from x to y. The angle between [xy] and [zz] at = is denoted by Lyxz.
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Lemma 6.1. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold with sectional curvature bounded by
Secpr > —A%. Let B(xo, R) be an open ball with R < inj(M)/2. Then there exist uniform
constants €,cs,C16 > 0 explicitly depending on A, R, such that the following holds for 0 <
€ <E.

Given a point x with d(x,xo) > 2R, take py to be a nearest point in B(xo, R) from x. Let
p1,p2 € No(R) such that
(6.2) Ip1p2| > Cize,  |pop1] < cs,  |popa| < cs,
for some C17 > 5. Then

(1) Zp1wpa > C16Chre.

(2) Let ¢1 € [zp1], g2 € [xp2] such that |xq1| > R/2 and |xga| > R/2. Then |q1q2| >

R0160178/4.
Proof. (1) Suppose |zpi| < |xpz|. By the triangle inequality,
lzzo| = [Tpo| + R > |2p1] — €3 + |Top1] — €.

Then by a shortcut argument using Lemma B.)(2), similar to ([@I4]), we have
(6.3) (r—m)* < Crt(cs+¢),

where 171 € [0, 7] is the angle between [pi1z] and [p1xo] at p1. We choose ¢z, e such that
w—1m € [0,7/6].

Moreover, we can choose sufficiently small c¢3 depending on A, R, such that the angle
Zxopipe is bounded below by 7/3. This can be proved as follows. Applying Lemma BI(1)
to the triangle xopips2, one has

2¢ > |zop1| — |[wop2| > [p1pa| cos(Lropips) — Co max{A, R~} p1ps|?.
Then using the condition (G:2]),
_ _ 2
(6.4) cos(ZLzopips) < 2e|p1pa|* + Cs max{A, R~ }|pipa| < s + C(A, R)2c¢s.

The above shows that we can choose sufficiently small c3,e, such that the angle Zzpipo
satisfies

T T 5
6.5 Va < (= — —— )< -7
(6.5) $p1p2_(2+77 771)+(2 3)_67T
Next, we apply Lemma BIl(1) to the triangle zp;ps and use ([G35]) as follows:

lzpa| < |api| — |pip2| cos(Lapipa) + Ce max{A, R~ '}|p1po|*
V3 _
< lap] + = Ipape| + Comax{A, R Ypipal®.

Using |p1p2| < 2¢3, we obtain for sufficiently small cs,

(6.6) |zp2| — |zp1| < ?Iplsz + Cs max{A, R~} [pipof” < %Iplsz-
Thus by Lemma [A7] and (6.6), we obtain
lpip2| < |zpz| — |zp1| + Cadprap:
(6.7) < 1;90|]91p2| + Caspraps,
which proves part (1) due to [p1p2| > Ci7e, with Cig = (10C4) L.

(2) Consider the triangle zp;ps and denote its comparison triangle in the hyperbolic plane
of constant sectional curvature —A? by Tp1ps, i.e. |rp1| = |Tp1l, |[vp2| = |ZPz|, [p1p2| = [P1p2]-
The angle at T of this comparison triangle is denoted by /p;zps. Since the inequalities (G.6])
and (G.7) are also valid for the comparison triangle Tp1pz, it also holds that Zpyzps > C16C17e
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in the comparison triangle. By the angle-sidelength monotonicity version of Toponogov’s
theorem (e.g. [4, Theorem 7.3.2]), the function (|zqi|, |xgz|) — Zqrzge is decreasing in both
arguments. Hence

(6.8) Zqizqy > Lpiapy > CreChre.
Then in the comparison triangle Tq1qz, by (A3) and (6.3),
cosh(A[gyTyl) = cosh(AJT, ) cosh(ATgy]) — sinh(A[rg, ) sinb(AJTg, ) cos(Za12s)
= cosh (Alzqi| — Alzga|) + sinh(A|zqy|) sinh(A]zge]) (1 — cos(Zqr2q2))
A%R?
> 1+ (1 — cos(Cr6C1re))
A2R?1
Z 1 + 1 Z (0160175)2-

Since cosh(A[q;G5|) = cosh(A]|qiqz|) < 14 A?|q1q2|? for small |g1qz|, the second claim follows.
]

Given a point € M bounded away from the ball B(zg, R) and an e-net of N.(R), we
consider all the unit initial vectors of minimizing geodesics from z to points in the e-net.
The following lemma shows that there exist n such unit vectors so that the corresponding
determinant is bounded away from zero.

Lemma 6.2. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold with sectional curvature bounded by
|Secar| < A2. Let B(xo, R) be an open ball for R < inj(M)/2, and Y be an e-net of B(zo, R).
Given a point x with d(x,x0) > R, take py to be a nearest point in B(xg, R/2) from x.
Then for every Ci7 > 5, there are uniform constants €,c1,c3 > 0 explicitly depending on
n, A, R, Cy7, such that the following holds for 0 < e < €.

We can find a separated set {p;q): 1 =1,2,...,L} CY NN(R/2) satisfying
(6.9) IDjyPjmy| = Crre,  for 1# m, and |pop;a)| < c3,

such that the following statement is true: there exist n unit vectors wy,,...,w, such that
the volume of the simplex in Ty M with the vertices 0,wy,,...,wy, is larger than ci, where
wy € S; M, 1 =1,2,...,L is the unit initial vector of a minimizing geodesic in M from x to
Pi)-

Proof. Let us take C77 = 10 for the sake of argument. First, we choose a suitable separated
set. We can choose a separated set of Y N N.(R/2) satisfying the condition (69) such that it
is also a 1le-net. Namely, first pick any point, say pi1, from Y N N.(R/2), and then take all
points pa, ..., p; in Y NN (R/2) with distance at least 10e away from p;. For the second step,
pick all points with distance at least 10e from all of py, po,...,p;. Repeat this procedure and
the procedure stops in finite steps. The chosen points form a 11le-net of N.(R/2). Indeed,
for any z € N.(R/2), there exists a point y € Y N N.(R/2) such that d(y,z) < € by the e-net
condition for Y. If y is also chosen by our procedure above, then we are done. If y is not
chosen, it means that there must be at least one chosen point p,, such that d(y,p,,) < 10e
otherwise y would have been chosen. In such case, we have d(z, p,,) < d(z,y)+d(y, pm) < 1le.

