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The injectivity radius of the compact Stiefel manifold under the Euclidean metric

Ralf Zimmermann∗ and Jakob Stoye†

Abstract. The injectivity radius of a manifold is an important quantity, both from a theoretical point of view
and in terms of numerical applications. It is the largest possible radius within which all geodesics
are unique and length-minimizing. In consequence, it is the largest possible radius within which
calculations in Riemannian normal coordinates are well-defined. A matrix manifold that arises
frequently in a wide range of practical applications is the compact Stiefel manifold of orthogonal
p-frames in R

n. We observe that geodesics on this manifold are space curves of constant Frenet
curvatures. Using this fact, we prove that the injectivity radius on the Stiefel manifold under the
Euclidean metric is π.
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ian normal coordinates
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1. Introduction. The set of orthonormal p-frames in R
n, i.e., the set of column-ortho-

normal (n × p)-matrices forms a Riemannian manifold, called the Stiefel manifold St(n, p).
Stiefel manifolds feature in a large variety of application problems, ranging from optimization
[1, 4, 20] over numerical methods for differential equations [3, 5, 11, 24] to applications in
statistics and data science [21, 6, 18]. On a manifold, the selected Riemannian metric deter-
mines how length and angles are measured, and thus how geodesics are defined. Geodesics
are manifold curves that do not exhibit any intrinsic acceleration and are thus generaliza-
tions of straight lines in Euclidean spaces. The injectivity radius is the largest possible radius
within which geodesics are unique and length-minimizing. This is a strong geometric property.
Among other things, it ensures that data processing operations in Riemannian normal coor-
dinates are well-defined. For general manifolds, it is very difficult to explicitly compute the
injectivity radius. However, for a few special examples, such as the n-sphere or the Grassmann
manifold of p-dimensional subspaces [22, 23], the explicit number is known.

In this work, we add the Stiefel manifold to the list of manifolds with known injectivity
radius. More precisely, we prove that the injectivity radius of the Stiefel manifold under the
Euclidean metric is π,

inj(St(n, p)) = π.

By a classical result from Riemannian geometry, the injectivity radius is related to the sec-
tional curvatures and shortest closed geodesics on a manifold. In [26], sharp bounds on the
sectional curvatures are provided. Here, we complete the picture by investigating shortest
closed geodesics. The idea is to view the Euclidean Stiefel geodesics as curves in R

np and
show that their Frenet curvatures are constant. Exploiting the normal form for constant-
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2 R. ZIMMERMANN AND J. STOYE

curvature curves of [14, 2.16 Remark], we conclude that closed Euclidean Stiefel geodesics are
at least of length 2π (Theorem 3.5). Since examples of explicit closed geodesic of length 2π
exist, it follows that the injectivity radius of the Stiefel manifold under the Euclidean metric
is π.

Organisation of the paper. Section 2 provides the required background on the Stiefel mani-
fold, the injectivity radius and space curves with their Frenet curvatures. Our main results on
closed geodesics and the injectivity radius of the Stiefel manifold are in Section 3. Section 4
concludes the paper.

Notation. For the reader’s convenience, we list the main acronyms and variables.
Symbol meaning

I, In identity matrix, provided with a dimensional index if required
〈·, ·〉 Euclidean inner product 〈X,Y 〉 = tr(XTY )
‖ · ‖ (Frobenius) norm associated with the Euclidean inner product
O(n) orthogonal group O(n) = {Q ∈ R

n×n | QTQ = In}
skew(n) vector space of skew-symmetric matrices {A ∈ R

n×n | AT = −A}.
M a Riemannian manifold
St(n, p) Stiefel manifold St(n, p) = {U ∈ R

n×p | UTU = Ip}
TUSt(n, p) tangent space of St(n, p) at U ∈ St(n, p)
span(X) span of a set of vectors or range of a matrix X

expm matrix exponential expm(X) =
∑

∞

k=0

1

k!
Xk

κj(t) jth Frenet curvature of a regular space curve

2. Background. We begin by introducing the Stiefel manifold and outline basic concepts
of differentiable manifolds like geodesics, curvature and the injectivity radius in Subsection 2.1.
Related references are [24, 9]. In Subsection 2.2, we provide a brief review of the essentials of
curves in R

m, focusing in particular on their Frenet curvatures.

