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ASYMPTOTIC QUANTIZATION OF MEASURES ON RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS
VIA COVERING GROWTH ESTIMATES

ATA DENIZ AYDIN AND MIKAELA TACOBELLI

ABSTRACT. The quantization problem looks for best approximations of a probability measure on a given
metric space by finitely many points, where the approximation error is measured with respect to the
Wasserstein distance. On particular smooth domains, such as R? or complete Riemannian manifolds, the
quantization error is known to decay polynomially as the number of points is taken to infinity, provided
the measure satisfies an integral condition which controls the amount of mass outside compact sets. On
Riemannian manifolds, the existing integral condition involves a quantity measuring the growth of the
exponential map, for which the only available estimates are in terms of lower bounds on sectional curvature.

In this paper, we provide a more general integral condition for the asymptotics of the quantization
error on Riemannian manifolds, given in terms of the growth of the covering numbers of spheres, which
is purely metric in nature and concerns only the large-scale growth of the manifold. We further estimate
the covering growth of manifolds in two particular cases, namely lower bounds on the Ricci curvature
and geometric group actions by a discrete group of isometries. These estimates can themselves generalize
beyond manifolds, and hint at a future treatment of asymptotic quantization also on non-smooth metric

measure spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. General overview. The quantization problem for measures on metric spaces involves the approx-
imation of finite measures by finitely many points. Given a finite Borel measure p on a complete and
separable metric space X, the quantization problem of order p € [1, co] involves the minimization of the
p-Wasserstein distance between p and a measure supported on at most N points:

— inf W, .
enp(p) pon ™ v (s )

This problem admits various equivalent formulations; in particular, it reduces to a problem over the
support of the approximating measure uy. More specifically, it is equivalent to minimizing the following

functional

(’/fX d(x,S)Pdu(z), p < oc;

ep(p; S) := |ld(-, S) | o (x;p0) = d(z,5), p=o0

Suprsupp "
over all sets S C X of cardinality at most N:

enp(n) = inf ep(u; 5).

For example, suppose X represents a geographical region, and p describes the distribution of a population
on the region. Then the points in .S are chosen to be optimally reachable by the population in some sense.
For p =1, S is chosen such that the average distance to S is minimized, and for p = oo, S is chosen such

that the maximal distance to S is minimized; other values of p interpolate between these problems.
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In this paper, we will work only with this set distance formulation and the case p < oo, and denote
the pth powers of e,(1; S) and en (1) by Vp(p; S) and Viy,(p) respectively. For reference on other
equivalent formulations, see e.g. Graf and Luschgy [30, Sec. 3].

We will be focusing on the asymptotics of the quantization error as N — oo. Before reviewing
existing results on asymptotic quantization on R? and Riemannian manifolds, we first give a general

survey of the history and applications of the quantization problem.

1.2. Historical notes and applications. The origins of the quantization problem lie in the field of
signal processing, with the goal of efficiently compressing analog signals (such as sounds or images) into
digital ones taking values in a finite set. The problem of scalar quantization, quantization on R, has been
studied since the 1940s in information theory e.g. by Bennett [8] and by Oliver, Pierce and Shannon
[54]. The quantization problem on R?, under the name of vector quantization, has been studied in the
signal processing community starting from the 1970s, e.g. by Gersho [28], and afterwards by Zador
[61], Bucklew and Wise [17] and Graf and Luschgy [30] who completed the proof of Zador’s theorem on
R?. For a detailed survey of quantization from the point of view of signal processing and information
theory, we refer to Gray and Neuhoff [32]. See also Pages [55] for an introduction to quantization and its
applications in numerics.

Independently, Steinhaus [57] already in 1956 considered the quantization problem on R? in a dif-
ferent formalism, and afterwards in 1959, L. Fejes Téth [26] demonstrated the asymptotic optimality of
hexagonal lattices for quantization on R%. This asymptotic optimality and stability of the hexagonal
lattice is also observed in similar geometric problems such as the sphere packing problem. This result of
Fejes Téth has been the subject of extensive study and generalization, see e.g. [34, 60, 10], the extension
to compact Riemannian 2-manifolds [35] as well as more recent results by [19, 39, 14]. There also exist
more purely geometric applications of quantization, such as the approximation of convex bodies by poly-
topes [13, 35, 36, 42], and Alexandrov’s problem of constructing a convex body or surface with prescribed
Gaussian curvature [9, 51]. These applications provide further motivation for the study of quantization
for Riemannian manifolds.