The separated set of our choice above satisfying the condition (6] has cardinality at least
(6.10) L>C(n,A)eze™ Y,

Indeed, the separated set that we chose above is a 11e-net of the set N.(R/2) N B(po, c3), and
the latter set has volume bounded below. More precisely,

C(n)(11e)" L > voln (N-(R/2) N B(po, c3)) > C(n, A)ese,
which yields the lower bound (G10).



RECONSTRUCTION AND INTERPOLATION OF MANIFOLDS II 23

On the other hand, by Lemma GI(1), the set {w;}/, C Sy M of unit vectors is Cjge-
separated. We claim that we can choose sufficiently small i explicitly depending on n, A, cs,
such that for any unit vector & € S, M \ {0},

(6.11) fwnty ¢ {v € S.M: (0,6), € (—h,h)}.

The claim (610 can be proved as follows. Suppose (GI1)) is not true: there exists £ such
that {w;}E, C A(&, k), where A(&, h) denotes the set on the right-hand side of (GI1]). Since
{wi}f, C Sy M is Cige-separated, this implies

C(n)(Cree)" 'L < vol,_1(A(&, h)).

However, the (n—1)-dimensional volume of A(¢, k) is bounded above by C(n)h. Hence (G.10)
yields

C(n,A)ez < C(n)(Cree)" *L < vol,_1(A(E, b)) < C(n)h,
which cannot be true if h < C(n, A)cs. The claim (@11 is proved.

Thus we can construct the desired wy,,...,w;, as follows. Let w;, be chosen arbitrarily.
Then when wy, , ..., w;, are chosen, let £ be a unit vector orthogonal to wy, , ..., w;, . From the
claim (€IT)), there exists wy,, such that wy, , & A( h) with h properly chosen as above.
In other words, the angle between w;, , and the linear subspace spanned by wy,,...,wy,
is bounded below by h. Hence the simplex with vertices 0,wy,, ..., wy,,wy,,, has volume
bounded below by C(n,h). O

In other words, there exist n unit vectors in {w;}Z, such that the corresponding determi-
nant det([(wk, wim)gl} =1]) > c1.
The next lemma is a technical modification of the previous lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Under the setting of Lemmal6.2, there are uniform constants €,c¢y,c3,cq > 0
explicitly depending on n, A, R, such that the following holds for 0 < & < &.

Let {pjqy: 1 =1,2,...,L} CY N N(R/2) be a choice of points satisfying the condition
@3 for sufficiently large C17. For each I, suppose a minimizing geodesic [xp;(] intersects
with OB(R/2+ c4) at ¢y, and we take q;q) € Y N Ne(R/2+ ca) to be a point in'Y" such that
|Q_;([)qj(l)| <e.

Then we have

(6.12) |2;1)@j(m)| > 10, for I #m, and |pog;p)| < 2c3.
As a consequence, there exist n unit vectors vy, ...,v;, such that the volume of the simplex
i T, M with the vertices 0,vy,,...,v;, 1S larger than c1, where vy € SuM, 1 =1,2,...,L is

the unit initial vector of a minimizing geodesic in M from x to q;()-

Proof. Fix the parameters €, c3 as chosen in Lemmal[6.2] Let us consider two points p1, p2 in
the maximal set constructed in Lemma [6.2] with C17 to be determined later. The intersection
of [zp1], [xpe] with OB(R/2 + ¢4) is ¢}, ¢5. By Lemma [61)(2), |¢}¢5] > RC16C17¢/4. When
we take the points ¢, g2 in the e-net, we have

(6.13) lg192| > (% —2)e.
Then we can choose Cy7 = 48R7101_61 so that |g1g2| > 10e. Furthermore, since the incident
angle is bounded by (6.3)), we can choose sufficiently small ¢4 > 0 such that |p;¢}| is bounded
by ¢3/2. Hence |pog1| < 2¢3. This proves the claim (6.12)).

Let go be the intersection of [xpg] with 0B(R/2 + ¢4), and hence ¢ is a nearest point in
B(R/2 + ¢4) from z. Moreover, |qoq1| < 3cs if we choose ¢4 < ¢3. Thus the condition (G.2))
in Lemma is satisfied by the triangle xq;qg2, which gives Zgixq2 > Cige. Observe that
the total number of points {g;;)} is equal to the total number L of points {p;q)}, because
of {q;)} being 10e-separated. The total number L is bounded below by (GI0). Then the
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same argument yields (EIT) for {v;}/ |, and the second claim follows from the last part of
the proof of Lemma [6.2] O

Remark 5.4. Lemmal[GI[(1) is also true if x is inside the ball, say © € B(xo, R/2), assuming
two-side bounds on the sectional curvature |Secps| < A?. The proof is similar and can be
found in Lemma As a consequence, Lemma is still valid by the same argument if
x € B(xo, R/2), in which case we can find the desired separated set in Y N N.(R). We will
use this observation in the next section.