2.1. The Stiefel manifold. The Stiefel manifold is the compact, homogeneous matrix
manifold of rectangular column-orthogonal matrices

St(n, p) := {U ∈ R
n×p|UTU = Ip},

for n ≥ p. It is an np− 1
2(p(p + 1))-dimensional embedded submanifold of Rnp ∼= R

n×p. The
Stiefel manifold is extensively studied in the literature, see e.g., [8, 1, 24]. For any point
U ∈ St(n, p) on the Stiefel manifold, the tangent space of St(n, p) at U is given by

TUSt(n, p) = {∆ ∈ R
n×p|UT∆ = −∆TU} ⊂ R

n×p.

Stiefel tangent vectors are rectangular matrices ∆ = U

(
A

B

)

= UA + U⊥B ∈ R
n×p, where

U =
(
U U⊥

)
∈ O(n), A ∈ skew(p), B ∈ R

(n−p)×p. A Riemannian metric on the Stiefel
manifold is obtained from restricting the Euclidean inner product of Rn×p to the Stiefel tangent
spaces. This yields the so-called Euclidean metric on St(n, p) ⊂ R

n×p,

(2.1) 〈∆, ∆̃〉Ste = tr

(
(
AT BT

)
U

T
U

(
Ã

B̃

))

= tr(AT Ã) + tr(BT B̃).
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The Euclidean metric is also included in a parametric family of metrics considered in [12, Def.
3.1, Section 4.2].

The length of a tangent vector ∆ ∈ TUSt(n, p) is ‖∆‖U =
√

〈∆,∆〉U and the length of a
curve c : [a, b] → St(n, p) is

L(c) :=

∫ b

a

‖ċ(t)‖c(t)dt.

In the following, we often omit the index that indicates the dependence of the metric on the
base point. Moreover, ‖ · ‖ always denotes the Euclidean metric (with associated Frobenius
norm), regardless if applied on Rn×p or on a tangent space TUSt(n, p). The Riemannian
distance between two points U, Ũ ∈ St(n, p) is

distSt(n,p)(U, Ũ) := inf{L(c|[a,b]) | c(a) = U, c(b) = Ũ}.

Geodesics are candidates for length-minimizing curves. They are charactarized by the fact
that they have no intrinsic, or, more precisely, no covariant acceleration and can be obtained
as local solutions to an ordinary differiential equation, see [14, 5.17 Definition, 5.18 Corollary].
The Riemannian exponential map on a Riemannian manifold M is based on geodesics. For a
point p ∈ M, the Riemannian exponential sends a tangent vector v ∈ TpM to the endpoint of
the geodesic on the unit interval that starts from p with velocity v. For a precise definition,
see [14, 5.19 Definition] or [15, p.72] or any other textbook on Riemannian geometry.

A formula for the Riemannian exponential of the Stiefel manifold under the Euclidean
metric (2.1) is given in [25, Prop. 1 (α = −1

2)]: For U ∈ St(n, p) and ∆ ∈ TUSt(n, p), it reads

(2.2) ExpU (∆) =
(
U Q

)
expm

((
2A −BT

B 0

))(
Ip
0

)

expm(−A) ∈ R
n×p,

with A = UT∆ ∈ skew(p) and QB = (I − UUT )∆ ∈ R
n×p being any matrix decomposition

with Q ∈ St(n, p) and B ∈ R
p×p. The corresponding geodesic is γ : t 7→ ExpU (t∆), and the

length of the geodesic on [0, 1] is L(γ
∣
∣
[0,1]

) = ‖∆‖.
There is a clear criterion under which a geodesic is length-minimizing. On a Riemannian

manifold M, the injectivity radius is the largest possible radius within which geodesics are
unique and length-minimizing, regardless of where you start from. In loose words, as long as
you stay within the injectivity radius when travelling along a geodesic, you are guaranteed
not to travel unnecessary distances.

Definition 2.1 (Injectivity radius). Let ǫ be the maximum radius of Bǫ(0) such that the
Riemannian exponential at p, Expp : TpM ⊃ Bǫ(0) → Dp ⊂ M, is invertible. Then, ǫ is
called the injectivity radius of M at p and is denoted by injp(M).
The infimum of injp(M) over all p ∈ M is called the (global) injectivity radius of M,

inj(M) = inf
p∈M

injp(M).