The quantization problem has also been studied under different names, e.g. the optimal location
problem [11, 15, 14], centroidal Voronoi tessellations [23, 24], or the (more restrictive) problem of k-
means clustering in statistics [49]. A related problem is empirical quantization or uniform quantization,
in which one only considers the p-Wasserstein distance between a measure p and empirical measures
(measures of the form % Zf\i 1 0z,). This problem also admits applications in e.g. image analysis, and
has been studied in e.g. [21, 43, 52] in the deterministic setting, where one seeks to find the optimal
{x;}}¥,, and in e.g. [37, 31, 22, 27, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7] in the stochastic setting (also referred to as random
matching), where the points {xl}f\il are generated independently from a probability distribution, usually
1 itself.

Recent directions in the study of quantization include the calculus of variations/I-convergence ap-
proach applied in [11, 14] for more general entropy as well as cardinality constraints, and the gradient
flow approach taken by [18, 19, 39] for quantization on R and R?, leading to the consideration of ultrafast
diffusion equations [40, 41].
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On Riemannian manifolds, the asymptotics of the quantization problem have been investigated by
Gruber [35, 36] and Kloeckner [42] for compactly supported measures, and generalized to the non-compact
case by Iacobelli [38]. See also the recent work by Le Brigant and Puechmorel [45, 46] introducing an
algorithm for finding optimal quantizers for fixed N on Riemannian manifolds. We will now focus on
existing results for the asymptotics of quantization on Euclidean space and Riemannian manifolds in

more detail, and afterwards state our new contributions.

1.3. Asymptotics of quantization on R? and Riemannian manifolds. In particular domains, such
as R?, Riemannian manifolds and also fractal domains, the quantization error Vi p(p) has been shown
to decay on the order of N™P/% as N — oo, where d represents the dimensionality of the domain.
Heuristically, this means that in order to decrease the error ey, (1) by a factor of k, one would need to
scale N by k?. This exponential dependence on the dimension is also present in related problems, such
as optimal matching (see e.g. survey given in [42, §1.2.4]). More generally, it is related to the so-called
curse of dimensionality phenomenon in approximation, where the number or complexity of parameters
required to achieve a given error threshold grows exponentially with the dimension of the data (cf. [48,
Thm. 1.1] in relation to quantization, and [44, §5.2.1] for a broader background).

For measures on R, Zador’s theorem provides the following precise expression for the asymptotics

of the quantization error:
d+p
d

lim NP9V (1) = Qp([0,1]%) ( /R d p(z)s dx) : (1.1)

N—o00
where p is the density of the absolutely continuous component of u with respect to the Lebesgue measure,
and Q,([0,1]%) € (0,00) is a constant referred to as the quantization coefficient of the d-dimensional unit
cube. The most general form of this theorem is due to Graf and Luschgy [30, Thm. 6.2], and is first
proven for measures of compact support, and then generalized to measures which admit finite moments

of higher order:
/ |2||PTu(x) < oo for some § > 0.
R4

This condition implies also the finiteness of the right-hand side in (1.1) [30, Rem. 6.3]. The extension
from the compact to the noncompact case is facilitated by Pierce’s lemma, which provides a universal

upper bound on the quantization error:

Lemma 1.1 (Pierce [56, Thm. 1], Graf and Luschgy [30, Lem. 6.6]). Letd € N, p € [1,00), § > 0. Then
there exist constants C > 0 and Ng € N depending on d, p and § such that, for any probability measure
woon RY,
NP1V () < c/du +2]PH) du(z), for all N > Ny,
R