7. LOCAL RECONSTRUCTIONS FROM PARTIAL DISTANCE DATA

This section is the proof of Theorem 2.4l and consequently Corollary 2.5 Let x; € M be
the points corresponding to 7; € ﬁy, i=1,2,...,1, i.e. satisfying (@I). Let us fix one
element 7;, € ﬁy and the corresponding point z;, € M. The basic idea of the proof is to
find appropriate points in B(zg, R) C U, and apply geometric lemmas in previous sections to
approximate the inner product. One important point is to keep distances of points bounded
away from zero, as required by previous lemmas. This is possible because we assumed the
knowledge of a point yo € Y such that d(zg,yo) < £o. This assumption enables us to
determine where z;, lies in reference to B(zo, R) up to a small error. Furthermore, it is
possible to use only part of all measurement points in the ball. This allows us to simply take,
for example R = (4A)~!, and only consider the measurement points in Y within this smaller
ball. In the proof, we keep the parameter R for clarity, and note that any dependency of R
in the constants can be replaced by A.

We divide the proof of Theorem [Z4]into two cases depending on where x;, lies, in a similar
way as we considered in Proposition[5.2(1). We will focus on the first case, as the second case
is a simple modification from the first case.

Case 1: 7, (yo) > R/2.

Let us set
1 R
1 < in{—,—}.
(7.1) 0<60_51<m1n{16,32}
We consider the elements 7, € Ry in the neighborhood of Tigs
. . 1 R
(7.2) 17 = Tig llee vy < po,  po < mln{z, E},

with the parameter pg to be determined later. Let xy € M be a point corresponding to 7.

e Step 1: Applying first variation formula.

The condition 7, (yo) > R/2 implies that d(z;,,x0) > R/2 — 2¢1. For an arbitrary point
p € N, (R/8)NY, we pick a point ¢ € N, (R/4) NY such that
(7.3) |io (p) = 7o (a) = DY (p, )| < 6e1.

Recall DY defined in (34)). It is clear that condition (73] can be tested using the given
data Ry only. Observe that the set of points ¢ (for each p) satisfying (3] is nonempty. This
is because the point in Y within ep-distance from the intersection of a minimizing geodesic

[xi,p] with Xp/4 satisfies the condition (Z3)) due to (EI5) and (BI6). In particular, the
following bounds are valid:

R R R
(74) d(p7Q) > Ev d(quxio) > gu d(‘]axf) > E

Moreover, by ([Z3), (&), B1), and B.8]) we see that
(75) ‘d(xloap) - d(xi07Q> - d(pv Q)| < 10g;.
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Hence the assumptions of Proposition 3] are satisfied when &1 < 3/ 10.
By Proposition 52(1), we know

(7.6) d(we,wiy) < 3C15(|[Fe = T llome vy + 321) .

Hence if we choose pg in (2)) such that

(7.7) 3C15(po + 3¢1)V? < 2,

we can apply Proposition [L3] (with z = z;,, ¥y = 2¢) and obtain

(7.8) |(€esvhg — (12100l — l2eal) | < Cuslaigel (1 + foigwel /?),

where & = exp;iJ (2¢) (of length |z;,2;|), and v is the unit initial vector of [x;,¢q|. Then using
1)), we have
(7.9) |(€esvhg = (Fia (@) = Fel@)) | < Cuslasgel (21 + [wige]?) + 261.

o Step 2: Finding the length |x;,x|.

We aim to construct an approximate inner product to the actual one, i.e. the first term
in (Z9). However, the first term (&, v), involves the length ||, = |24, %¢|, which cannot be
exactly computed from the data Ry. What we can do is to use Lemma 5.1l to approximate
it.

Let us take a small parameter s whose value is determined later:

(7.10) s € (51/2, %)
Let p € N, (R/8) NY be arbitrary, and let ¢ € N, (R/4) N'Y be chosen according to the
condition (Z3]). Now we choose an element 7, € Ry satisfying (T.2)) such that the following

conditions ([CIT]) and (CI2) hold:

(7.11) 7e(p) = 7e(q) — DY (p, q)| < 9e1,
(7.12) F@) = (Fala) + )| < 91,
3/8

In fact, as we will later specify our choice s = €7’°, we can actually choose this 7y from
Ry NBoo (Fig s 5}/ 4). Indeed, considering (5.22), it is straightforward to check that the element
in 7/?\,)/ N Boo (Tig s 5}/ 4) corresponding t0 Yz, w (s) satisfies these two conditions above, where
w is the unit initial vector of [z;,p]. Essentially, these conditions can be understood as a test
to search for v, . (s) up to a small error, see Figure 6.

Next, let us discuss the properties of such 7, satisfying the criteria (ZI1)) and (ZI2). Due
to Lemma 0.1 (T3) and (TIT)) imply that

(7.13) [12i0e] — I7ia (@) = ela) | < 3C1se1/?.
Hence ((13), ((I12) and (G.1) yield for some suitable Cig > 1,
(7.14) ||zioe| — 5| < Crger’?,

(7.15) [l2soe] = (J@igal - |zea])| < Crser’™.

Furthermore, let v;, »(-) be a minimizing geodesic from z;, to ¢, and §, = expg;%J (2¢). We
claim that for some uniform constant C7g > 1,

(7.16) (o, 0(5),20) < Choey’.

This claim can be proved as follows. Denote 2’ = 7, ,(s) and observe that z’ is on a
minimizing geodesic from x;, to ¢. Due to the fact that

d(xioap) - d(ximQ) < d(xioaz/) + d(z/,p) - d(xiovz/) - d(zla q) = d(z/,p) - d(Z/, Q)a
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the inequality (Z.3)) is still valid after replacing z;, with 2’ = v, (s), that is,
(7.17) |d(2',p) — d(2',q) — d(p. q)| < 10e1.
Thus Lemma BTl (with 21 = 2/, 29 = x¢) and (I1]) yield that
[d(=",22) = |d(", ) = d(e, )| < Caser™
Since
d(2',q) = d(ze,q) = |2'ql + |2 2| = (Jweql + [wigzel) + |wigwe| — |2y 2]
(Zioql = (lzeq| + [zigze]) + (Jzigze] = 5),

then the claim (ZI6) follows from (ZI4) and (TI5).