As with the Riemannian exponential, the injectivity radius depends on the underlying metric
of the manifold. For details, we refer the reader to [7, Chap. 13].
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The injectivity radius is closely related to the sectional curvatures of the manifold, as
we will see later. For two linearly independent tangent vectors at a point, one can consider
their span as a subplane of the tangent space. The manifold image of this coordinate plane
under the Riemannian exponential is then a two-dimensional submanifold, and the associated
sectional curvature quantifies the deviation of this submanifold from being flat.

In [17], the sectional curvatures of the Stiefel manifold are computed for a family of
Riemannian metrics from [12]. In [26], sharp bounds on the sectional curvature for almost all
dimensions of the Stiefel manifold are proven. The essential finding is in the next theorem.

Theorem 2.2. [26, Theorem 10] The sectional curvatures KSt
e on the Stiefel manifold

St(n, p), n ≥ p under the Euclidean metric are globally bounded by

−1

2
≤ KSt

e ≤ 1.

For certain dimensions, the upper bound might be smaller (but always strictly positive). For
example, KSt

e (X,Y ) ≡ 1
8 on St(3, 3). This is detailed in [26, Theorem 10]. Yet, these re-

finements have no impact on the considerations here. The reason for this is the Klingenberg
theorem from Riemannian geometry, which relates the injectivity radius to the sectional cur-
vatures and the length of shortest closed geodesics. Eventually, it turns out that for a Stiefel
manifold with any upper curvature bound 0 < C ≤ 1, it is always the closed geodesics that
determine the injectivity radius.

Theorem 2.3 (Klingenberg, stated as Lemma 6.4.7 in [19]). Let M be a compact Riemann-
ian manifold with sectional curvatures bounded by C > 0. Then the injectivity radius inj(p)
at any p ∈ M satisfies

inj(p) ≥ min

{
π√
C
,
1

2
lp

}

,

where lp is the length of a shortest closed geodesic starting from p. For the global injectivity
radius, it holds

inj(M) ≥ π√
C

or inj(M) =
1

2
l,

where l is the length of a shortest closed geodesic on M.

2.2. Space curves and their Frenet curvatures. We provide a short review of the essen-
tials on curves in R

m taken from the textbooks [13, Sections 1.2, 1.3] and [14, Chapter 2].
Related references are [10, 16].

For any space curve c : I → R
N with linear independent derivatives ċ(t), c̈(t), . . . , c(N−1)(t),

there exists a unique orthonormal moving N -frame e1(t), . . . , eN (t), called the distinguished
Frenet frame associated with c such that:

1. Each t 7→ ej(t) ∈ R
N is a vector field along c.

2. 〈ej(t), ek(t)〉 = δjk.
3. For k = 1, . . . , N − 1, c(k)(t) ∈ span{e1(t), . . . , ek(t)}.
4. For k = 1, . . . , N − 1, the sets of vectors ċ(t), c̈(t), . . . , c(k)(t) and e1(t), . . . , ek(t) have

the same orientation.
5. The frame (e1(t), . . . , eN (t)) is of positive orientation.



THE EUCLIDEAN STIEFEL INJECTIVITY RADIUS 5

(cf. [13, Def. 1.2.1, Prop. 1.2.2].) If there is k < N − 1 such that c(k)(t) is in the span
of ċ(t), c̈(t), . . . , c(k−1)(t) on a small interval, then this also holds for all higher derivatives.
Hence, the curve is completely contained in a k-dimensional subspace of RN and the analysis
can be reduced to this subspace. For presenting the basic theory, it is no loss of generality to
assume that dim(span(ċ(t), c̈(t), . . . , c(N−1)(t))) = N − 1 on a suitable interval of definition.

If the curve c is parameterized by its arc length, we have ‖ċ(t)‖ ≡ 1 and e1(t) = ċ(t).
The coordinates of the distinguished Frenet frame for an arc-length curve c satisfy a highly
structured ODE:

(2.3)










e1(t)
e2(t)
...

eN−1(t)
eN (t)










′

=












0 κ1(t)

−κ1(t) 0
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . . 0 −κN−1(t)

−κN−1(t) 0





















e1(t)
e2(t)
...

eN−1(t)
eN (t)










.

The jth coefficient function is
κj(t) = 〈ėj(t), ej+1(t)〉.

Adopting the terminology from [14], t 7→ κj(t) is called the jth Frenet curvature of c. An
alternative name is ‘jth Euclidean curvature’. The curvature coefficients determine the curve
c uniquely up to isometries – via the ODE system (2.3), [13, Theorems 1.3.5 & 1.3.6].