Zador’s theorem extends to measures on Riemannian manifolds by a similar argument to R%. The
analogous statement to (1.1), with the Lebesgue measure replaced with the Riemannian volume form, has
first been proven by Kloeckner [42] for compactly supported measures, for which no integral condition
is necessary. This result was afterwards extended by Iacobelli [38] to measures satisfying a more refined
integrability condition depending also on the curvature of the manifold. The analogous statement to

Pierce’s lemma on manifolds is given as follows:
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Theorem 1.2 (Iacobelli [38, Thm. 3.1]). Let M be a complete connected d-dimensional Riemannian
manifold, xo € M, p € [1,00), 0 > 0. Then there exist constants C > 0, No € N depending on M, zq, p
and 0 such that, for any probability measure p on M,

NP/ () < C/M (1 + d(z, z)PT0 + .Aa;o(d(.%‘,l'o))p) du(z), for all N > Ny,

where Ay, measures the size of the differential of the exponential map at xo, restricted to the sphere
St C Ty M of radius v centered at 0:

Ago(r):=  sup Hdvexpxo[w]H
veSf-l*l7
weT,S¢1,
lwllo=r

expyy () °

The generalization of Zador’s theorem for non-compactly supported measures is then deduced from

the finiteness of the integral expression:

Theorem 1.3 (lacobelli [38, Thm. 1.4]). Let M be a complete connected d-dimensional Riemannian

manifold, p € [1,00). Let u be a probability measure on M such that

/M (d(x’ 20)P 0 + Ay, (d(x, $0))p) du(z) < oo

for some xg € M and 6 > 0. Then

d+p

i, N7V (0 = Q0,119 ([ )7 dvolus(o)) < e,

N—oo

where p is the density of the absolutely continuous component of p with respect to the Riemannian volume

form volyr on M.

The quantity A, (r) can be estimated in terms of sectional curvature bounds, yielding the following

corollary:

Corollary 1.4 (Iacobelli [38, Cor. 1.6]). Let M be a complete connected d-dimensional Riemannian
manifold, with sectional curvature bounded from below by —r? for some k > 0, p € [1,00). Let p be a

probability measure on M such that
/ (d(z, 20)PT° 4 e P@20)) dp(z) < 0o
M

for some xg € M and 6 > 0. Then
dtp
d

fim, N7V () = Qu((0,10%) | pta) 75 dvolus(a)

N—oo

In particular, Pierce’s lemma and Zador’s theorem hold for manifolds of nonnegative sectional cur-
vature in the same form as for Euclidean space. However, for manifolds of constant negative cur-
vature this exponential moment condition is sharp: [38, Thm. 1.7] constructs a (singular) measure
p on the hyperbolic plane H? for which all polynomial moments Jiz d(z, x0)? dp(x) are finite but
limpy_seo Np/dVNp(u) = 00.
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1.4. Definitions and main results. In this paper, we demonstrate that an exponential moment condi-
tion is not strictly necessary even for nonpositively curved manifolds when the sectional curvature is not
constant. We achieve this by replacing the local quantity A, with global covering numbers capturing

the large-scale growth of the manifold, which can be defined in a general metric space setting:

Definition 1.5. Let X be a metric space. Given a compact subset A C X and N € N, the Nth covering

radius of A is the minimal r > 0 such that A can be covered by N open balls of radius r:

N
ry(A) :=inf {r >0 Hzi )N, CX,AC U BT(xi)} .
i=1
Fiz d > 0, and let f: [0,00) — [0,00) be monotone nondecreasing. X is said to have O(f) covering
growth (of dimension d) around xo € X if

krpa 1 (0Br(z0)) < f(R), forallk e N,R > 0. (1.2)

Remark. For Riemannian manifolds, d will be the same as the dimension of the manifold. In general, the
hypothesis that supey krpi—1 (0BRr(x0)) < oo implies that spheres O0Br(xg) are at most d—1-dimensional
in the sense of box-counting dimension (see e.g. [30, Sect. 11.2]).

For our purposes, it suffices for (1.2) to be satisfied for k > ko and R > Ry for constants ko, Ry >
0, but not when k > ko(R) dependent on R. Up to a factor of 2, one can equivalently require that
NﬁrN(aBR(:co)) < f(R) for all N € N, since for each N € N there exists k € N such that k%1 < N <
(k 4 1)d—1 < 2d—1kd—1.