As a consequence, by applying the Rauch comparison theorem (see e.g. [69]) for Secys < A2
(in a neighborhood of x;, ), (LI8)) yields that for some Cig > 1,

(7.18) [€& — sv| < 0195}/2.

e Step 3: Approximating the inner product.
Denote by sg, s1 the lower and upper bounds for |z;,z¢|. From (ZI4), we set

(719) Sp =8 — 0185}/27 S1: =58+ 0186}/2.
We require that s > 201851/2 so that so > 0 and s; < 2s. Observe that (ZI4) yields

(120) [ty = sl uhy| = [lma (G by - st )| < Cueel

Then ([T3)) gives

(7.21) ‘g& v)g = (Fu(@) = Fel@)| < Crasi(e}/* +517°) + (Cus + 21>
g

Hence dividing by s gives

¢ Lo
(o =5 (ule) (@)

IN

01381(81/4 + 51/3)871 =+ (018 + 2)5}/2571

IN

4(Chs + Crs +2)s 7 (e + &/ s + 51/3).
We obtain a good estimate when we choose
(7.22) oo 8

Note that when e; is sufficiently small, the requirement that s > 20185}/ % is satisfied. In
such case, we have the estimate

&

—_— v
|§é|g,

e Step 4: Approximating the metric.

(723 (e th = < (Fu @) = @) < Caoel™,

Let us find a proper frame in T, M and apply the estimate [T23) to each vector in the
frame to approximate the metric. First, we search for a point pg € N, (R/8) NY such that

7.24 7 — i 7 (y).
(7.24) Tio (P0) yestr(l;%r;gwm(y)

Let pjy € Ney(R/8)NY, j(k) € {0,...,J}, k = 1,...,n, be arbitrary n points in Y
satisfying the condition ([6.9) (with ¢ = 1), which we will vary later. For each pj;), we
search for g;(x) € N, (R/4) NY such that (Z3)) hold, i.e.

(7.25) |Pi0 (D) — Tio (@500)) — DY (Djky» k)| < 621
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Ty

YR/2
/ ajh)

/pi(k)

FIGURE 6. The geodesic [ri,pj)| intersects Ypy = 0B(xo, R/4) at a
green point that is close to the red point q;yy. The other red point is
Y = Vay,w(s), where w € Sy, M is the direction vector of the geodesic
[Tiopj(k)] and s = d(xi,,y"). When the criteria (7.11) and (7.12) are satis-
fied for pjiy, @ik, the point x;(,y corresponding to iy, is close toy'. The
blue curve is the geodesic [T, Ti(m)] and &;(m) = exp;:) (Ti(m)). Similarly, the

red curve is the geodesic [x;,x] and & = exp;i) (x¢). In the proof we show
that we can find indexes i(m), m = 1,2,...,n, such that the unit vectors
Zi(m) = &) |y *Eim) form a good basis of Ty,, M. Moreover, we show that
we can approzimately compute the inner product of the vectors §;(,,) and &,

that is, approzimately find the coordinates of the points xy in the mormal
coordinates at x;, .

Then we choose an element 7y € Ry N Bm(ﬂo,a}/4), i(k) € {1,...,I} such that (T2,
(CII) and ([ZIZ) hold for p;(x), ¢j(k), namely

(7.26) Ticky (Pik)) = Tatr) (2ik)) — DY (Pjny» @iry)| < 9en,

(7.27) Tio (50)) — Fatry (@ik)) + 5)| < 9er.

By the discussion following (Z.12), the set of 71 satisfying the conditions above is non-empty,
3/8

as we set s = ¢]

Now we apply the estimate (Z23) for each index j(k). Denote by v the unit initial

vectors of minimizing geodesics [74,q;(x)]. For every k,m € {1,...,n}, we have

(7.28) G i)y = 5 (Falas0) = P a50)) | < O

where &(m) = expg! (Ti(m))- By (LI3),

(7.29) [(€icm)» Vi)Yo — 5(Wjm)» Vj))o| < Cr081/%, Yhm=1,...,n.

Hence ([7.20)), (7.22) and ([Z.28) yield

(7.30) V() Vi(h) g = é(? (4j09) = Titm) (@300))| < Cazt’®, VEm =1,

The formula (30) shows that we can compute the numbers

1, ~
(731) Gk,m = E (T’io (q](k)) — Tz(m) (QJ(k)))v where s = 5‘?/87
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such that
(7.32) ’<Uj(k)7vj(m)>g _Gk,m’ < 02181/8, Vk,m=1,...,n.

As above, we have considered any n indices j(k), the points p;(), ¢i(x) and the unit initial
vectors vjy) € Sy, M for geodesics [Ti @), K = 1,2,...,n. In view of Lemma Eﬂ the
formula ([T32]) shows that when ¢; is smaller than some uniform constant, there exist some
indices j(k) and points p;x), gj(x) such that

(7.33) det (G s ]) > %cl.

Hence we can search for such indices so that (33)) is satisfied by computing the determinant
det([Gr,m]} 1)) for each choice of indices.

Reconstruction of metric. Now let us summarize our procedure for the reconstruction of
metric using the given data Ry only. Let 7, be given satisfying 7, (yo) > R/2. Fix sufficiently
small g9 < &1 explicitly depending only on n, A. First, we search for a point py € N, (R/8)NY
by (24). Due to (1), see also [B.8), and the assumption that d(xo,y0) < €o, the point pg
can be chosen using the given data (up to an error of 3¢1).