If all curvature coefficients are constant, the system (2.3) can be integrated in closed form.
The solution curve has the shape of a twisted geodesic on a flat torus, see [14, 2.16 Remark]
or [16, Corollary 1]. This means that in even dimensions N = 2m, c features the expression

(2.4) c(t) = (a1 cos(b1t), a1 sin(b1t), . . . , am cos(bmt), am sin(bmt))T ∈ R
N .

If N is odd, N = 2m+ 1,

(2.5) c(t) = (a1 cos(b1t), a1 sin(b1t), . . . , am cos(bmt), am sin(bmt), am+1t)
T ∈ R

N .

For a true Frenet curve (with linearly independent derivatives), the coefficients bi are pairwise
distinct. Otherwise, the curve can be reduced to a lower-dimensional subspace to become a
true Frenet curve therein.

3. Main results. In this section, we prove that the injectivity radius of the Stiefel manifold
under the Euclidean metric is π. The line of argumentation is as follows: First, we show that
up to a fixed coordinate frame, geodesics on St(n, p) ⊂ R

n×p are curves of constant Frenet
curvatures in R

2p×p ∼= R
2p2 and thus take the form of (2.4). Using curvature bounds, we show

that under the Euclidean metric, the shortest closed curves of this type have a length of 2π.

Lemma 3.1. Let γ : I → R
N be a smooth space curve such that for all j ∈ N, the jth

derivative of γ is of constant norm, ‖γ(j)(t)‖ ≡ const. Then γ is a curve of constant Frenet
curvatures.

Proof. We start by showing that all inner products 〈γ(j)(t), γ(k)(t)〉 are constant in time.
This can be established by induction. The start is obvious, so suppose that the claim has
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been checked for all inner products of derivatives up to order k. Consider 〈γ(k+1)(t), γ(j)(t)〉
and distinguish two cases. First, let j < k. Then

〈γ(k+1)(t), γ(j)(t)〉 = d

dt
〈γ(k)(t), γ(j)(t)〉 − 〈γ(k)(t), γ(j+1)(t)〉 = 0− const.,

because both terms on the right are constant by the induction hypothesis. For j = k,

〈γ(k+1)(t), γ(k)(t)〉 = 1

2

d

dt
〈γ(k)(t), γ(k)(t)〉 = d

dt
const = 0.

In fact, much more detailed information1 about the inner products can be obtained, but this
is not required for the argument that is to follow. The distinguished Frenet frame is obtained
from a Gram-Schmidt process applied to γ̇, γ̈, . . . , γ(N−1). As mentioned in Subsection 2.2, We
can restrict the considerations to the case where the derivative vectors are pointwise linearly
independent. If the columns of Ei−1(t) = (e1(t), . . . , ei−1(t)) form already an orthonormal
basis of span(γ̇(t), γ̈(t), . . . , γ(i−1)(t)), the ith step in the Gram-Schmidt process reads

ẽi(t) =
(
I − Ei−1(t)E

T
i−1(t)

)
γ(i)(t) = γ(i)(t)− Ei−1(t)






〈e1(t), γ(i)(t)〉
...

〈ei−1(t), γ
(i)(t)〉




 , ei(t) =

ẽi(t)

‖ẽi(t)‖
.

Because all inner products between the derivatives are constant, all coefficients in the Gram-
Schmidt process are constant and the orthonormalization is eventually realized by an upper
triangular matrix R with constant coefficients

(

γ̇(t), γ̈(t), . . . , γ(N−1)(t)
)

=: Γ(t) = EN−1(t)R.

As a consequence,

ĖN−1(t)
TEN−1(t) = R−T Γ̇(t)TΓ(t)R−1 = Const.

is a constant matrix. This is because Γ̇(t)TΓ(t) only contains inner products of derivatives of
γ, which are constant. In particular, all the Frenet curvatures κj(t) = 〈ėj(t), ej+1(t)〉 ≡ κj
are constant for j = 1, . . . , N − 2.
For j = N − 1, we have to show that 〈ėN−1(t), eN (t)〉 ≡ const.. Here, eN (t) is the pointwise
unique vector that has been added to span

(
γ̇(t), . . . , γ(N−1)(t)

)
= span

(
e1(t), . . . , e(N−1)(t)

)

so that the Frenet frame EN (t) has determinant one (positive orientation). If there is t0 such
that γ(N)(t0) is linearly independent from the other derivatives γ(j)(t0), j = 1, . . . , N − 1,
then this is also the case on a small interval around t0. Then the t-dependent Gram-Schmidt
process can be completed with the last vector function eN (t) given as a linear combination of
the γj(t), j = 1, . . . , N and the proper choice of the sign. Then κN−1(t) = 〈ėN−1(t), eN (t)〉 is
constant by the same argument as above.