As detailed in Section 4.2, Riemannian manifolds of nonnegative Ricci curvature including Euclidean
spaces have O(R) covering growth, while e.g. hyperbolic spaces only have O(e®%) covering growth
for some a > 0. As a special case, Example 4.6 shows that the covering growth of two-dimensional
Riemannian manifolds coincides exactly with the growth of the perimeters of spheres, although this
correspondence does not extend to higher dimensions.

In general, as demonstrated in Example 4.5, any complete connected Riemannian manifold has
O(Ay,) covering growth around zg. As such, Theorem 1.2 admits the following generalization, valid in

the setting of geodesic spaces:

Theorem 1.6. Let X be a complete geodesic space. Fix a point xy € X, and suppose X has O(f)
covering growth of dimension d around xg.

Letp € [1,00), and let u a finite Borel measure on X with finite moments up to order p+ 4 for some
0 > 0. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of u, for which

kPVia gy (1) < C’/ (1 + d(z, z)P 0 + f(d(a:,a:o))p> du(z), for all k € N.
X
Consequently,

lim sup NP4V, (1) < C / (1 -+ d(z, 20" + f(d(w, 70))") du(z).
X

N—oo

As a direct consequence, on Riemannian manifolds we deduce the following extension of Zador’s

theorem:
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Theorem 1.7. Let M be a complete connected d-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Fix a point xqg € M,
and suppose M has uniform O(f) covering growth (of dimension d) around x.

Let p € [1,00), and let v be a finite Borel measure on M such that, for some § > 0,

/M (d(z, 20)"*® + f(d(x,z0))") du(z) < 0.

Then

d d 7= =
fim_ N7/ () = Q0,11 ( | pla)?5da)
N—o0 M
where p is the density of the absolutely continuous component of p with respect to the Riemannian volume

form on M, and Q,(]0,1]¢) € (0,00) is again the quantization coefficient of the d-dimensional unit cube.

This is a strictly more general condition than the one expressed in terms of A,,. To demonstrate
this, we consider two special cases: manifolds with Ricci curvature bounded from below, and manifolds
subject to a geometric action of a discrete group of isometries. In particular, we show in Section 4.2
that if the manifold has nonnegative Ricci curvature, then it has O(R) covering growth and thus Pierce’s
lemma holds as in Euclidean space. In the latter case, if the group of isometries is finitely generated
with polynomial growth, the covering growth of the manifold is also polynomial and hence a polynomial

moment condition is sufficient for Zador’s theorem to hold:

Proposition 1.8. Suppose M is subject to the geometric action of a group G of isometries, which is of
polynomial growth of order a.

Then fixing xog € M, there exists C' > 0 such that for R > 0 sufficiently large and N € N arbitrary,
the following bound holds for the covering growth of spheres in M :

Nry(0Br(z0))? 1t < CRHL,
Thus M has O(Rdajﬂ) covering growth around any point xg € M.

These results rely only on metric arguments and the Bishop-Gromov volume comparison theorem for
complete Riemannian manifolds, and could thus be extended to non-smooth metric measure spaces which
satisfy the same volume comparison property. Specifically, the curvature-dimension spaces introduced
independently by Sturm [58, 59] and by Lott and Villani [47] are shown to satisfy the same volume
comparison property as Riemannian manifolds (cf. [59, Thm. 2.3]). While Theorem 1.7 will not extend
directly to curvature-dimension spaces, owing to the dependence on the locally Euclidean structure of
manifolds, the general upper bound in Theorem 1.6 as well as the estimates given in Section 4 will carry
over thanks to the Bishop-Gromov theorem. Though we will only be focusing on Riemannian manifolds
in this paper, we nevertheless present Theorem 1.6 in the general setting of geodesic spaces for the sake

of future investigations of non-smooth settings.