For k = 1,...,n, we arbitrarily choose n points p;) € N, (R/8) NY satisfying the
condition (G3). The points q;x) € Ne, (R/4) NY are chosen according to (Z23). For each
k, choose one element 7, € Ry N Boo(ﬂo,ﬁ“) such that (726) and (TZ7) are satisfied.
Thus we can compute the numbers Gy ., defined by (Z3I). We test all possible choices of
n points p;) satisfying ([G.3), and find one choice such that ([Z33)) is satisfied. Note that
by (C32), we know that the metric corresponding to the basis that Gy ,, approximates must
satisfy det([<’0j(k),vj(m)>g]21m:1]) > c1/2.

The discussion above shows that in the Riemannian normal coordinates, denoted below by
X : B(wy,7) — R™, at x;, associated with the specific basis {v;()}i_, that Gy, approx-
imates, we can find the metric tensor grm (i) = (Vj(k), Vj(m))g up to a uniformly bounded
error, that is, we can find numbers Gipm, := G m such that

(7.34) |G (30) — G| < Coner’®, Vhk,m=1,2,...,n.
In particular, since the basis {v;(x)}7_; are unit, we have |grm| < 1, [grm| < 2 for all k,m.

Reconstruction of normal coordinates. Suppose we have already picked indices j(k)
and points pj;), ¢jx) such that the metric is approximated as above. We can also find the
coordinates of the points corresponding to elements 7y in a neighborhood of 7;, in the a
normal coordinate X : B(x;,,7) — R™, up to a uniformly bounded error. Indeed, for any 7
satisfying (C2)), we can compute the numbers

(7.35) Xk(xf) = %\io(Qj(k)) —?g(qj-(k)), k= 1,2,...,n.

Note that due to Proposition [5:2] we can choose sufficiently small po such that d(z¢, z;,) <
inj(M). Then by ([Z3]), we have

| X5 (x0) = Xi(we)| < Cuslawigme (67 + |wigze|/?) + 2e1
< 3Cus(|lzize|® + 21),
where
(7.36) Xi(we) 1= (€0, vj(h))g = {€xD51 (20), V() g

INote that Lemma is applicable here if R/8 < c4. However if R/8 > c4, one can replace the radius
R/4 with R/8 + c4, and instead find q;(x) € Ney (R/8 4+ c4) NY. All relevant distances would be bounded

below depending on ¢4, which again depends on n, A, R.
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are the true values of the coordinates of the point z, in the X-coordinates. Here we have
used Young’s inequality ab < a*/3 + b* in the last inequality. This concludes the proof for
Case 1.

B(.’L‘Q, R)

FIGURE 7. When x;, € B(xg, R/2), we choose measurement points p,q from
the blue region such that the distances between w;,,p,q are bounded away
from zero. When x;, ¢ B(xo, R/2), we choose measurement points in the red
region.

e Case 2: 7;,(yo) < R/2.

In this case, d(z;,,z0) < R/2+ 2¢1. To keep distances bounded away from zero, one can
choose points q;(xy, (k) from the outer layer B(xo, R) \ B(xo,3R/4), see Figure 7. More
precisely, we first choose arbitrary n points {q;)} in Ne, (3R/4) NY satisfying (69). Note
that Lemma still holds in this case due to Lemma [A3] see Remark 5.4. For each Qi(k) >
we can choose one point p;y € N, (R) NY such that [Z25) is valid. Observe that the
set of points satisfying (Z23) (for each gj()) is nonempty. This is because one can extend
the minimizing geodesic [x,q;x)] further until it intersects with X g, since we are within the
injectivity radius. Thus the point in N, (R) N'Y within eop-distance from the intersection
point satisfies (T.25). In particular, the bounds in (Z4) still hold. From this point, the exact
proof of Case 1 works in this case.

Now we prove Corollary 2.5

Proof of Corollary Let us fix the basis {vj}}_, for which the metric has been approx-
imated in Theorem 24l Observe that

n ) 1/2
d(ze,2i,) = | expg, (ze)|, = ( > ijXij) :
jik=1

where X}, is defined in (7)) and (¢7%) is the matrix inverse of (gjx). Hence we define an
approximate distance by

~ n o o \1/2
(7.37) dyig = ( > §J’“Xij) :
g, k=1

We use the following notation for convenience:

n

(7.38) o= > XXk 3= D] XXk = (X1, Xn).
j,k=1 j,k=1
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Denote £ = (Xl, e ,)/fn) Then

|deio — d(ze,230)| < Il — IElg] + IElg — [€ly]
€ — &l + €15 (13 — 1€l3 -

Due to 2.I0) and det([(v;, v )g]7 x—1) > c1, all components g7, §7% are bounded above by
C(n,c1). Hence by (ZI0),

(7.39) €= €|, < Cn, 1) Ca(d(@ig, )" + 21).

A

IN

Moreover, the largest eigenvalue of the matrix (g;x) is bounded above by C(n), and thus the
eigenvalues of (¢7%) are bounded below by C(n)~!. Hence by (211,

n

(7.40) €M 1€E - 5] < CmIX[gr D Gk — gim) XX < nC(n)Cic} €],
7,k=1

Thus by (Z39) and ([40), we obtain

C(n,c1)Cy (d(:tio , $g)4/3 + 51) + nC(n)Cﬂ%d(mio ,Tp)
Cs (d(wiy, 20) /% +&17%). O

’C/Z\f,io - d(fE(, xlo)}

IN

IN

8. GLOBAL CONSTRUCTIONS

In this section we prove Theorem [[.2}

Proof of Theorem (1) The first claim has been proved in Proposition B.2(2), and we
prove the second claim here. Let p > 0 be a parameter which is determined later. Given two

indices 4,7 € {1,...,I}, we consider the following minimization problem
R N—
(8.1) d;,; := min ( i,0(1) Z o(k),o(k+1) T d, o(N), J>
k=1

over all chain of N indices o(k) € {1,...,I} with N <14 A/p, and with
(8.2) 7o k) = Foternylless(vy < p+ Coer’* +2e1 < po, for k=0,...,N,

where we denote ¢(0) := i and o(N + 1) = j. In this minimization problem, the numbers

o~

do(k),o(k4+1) are determined by the data Ry N Boo (o) 5}/ ) in Corollary 2.5 since the con-
dition ([B2) is valid for all k. Thus the solution of the minimization problem can be found
using the given data Ry only. Note that the numbers d ;o assumed in Corollary 25 can be

determined by Ry due to (B1).