1e.g., 〈γ(2k+1)
, γ〉 = 0, 〈γ(2k)

, γ
(1)〉 = 0, . . .
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If there is no such t0, then γ(N)(t) is linearly dependent on γ(j)(t), j = 1, . . . , N − 1 on a

suitable interval. In this case, ėN−1(t) = Γ̇(t)






r1,N−1
...

rN−1,N−1




 ∈ span{γ(j)(t) | j = 2, . . . , N} is

orthogonal to eN (t). Hence κN−1(t) ≡ 0.

Lemma 3.2. Euclidean Stiefel geodesics are curves of constant Frenet curvatures.

Proof. We start from the matrix formula for the Euclidean Stiefel geodesics restated in
(2.2). Given U ∈ St(n, p) and ∆ ∈ TUSt(n, p), compute A = UT∆ ∈ skew(p), and a de-
composition QB = (I − UUT )∆ with Q ∈ St(n, p), B ∈ R

p×p. Then the associated geodesic
is

γ(t) =
(
U Q

)
expm

(

t

(
2A −BT

B 0

))(
Ip
0

)

expm (−tA) ∈ R
n×p.

Since
(
U Q

)
is nothing but a fixed coordinate frame, it has no effect on the following con-

siderations and we are free to drop it and consider γ(t) as a space curve in R
N , N = 2p2,

whenever useful. The jth derivative of γ is then

(3.1) γ(j)(t) = expm

(

t

(
2A −BT

B 0

))(
Mj

Nj

)

expm(−tA), j = 0, 1, 2, . . .

where

(
Mj

Nj

)

is given iteratively by

(3.2)

(
M0

N0

)

=

(
Ip
0

)

,

(
Mj+1

Nj+1

)

=

(
2A −BT

B 0

)(
Mj

Nj

)

−
(
MjA

NjA

)

j = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

The important thing to note is that for all j,

(3.3) ‖γ(j)(t)‖2 = ‖
(
Mj

Nj

)

‖2 = tr(MT
j Mj +NT

j Nj) = const.

The claim follows from Lemma 3.1.

Remark 3.3. Thanks to the skew-symmetric structure of the matrices in the geodesic
formula of [25, Prop. 1], the result was rather obvious. It is much less clear when looking at
the original formula for Euclidean Stiefel geodesics from [8, p. 310].
Essentially, the same argument holds for the Stiefel geodesics under any metric from the one-
parameter family of α–metrics from [12]. The only difference is that in the explicit form of
the matrix blocks Mj , Nj , a constant factor associated with the metric’s parameter α appears.

Hence, when considered as space curves in R
2p2 , all Stiefel geodesics are curves of constant

Frenet curvatures, regardless of the chosen α–metric.

Corollary 3.4. Stiefel geodesics under the Euclidean metric have the normal form

(3.4) γ(t) = (a1 cos(b1t), a1 sin(b1t), . . . , am cos(bmt), am sin(bmt))T ∈ R
2p2 .
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Proof. Note that the dimension N = 2p2 is always even. The claim follows from the
characterization of constant-curvature curves of [16, Corollary 1] that was stated here as
equation (2.4).

Theorem 3.5. The shortest closed geodesics on St(n, p) under the Euclidean metric have a
length of 2π.

Proof. Let γ be a closed geodesic on St(n, p) under the Euclidean metric. W.l.o.g. we
assume that γ is paramaterized by the arc length, i.e., ‖γ̇(t)‖ ≡ 1. Moreover, as argued in
Lemma 3.2, it is sufficient to consider γ as a curve in R

2p×p ∼= R
N , N = 2p2. Using the form

of (3.1) for γ, we have

‖γ̇(t)‖2 = tr(ATA) + tr(BTB) = 1,

‖γ̈(t)‖2 = κ21 = ‖ −ATA−BTB‖22 = tr(A4) + tr((2ATA+BTB)BTB)

≤ ‖A‖4 + ‖2ATA+BTB‖‖BTB‖ ≤ ‖A‖4 + (‖A‖2 + ‖A‖2 + ‖B‖2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=1

)‖B‖2

= ‖A‖4 + (‖A‖2 + 1)(1 − ‖A‖2) = 1.