1.5. Organization. Before proceeding with the proof of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7, in Section 2 we cover
preliminary definitions and propositions about the quantization error and covering numbers. We then
prove Theorem 1.6 in Section 3.1 and Theorem 1.7 in Section 3.2. We obtain estimates on the covering
growth of manifolds in Section 4, treating the case of lower bounded Ricci curvature in Section 4.2 and
geometric group actions in Section 4.3. Appendix A discusses the relation between covering growth and

the perimeters of spheres, and Appendix B contains auxiliary lemmas.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We first review a list of preliminary definitions and facts about the quantization error, as well as the
covering radii of sets. The material in this section is valid in the setting of general Polish metric spaces,

i.e., separable metric spaces that admit an equivalent complete metric.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a Polish metric space, p € [1,00).

We denote by ./\/lp( ) the set of finite positive Borel measures on X with finite pth moments:
pe ML(X) if [y d(z,x0)P du(x) < co for some (<= all) z9 € X.

Given u € M]j_( ), the quantization error of a set S C X of order p with respect to p is

Vi) = [ dGe. Y dufa).
The Nth quantization error of u of order p is the infimum over all subsets of cardinality at most N:
;= inf ;9.
Vi p(h) i V(i S)

The pth root of the quantization error is also denoted by enp(p). If A C X, we also denote Vp(“) (A;8) =

Vo1l a; S) and likewise for Vlsf}f;z and VJS,{L;,

The quantization error of a finite linear combination of measures can be decomposed linearly:
Lemma 2.2. Let pq, ..., i be finite Borel measures on a Polish metric space X, with finite pth moments

forp < 0.
Set b := Zle Nifti, My .-y A > 0. Then for any N, Ny,..., N, € N such that N > Zle N,

VNp Z Ai VNZ,p ,Uz

Proof. For each ¢ = 1,...,k, let S; be an arbitrary subset of X with cardinality at most ;. Then
S = Ule S; has cardinality at most N, and

Vivp(p /depdu Z)\/de dp(x <Z>\/dazS P dpi ().

Taking the infimum over all such S; yields the statement. g

For every p € ME(X), Vyp(u) — 0 as N — oo (see e.g. [30, Lem. 6.1]). When p is compactly
supported, this follows by taking an e-cover of supp p for € > 0 arbitrarily small. The general case follows

from Ulam’s lemma, valid for Polish spaces, which we cite for later use:

Lemma 2.3 (Ulam’s lemma). Let X be a Polish space, v a finite Borel measure on X. Then for any
e >0, there exists K C X compact such that v(X \ K) < €.

In particular, for u € Mﬂ (X), for any ¢ > 0 there exists K C X compact such that
fX\K d(z,zo)? du(x) < e. For a proof of Ulam’s lemma, refer to Dudley [25, 7.1.4].
The rate of convergence of the quantization error to zero can be further quantified by the following

definition:
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Definition 2.4. Let X be a Polish metric space, p € [1,00), d >0, p € M%(X).

The upper resp. lower quantization coefficient of u of order p and dimension d is

@p’d(,u) := limsup Np/dVva(u); Q

u Q, (1) = liminf NP/ Vi, ().
— 00

When the upper and lower limits coincide, the limit is denoted simply by Qp 4(p) and called the quanti-

zation coefficient of p.

We will only need the following subadditivity property of upper quantization coefficients, which is

also used implicitly in proofs of the Zador theorem (cf. [30, Lem. 6.5, 6.8]):
Lemma 2.5. Let py, pz € MY (X), p < oo. Set pu:= p1 + po. Let d >0, and fix t1,t2 € (0,1) such that
t1 +to=1. Then

Qpa(w) < 67 Qy ) + 157G a(p12):

Proof. For each N > max{t;',t;'}, set Ny = Ny(N) := [t;N] > 1 and Ny = Np(N) := [t2N] > 1.
Then by Lemma 2.2,

p/d p/d p/d N1 —/d p/d N2 P/ p/d
NPIEVN p(p) < NPV p(p1) + NPV, 5 (p2) = ~ Ny p(pa) + ~ Ny "V, p(p2)-

Taking the limit supremum of both sides, noting that the limit supremum is subadditive and that

Lmpy_veo % = t;, yields the inequality. O
In particular, picking the proportions ¢; optimally, we have the following inequality:

Lemma 2.6. Let py, pe be finite Borel measures on a complete metric space X, with finite pth moments
forp < oo. Set p:= p1 4+ po. Let s >0, and set r := Iﬁ; i.€., % = % + é. Then
@p,d(:u')r < @p,d(:u'l)r + @p,d(MQ)T'

Proof. If either summand is zero, say @p,d(ug) = 0, then by Lemma 2.5, for arbitrary ¢; € (0,1) we have
that

J— —p/d—
Qpa() < 177Gy i)
Letting t; — 1~ yields @p,d(ﬂ) < @p,d(ul) and the desired inequality holds.