Now let us analyze the property of the solution of the minimization problem (8I]). Given
any pair of points in X, consider a shortest path v connecting these two points. On this
shortest path -y, one can choose a chain of points with at most N < 1 4+ A/p points such
that each pair of adjacent points has distance at most p. Since the set X is an es-net of
M, we can replace this chain of points on v by points in X, and thus each pair of adjacent
points has distance at most p+¢e9 = p+ Cosl/ We require p + Coal < po/2 such that the
condition (29 is satisfied by the elements in Ry corresponding to this chain of points in X,
by virtue of (522)). Let us relabel this chain of points by z1,...,2zy with endpoints 1,y
for convenience. Then the estimate ([ZI2) shows that for this particular chain of points, we
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have
N-1
E = |d(z1,zN) — Z dk7k+1’ < NCs (5}/2 +(p+ 5}/2)4/3)
i=k
< BACs(e1?p 4 pM?).
We obtain a good estimate when we choose p = 5?/ 8, namely
(8.3) E < 16ACse1/5.

This particular chain of points above satisfies the conditions of the minimization problem
&), and thus the solution of the minimization problem also satisfies ([83]) when we choose

p= 5?/ 8 Therefore, the solution of the minimization problem (8I]) gives us an approximate

distance d(z;, ;) := d; ; that satisfies

(8.4) |d(xi, ;) — d(zs,25)| < 16ACse1/®, Vi, j € {1,...,1}.
This proves part (1) of Theorem [[21
Part (2) is a direct consequence of the estimate ([84]) and [29, Corollary 1.10]. O

9. MANIFOLD RECONSTRUCTION FROM NOISY HEAT KERNEL

In this section, we consider the reconstruction of a manifold from noisy heat kernel mea-

surements (1)) satisfying (22)).

Theorem 9.1. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension n satisfying the bounds
@) with parameter A, and let U = B(yo, R) be a ball of radius R > A~*. Suppose the Ricci
curvature of M is non-negative. Then there exist constants o,Cos > 0 explicitly depending
only on n, A, such that the following holds for 0 < o <& and 0 < h < o'/2.

LetY ={y;: j=0,1,...,J} be an h-net in the ball U. Assume that either
(i) {z: i=1,...,1} is an h-net in M \ U, and we are given c/l\;”j/, 4,7 =0,1,...,J such
that |3, — d(y;,u;)| < b,
or
(i) {zi: i=1,...,1} is an h-net in M.

Moreover, assume that we are given the data

(9.1) {Glyj,zit): i=1,...,1, j=0,1,...,J, 0<t <1}
which satisfy
—c é(ijziat) - . .
9.2 T DT o8 Hi=1,...,1, j=0,...,J, 0<t<1.
( ) e _G(y-]’Z,L,t) —e ) fora’ 7/ b) b 7] b b) b) < <

Then the given data (O determine a smooth Riemannian manifold (]T/[\ ,g) that is diffeo-
morphic to M. Moreover, there is a diffeomorphism F : M — M such that
L _ du(F(). F()

- <L "e M
7 < d—(w,7) <L, forzaz €M,

(9.3)

where L = 1 + Caoo/?4,

Proof. By Corollary 3.1 and Theorem 4.1 in [65] (see also [73]), for every e € (0,1), t > 0,

2(y, 2
(9.4) G(y, z,t) < Cevypexp ( - ?4 (j—%e)i)’
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and

_ d?(y, z
(9.5) Gy 1) > O g (= | 48”6)1),
where v, ; = vol ! (B(z, /1)), and C. — 00 as ¢ — 0.
Taking log on both sides of (@), we have
d? d? d?
— +tl <tl Vs — -
7+ 0gG < og(vat)+4 g

< tlog(Cevs i) + C(A)e.
Similarly, from (@3],

d2 d2 2
vy +tlog G > tlog(C- v, 4) + 171 > tlog(C- v, ;) — C(A)e.
—€
Combining the two inequalities above, we obtain
(9.6) |d*(y, z) + 4tlog G(y, z,t)| < 4t|log Ce| + 4t|logv. 4| + C(A)e.

From the noisy measurements é(y, z,t) =nly, z,t)G(y, z,t), [@0) and ([22)) yield that
}d2(y, z) + 4t log é(y, z, t)} }dz(y, +4tlog Gy, z | + 4t| log 7|

4o + 4t] log C.| + 4| logvz,t| + C(M)e.

IN A

(9.7)
Now we pick sufficiently small ¢ > 0 such that C'(A)e < . For small ¢ > 0, we know
t|logv. | = t|log vol(B(z,V1))| < C(n)t|logt|.
Thus one can pick sufficiently small ¢ > 0 such that 4t|log C¢| + 4t|logv, | < . Hence,
|d*(y, z) + 4tlog G(y. z,t)| < 6o,
which yields that

(9.8) ’ —\/4t|log G(y, z,1)| ‘ < 607.

First, consider the case when the condition (i) is valid. Since {z;} is an h-net in M \ U
for h < ¢'/2, [@8) shows that the data G(yj,zl,t) for some suitable choice of ¢ (depending
on o) give a 7o'/2-approximation of the distances of the pairs (yj,2). Moreover, we are
already given an h-approximation d;’ j of the distances of the pairs (y;,y;/) in Y. Since the
set X ={z: i=1,...,]1}UY is a (2h)-net in M, thus the sets X,Y and the given data
satisfy the conditions (al) and (a2) with parameter e, = 70'/2.