Hence, the maximum possible curvature (in the sense of space curves) of a Stiefel geodesic is
one. Now, transform γ to the normal form of (3.4) via a Euclidean isometry. Then,

γ(t) = (a1 cos(b1t), a1 sin(b1t), . . . , am cos(bmt), am sin(bmt))T ∈ R
2p2 , m = p2.

In these coordinates, one sees that γ can only close2, if there is a natural number k ∈ N such
that for each i = 1, . . . ,m,

bik ∈ 2πN, say k =
2πli
bi

, li ∈ N.

In this case, the length of the loop γ(0) = (a1, 0, a2, 0, . . . , am, 0)T = γ(k) is L(γ[0,k]) =
∫ k

0 ‖γ̇(t)‖dt = k. We have 1 = ‖γ̇(t)‖2 =
∑m

i=1 a
2
i b

2
i and 1 ≥ κ21 = ‖γ̈(t)‖2 =

∑m
i=1 a

2
i b

4
i . If

|bi| > 1 for all i, then 1 ≥ ∑m
i=1 a

2
i b

4
i >

∑m
i=1 a

2
i b

2
i = 1, a contradiction. Hence, there is bi ≤ 1,

which gives

L(γ|[0,k]) = k =
2πli
bi

≥ 2π.

A closed unit-speed geodesic of shortest possible length 2π on the Stiefel manifold St(4, 2)
under the Euclidean metric is

γ(t) = expm

(

t

(
2A −BT

B 0

))(
expm(−tA)

0

)

, A = 0 ∈ skew(2), B =

(
1 0
0 0

)

.

For this specific choice of matrices A,B, the matrix exponential evaluates to

expm

(

t

(
0 −tBT

tB 0

))(
I2
0

)

=

(
cos(tB) − sin(tB)
sin(tB) cos(tB)

)(
I2
0

)

=

(
cos(tB)
sin(tB)

)

=







cos(t) 0
0 1

sin(t) 0
0 0







.

2Mind the analogy to Wong’s characterization of closed geodesics on the Grassmann manifold in [22].
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The loop starts and closes at γ(0) = γ(2π) =

(
I2
0

)

. Identifying R
2p×p ∼= R

8 and rear-

ranging the order of the coordinates, this loop can be written as γ(t) = (cos(1 · t), sin(1 ·
t), 0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0)T , which is simply a planar unit circle in a certain coordinate plane. Of
course, this geodesic can be embedded in higher dimensions and can easily be adapted for
all other combinations of n and p. More examples of closed geodesics and their length with
respect to the metrics of the family from [12] are given in [2, Section 6].

Theorem 3.6. The injectivity radius of the Stiefel manifold St(n, p) under the Euclidean
metric is π.

We emphasize that the theorem holds for all dimensions, including the special cases of (n, p) =
(n, 1), (n, p) = (n, n) and (n, p) = (n, n− 1).

Proof. The sectional curvature of St(n, p) is bounded from above by one by Theorem 2.2.
The length of a shortest closed geodesic is at least l = 2π by Theorem 3.5. Examples of
geodesics of length 2π (which are essentially planar circles, possibly embedded in higher di-
mensions) exist on all Stiefel manifolds. The theorem follows from combining these facts with
Theorem 2.3.

4. Summary and outlook. The injectivity radius of the Stiefel manifold under the Euclid-
ean metric equals π. An elementary but essential observation is that all Stiefel geodesics are
curves of constant Frenet curvatures when considered as space curves in the embedding space.
The Euclidean framework makes it possible to transfer the geodesics directly to a certain
Frenet normal form without distorting the curve’s geometric characteristics. Euclidean Stiefel
geodesics have at most a (first Frenet) curvature of κ1 = 1. Hence, they are at least as long
as the planar circle of unit curvature, i.e., 2π.

Because sharp bounds on the sectional curvature were known beforehand, this was the last
building block to fully leveraging the classical Klingenberg’s Theorem to conclude that the
injectivity radius of the Stiefel manifold under the Euclidean metric is π across all dimensions.

As future work, it is planned to transfer the investigation to closed Stiefel geodesics under
the one-parameter family of Riemannian metrics from [12]. This may complement the work of
[2]. Shortest closed geodesics are rather special objects of low intrinsic dimension. We plan to
add numerical experiments to the theory to investigate the behavior of the Stiefel exponential
along generic directions.
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