We can then assume both summands are nonzero. Set
ti=Z"'Qpa(1)"s Z=Qpa(m)" + Qpalu2)".
Then t1,to € (0,1) with ¢ 4+ t2 = 1, so by Lemma 2.5,
@p,d(u) < Zp/d@p,d(iul)l_Tp/d + Zp/d@p,d(MQ)l_rp/d

< 2P [Qya(pm)" + Qpalp2)']
— Z1+p/d — Zl/r

since 1 — 2 =1— Lp — -4 — . This shows that

d+ d+p
@p,d(#)r < Z = @p,d(lal)r =+ @p,d(iu2)r‘ U

This bound is an application of the equality case of the generalized Holder inequality. Analogous

statements can be formulated for the quantization problem of order oo, but we omit its treatment here.
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2.1. Covering numbers and radii. In preparation for the upper bound on the quantization error, we

also review the covering numbers and radii of sets in general metric spaces.

Definition 2.7. Let A be a nonempty (pre)compact subset of a complete metric space X .

e The covering number of A of radius r is the smallest number of open r-balls that cover A:

N
N(A;r) := min {N eEN|Hz Y, CX,AC U Br(xi)} .
i=1
e The packing number of A of radius r is the greatest number of disjoint open r-balls with centers
mn A:

P(A;r) = max {N € N| H{a;}}X, C A, By(:) N By(;) = @ Vi # j} .

e The Nth covering radius of A is the minimal radius of a cover of A by N open balls:

N
ry(A) :=inf {7“ >0 Hae Y, C X, AC U Br(xi)}
1=1

=inf{r > 0| N(4;r) < N}.

The covering radius can also be thought of as the Nth quantization error of A of order p = oo; see
Graf and Luschgy [30, Sect. 10].

Remark 2.8. For A compact, we have the inequalities ry(a,y(A) < 7 and N(A;ry(A)) > N forallr >0
and N € N. The former inequality follows by definition. For the latter, note that there exists no ry(A)-
cover of A with N elements: given any r-cover S := {x;}}*.| of A with N elements, the compactness of A
implies that sup,c 4 d(z, S) = maxgea d(z,S) < r since A is contained in the open r-neighborhood of S.

If T: X =Y is a L-Lipschitz map between metric spaces with A C X, then N(T(A);Lr) < N(A;r)
and rn(T(A)) < Lrn(A), since for any r-cover {x;}}X, of A, {T(x;))}, is an Lr-cover of T(A)
with at most N elements. Moreover, equality holds if T: X — Y is a similarity transformation; i.e.,
dy(T(z),T(z)) = Ldx (z, ).

The following basic inequalities show that packing and covering numbers grow at the same rate:

Lemma 2.9. Let A be a nonempty precompact subset of a complete metric space X. Then for any r > 0,
N(A;2r) < P(A;r) < N(A4;r).

Proof. Note firstly that by the total boundedness of A, N(A;r) < oo for any r > 0.

We first prove the second inequality. Let n := N(A;r) and let {x;} ; C X be an r-cover of A.
Let {y;}/L; C A be an arbitrary finite subset of A with m > n. Since {z;}}"; is an r-cover, for each
Jj€{l,...,m} there exists i € {1,...,n} such that y; € B,(x;).

Then by the assumption that m > n, the pigeonhole principle implies the existence of j # j’ such
that y;,y; € By(z;). But in that case, z; € B, (y;) N Br(y;r), so {y;}]L; cannot be an r-packing on A.
Thus P(A;r) <n, in particular P(A;r) < co. This shows the second inequality.