Second, consider the case when the condition (ii) is valid. Since {z;} is an h-net in M for
h < o'/2, [@R) shows that the data G(y;, z;,t) for some suitable choice of ¢ (depending on
o) give a 7To!'/2-approximation of the interior distance functions on Y. Thus the sets {z;},Y
and the given data satisfy the conditions (al) and (a2) with parameter ¢; = 7o/2.

These considerations imply that in both cases (i) and (ii) the claim follows by applying
Theorem [[.2(2). O

Finally, we obtain the uniqueness and the stability for the inverse problem for heat kernel.

Proof of Theorem 2.1} Let X; = {z{,...,2;}U{yd,...,ys} C My, Y1 = {y},....y}} Cc My
and Xo = {z7,..., 27} U{yd,...,v3} C Mo, Yo = {yo,...,yJ}CMg.
Due to the condltlon 3), the heat kernel data Ga(y? (U 22 t) of My can be used as the

noisy observations of the heat kernel of M; at (yj , 2 ) Then by the proof of Theorem [O0.1],
the heat kernel data Go(y?,27,t) of My and das, (y7,y5) determine the distances day, (=,y)
of M, for (z,y) € X1 x Y} up to an error 7o'/2. Similarly, the heat kernel data Ga(y3, 27, t)
of Ms and dyy, (y?,y?,) also determine the distances daz, (z,y) of M for (z,y) € Xo X Ys up
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to an error 7o'/2. Thus, by enumerating the points in X; as {z! : i =0,1,...,I'} and the
points in Y] as {yé : j=0,1,...,J}, we see that

|dM1(I'L15yJ1)_dM2(I'L25yJ2)| < 140’%7 7;:0715"'5[/7 ]:0517‘]

Thus, the numbers d; ; = dar, (xll,y]l) can be used as the noisy distance data both for the
manifold M; and for the manifold M, with an error 1402. Hence, by Theorem [2] we have

\dar, (2}, 2}) — dag, (22, 22)| < C1(1407)5 < 2Cy07s, 4,i' =0,1,..., T,

79 79

and there is a manifold M such that there are L-bi-Lipschitz diffeomorphisms F; : M7 — M
and Fy : My — M with L; given in Theorem Hence there is an (L?)-bi-Lipschitz
diffeomorphism F = F{l o Fy : My — M, which proves the claim. ]

Proof of Corollary Let A > R™! be such that both M; and M, satisfy the geometric
bounds bounds (). Consider an arbitrary o > 0, h = o'/, Let {y} : j =0,1,...,.J} be an
h-net in Uy and {y? = ®(y;) : 5 =0,1,...,J} be an h-net in Us.

We recall that the map W : M7\ U; — My \ Us is assumed only to be a bijection, and thus
we need to do some additional considerations to obtain suitable h-nets on sets M; \ Uy and
M\Us . To that end, let {Z},i=1,2,...,I1} be an h-net in My \U; and {z?,i = 1,2,..., 1>}
be an h-net in Ms \ Us. Then we define

z! fori=1,2,... 1,
| TNER,), fori=L+ 1,1 +2,... 1+,

and

K2

,  |v@Eh, fori=1,2,..., 5,
yA—
22-2711, foriz[1—|—1,[1—|—2,...,11—I—IQ.

Then {2} : i=1,...,11 + o} is an h-net in My \ Uy and {22 : i =1,...,I; + I} is an h-net
in My \ Us, and we have

Gi(yj,z 1) =Ga(y,25,t), i=1,....i+1, j=0,....J, 0<t <1

By applying Theorem 2.1], it follows that the Gromov-Hausdorff distance of the metric spaces
(My,dg,) and (Ms,d,,) is smaller than Cazo'/?*, where Ca3 > 0 depends only on n and A,
see e.g. Corollary 7.3.28 in [12]. Letting o — 0, we see that Gromov-Hausdorff distance
of (My,dg,) and (Ma,dg,) is zero, which implies that (M, d,, ) and (M, d,,) are isometric
as (compact) metric spaces, see e.g. [I2} [69]. By the Myers-Steenrod theorem, there is a
diffeomorphism F' : M; — Ms between Riemannian manifolds such that go = F.g;. This
proves the claim. O

APPENDIX A. AUXILIARY LEMMAS

Lemma A.1. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold with sectional curvature bounded below
by Secrs > —A%. Suppose Y v, (t), Vaws(t) are two distance-minimizing geodesics emanating
from x € M with unit initial vectors vi,ve € S, M. Denote by a the angle between vy and vs.
Then there is a uniform constant Cy > 1, explicitly depending only on A, such that

(Al) d(FYI,'Ul (tl)a Yz, va (tQ)) < |t1 - t2| =+ OACY, thth € [OvA]

Proof. Assume that t1 < to. Let us denote a = 44, (t1) and b = 7y, 4, (t1). We can compare
the triangle axb with a triangle @zb in the  rescaled hyperbolic plane H with constant sectional
curvature —A?, satisfying that d(z,a) = d(Z,a) = t1, d(x,b) = d(T,b) = t1, a = Zazb. Then

Toponogov’s theorem yields d(a,b) < d(a, b).
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On the hyperbolic plane H, the exponential map is smooth everywhere, and its differential
is uniformly bounded. Hence,

(A2) E(E, 5) S C(A)|t1’01 - t11)2| S C’(A)tla
Then,
d(%ﬁ,m(tl)a 'Yr,v2(t2)) < d(a,b)+d(’ym7v2(t1), 'Ym,v2(t2))
< d(@,b) + |t2 — t1] < |ta — t1] + C(A)Acv.
O

Lemma A.2. There exists a uniform constant Cs > 1 such that the following holds. Let N
be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary ON with sectional curvature bounded below
by Secy > —A2. Let a,b,c € N and 3 be the angle of the length minimizing curves [ab] and
[bc] at b. Then we have

(A.3) lac| < |ab| — |bc| cos B + Cg|be|*/ min{A ™", |ab|, d(b, ON)}.

Proof. To prove the statement, we apply Toponogov’s Theorem to the triangle abc. Below,
let H be the rescaled hyperbolic plane of constant sectional curvature —A2, and @,b,¢ € H be
such that |[ab| = |abl, |b¢| = |bc| and Zabé = Zabe = . Here by |zy|, we denote the distance

between points = and y in whatever space they belong.
(i) Let us first consider the case when

(A4) |ab|:%, |bc|<%, and  d(b,ON) > 1.

Then |ac| < |ab] + |bc| < 3. Applying Toponogov’s theorem to triangle abc implies that
lac| < |ag|.
By [69, Prop. 48], the law of cosines on H gives
(A.5)
cosh(A[aé|) = cosh(A[ab|) cosh(A|be|) — sinh(A|@b|) sinh(A|be|) cos B
and thus
cosh(Alac|) < cosh(A]ab|) cosh(A]be|) — sinh(A|ab|) sinh(Albc|) cos .
Using Taylor series, the above yields
cosh(Alac|) — cosh(A|abl)
cosh(Alab|) (cosh(Albe|) — 1) — sinh(Alab|) sinh(Albc|) cos
—V|be| cos g + En,
where V = Asinh(A|ab|) > 0 and E; satisfies |E1| < C|be|?, where C is a uniform constant.
By triangle inequality, —|bc| < |ac| — |ab| < |be|. Then one can show that
cosh(Al]ac|) — cosh(Alab|) > V(|ac| — |ab]) + E-,
where Fs satisfies |F2| < C(|ac| — |ab|)? < Clbc|?, where C' is a uniform constant. Combining
these we see that

IN

V(lac| — |abl) + B2 < —=V|be| cos 8 + Ex,
or

lac| — |ab| < —|bc| cos B+ VHE, — Ey),
which yields the inequality
(A.6) lac| < |ab| — |be| cos B + Cg|be|?,

where Cj is a uniform constant. We can assume that Cg > 8.
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Consider next the case when
1
(A7) lab] = 7 and d(b,0ON) > 1.

If it holds that |bc| > 1, then Cy > 8 yields that Cg|bc|* > 2|bc|. Considering |ac| < |ab| + |be],
we see that (A6]) automatically holds. Since we have already proven (A6) when |bc| < %, we
can conclude that (A6 holds under assumptions (A.7]).

Next, consider the case when

1
(A.8) lab] > T d(b,ON) > 1.
Let o' be the point on [ab] with |a’b| = 1. By the triangle inequality we have |ac| <
|aa’| + |a’c|. Moreover, we have |aa’| = |ab| — |a’b| and thus (AG) for the triangle a’bc implies
lac| — |ab| < |ad’| + |a’c| — |ab] < |d'c| — |a’b| < —|bc| cos B + Cg|be|*.

Hence, ([(AXG) holds under assumption (AS).
The inequality (A6) yields that the inequality (A3]) holds. O

Lemma A.3. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold with sectional curvature bounded by
|Secar| < A?. Let B(wg, R) be an open ball for R < min{inj(M)/2,7/(4A)}. Then there exist
uniform constants €, c3,Cig > 0 explicitly depending on A, R, such that the following holds
for0<e<e.

Given a point x € B(xg, R/2), take zg to be the nearest point in B(xg, R) from x. Let
21,22 € N:(R) such that

(Ag) |212’2| > 0175, |2021| < c3, |2022| < c3,
for some C17 > 32(AR)™L. Then Zz1x229 > C16C17¢.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma[6.T[1): we use the upper bound for the angle Z2:z1 25 to
derive an lower bound for Zz1225. First, we show that the incident angle of [xz1], i.e. the angle
of [xz] with the tangent space T%,¥|;,.,| is bounded from below. Suppose [zoz1| < |zo22].

We take the point zj € ¥3g/s such that |zoz1| — |zo21] = [212]]. Let z; be the nearest
point in ¥3g /5 from x. Then for sufficiently small c3, e, we have

R
lz21] > |z2f| — |2021] > |@20] + 3 2c3 > |z21| + |2121| — 3cs.

Hence the same argument as (B3) gives (7 — Zx212})? < C7 '3c3, which is
(A.10) Laxzxg < C(A)cém.

For the upper bound for the angle Zxyz122, one can apply Rauch comparison theorem to
compare with the sphere of constant sectional curvature A2. Namely, we take the triangle
Toz12zz on the sphere such that |zoz1| = |Toz1l, |z122| = [7122|, Lroz122 = £Toz123. Due to
Rauch comparison theorem, |zgz2| > [Tozz|. Hence,

cos(A|xozz|) < cos(Alxgz1]) cos(Alz122]) + sin(Alxoz1|) sin(A|z122]) cos(Lzgzize).

Assume Zzgz129 > /2. Since |xpz1| < R+ ¢ < 7/(2A), then

cos(Alzoza|) — cos(Azoz1|) < cos(Alwozi])(cos(Alz122]) — 1)
+sin(A|zgz1|) sin(A|z12z2|) cos(Lzgz122)
2
S A R|2’12’2|ZI02’12’2.

On the other hand,

COS(A|5E022|) — COS(A|I02’1|) Z A(|I02’1| — |I02’2|).
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Hence,
AR
2e > |zoz2| — |oz1| > _?|le2|4x021227

which yields Zzgz122 < 27/3 due to the condition (AJ). Thus combining with (AI0), we
can choose sufficiently small ¢z such that

5
(A.11) Lazizo < Laxzxg + Lrgzize < g

Then the lemma follows from the exact same argument in the last part of Lemma (GI])(1).
O
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