Now setting m := P(A;r) < n < oo, by the well-ordering principle there exists an r-packing
{y;}71, € A. Let z € A\{y;}}j,. Then by maximality, the set {y;}7., U{z} cannot also be an r-packing,
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so there exists j € {1,...,m} such that B,(y;) N B,(z) # @. In that case, we have d(z,y;) < 2r by the tri-
angle inequality. This shows that {y] ", is a 2r-cover of A, yielding the bound P(A;r) = m > N(A;2r).
This shows the first inequality. O

We will rely on the former inequality in order to bound covering numbers from above. For reference,
see e.g. Mattila [50, §5.3]; note however the additional factor of 2 arising from the different convention

to define coverings and packings in terms of closed instead of open balls.

IR
W A
loie

FIGURE 1. A maximal r-packing on a region A with cardinality 16 yielding a 2r-cover of A.

We also cite the following volumetric upper bound on covering/packing numbers:

Lemma 2.10. Let X be a metric space, v a Borel measure on X.

Let A be a nonempty compact subset of X, and suppose there exist ¥,d,r > 0 such that
v(By(z)) > 9re,  for all x € A.

Then
N(4;2r) < P(A;r) <97 w(AT)r™,
where A" = {x € X | d(x, A) < r} is the open r-neighborhood of A.

Proof. Since A is compact, P(A;r) < N(A;r) < oo. Take a maximal r-packing {z;}, on A, with
N = P(A;7) > N(A;2r). Then the disjoint balls (B,(z;))}¥, are contained in A", hence

v(A") ZZ >N197"

Reordering yields the desired inequality. ([l

In Section 4.1, we will apply this basic volumetric bound in order to control the covering numbers of

spheres in Riemannian manifolds.

3. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

We now prove the Pierce-type upper bound on the quantization error of measures on complete
Riemannian manifolds, and directly deduce the generalization of Zador’s theorem for non-compactly

supported measures.
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3.1. Proof of the upper bound.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. We obtain the upper bound by reduction to Pierce’s lemma on R. Take the
distance function dg, = d(-,z9): X — [0,00) and the pushforward measure p = (dg,)xpn. We first
quantize py with k radii 0 < R < ... < Ry, < oo, and then cover each sphere 0Bpg, (xo) with k=1 points
in order to quantize p with N := k? + 1 points.

@R ‘R2JR3 7 5

FIGURE 2. Quantization of a non-uniform distribution on R? with N = 26, obtained by

covering 5 concentric circles with 5 points each.

Notation. We will denote the ball Br(xo) simply by B(R), the sphere O0Br(zo) by S(R), and the annulus
Br,(z0) \ Br,(x0) by A[R1, R2) (in particular, A[0, R) = B(R) and A[R,o0) = B(R)).

Let £ > 1. Choose 0 = Ry < Ry < ... < Ry < Rp4+1 = oo arbitrary, so that X can be partitioned as

k
X = |_| Xii Xi=A[R;,Riy1) ={z € X | R; < d(v,20) < Ri1} = dy} ([Ri, Rit1))-
i=0
We can quantize p with N := k¢ + 1 points by sending X to a single point (which we will take to be
7o), and quantizing each X; by k¢~! points (which will be a cover of S(R;)). By Lemma 2.2, we have

k

Via () < VI (X0) + 3 v, (X0).
=1

We first cite the following simple lemma:
Lemma 3.1. Let z € X \ {zo} and 0 < R < d(z,x¢). Then d(x,S(R)) = d(z,x9) — R.
Proof. For any y € S(R), we have

d(z,z0) < d(z,y) + d(y, z0) = d(z,y) + R,
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thus also d(z, S(R)) > d(x,x9) — R. Conversely, taking a constant-speed length-minimizing geodesic from

xo to x, the geodesic intersects S(R) at a unique point z, which satisfies
d(:ﬂ, 1:0) = d(fL’, Z) + d(zva) = d(SE, Z) + R’
hence d(z, S(R)) = d(z, z) = d(z,z9) — R. O

This is the only place where we use the assumption of X being a geodesic space. With this expression,

we can bound the quantization cost of each annulus:

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < Ry < Ry < 0o. Then for each m € N,

Ry
V.U (A[Ry, R)) < / (R = R) + rm(S(R))) dpur (R),

Ry
. Ry
where by convention le = f[R1 Ra)’

Proof. Let § > rp,(S(R1)), and let S be a d-cover for S(R) with at most m elements. Then for each
T € A[Rl, Rg),

dz,A) < inf [d(z,y)+d(y,S)] < inf [d(z,y)+]=d(z,S(R1))+0.
(@A) < nt [dey) +d@.S)] < ot [de.y) +0) = d(r, S(R))

Since d(z, S(R1)) = d(x,x9) — R1 by Lemma 3.1, we have

VA (A[R, R)) < / d(z, S) dpu(z)
’ AlR1,Rs)

< / [(dao (&) — R1) + ) du(x)
A[R1,R2)

Ry
- /R (R~ Ry) + 61 dua (R).

Taking the infimum of the right-hand side over all § > r,,(S(R1)) yields the statement. O

OBRr(x0)

FIGURE 3. Mass lying outside a sphere of radius R, first projected to the sphere, and

then to the nearest element of a cover of the sphere.
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Note that for Ry = 0, S(R;) is the singleton {z(} and its covering radii are identically 0. Applying
Lemma 3.2 to each annulus X;, we then have

() f
Vi (Xo) < RP duy (R);
0

R
v, (x;) < /R TR = R+ o (SR dpn (R), 1<i<N.

Therefore, by the identity (a + b)P < 2P~1(a? 4 bP) for a,b > 0,
1+1 1+1
kade’p(u) < op-t kpZ/ (R—R)Pdu1(R) + Z/ EPria—1(S(R;))?P dui(R)

i+1
< or—1 k;pZ/ (R— R;)?dui (R / F(R)P dpi(R)

where, since f is nondecreasing, N7 ya-1(S(R;)) < f(R;) < f(R) for R € [R;, Rit1).
Finally, by Lemma B.2, the radii (R;)¥_; can be chosen such that

i+1
kpZ/ (R — R;)* dui(R) <C/ (1+ RP*O)dui(R)

for a constant C' = C(p, d) independent of 1 and k. This proves the non-asymptotic upper bound.
The upper bound on the limit supremum follows from the observation that, for any N > 2, taking
k=k(N):= |[(N —1)"/4] > 1 such that N > k% + 1, we have

1d Jd N \P/d
NPVN (1) < NPPV3a 4 () = <@> kP Va1 (1),
so taking the limit supremum and noting that limy_ o # =1,

lim sup Np/dVN,p( ) < limsup & Viayq (1)

N—o0 k—o00

< Climsup/X (1 + d(z, 20)PT0 + f(d(:c,xo))p) du(z).

k—o00

This yields the last statement in Theorem 1.6. g
3.2. Proof of the asymptotic formula.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. The statement has already been proven by Kloeckner [42] and Tacobelli [38, Thm.
1.4] for measures of compact support. Hence for any K C M compact,

d+p
d

N—o0

_d
QU = tim NPV = Qul(0.11%) ( [ o) o)
For each € > 0, by Ulam’s lemma there exists K C M compact such that
[ [+ dom) ™+ fde )] duta) <
M\K
Consequently, by Theorem 1.6,
@;7 (M\ K)P = hmsupr/dV H(M\K) <Ce.

N—o0
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Lemma 2.6 then implies that, for r = %,

Qpa(n)” < QU(K)" + (Cey™”.
Taking the supremum of the right-hand side over all KX C M compact,

Q) < sup  QUYK) + (Ce)v.

KCM compact

Since this inequality holds for arbitrary € > 0, we have

Qpalw) < s QUK.

KCM compact

However, by the monotonicity of the quantization error, the right-hand side is also a lower bound on

Qp 4(1). This concludes that @y, q(11) exists, and is given by

Quali) = Jim N"Wiy(p) = _swp  Qa(K)
—00 KCM compact

d+p

a0 _sw ([ pac) ¢

KCM compact
d+p
d

Q0.1 ([ s ) © 0

4. ESTIMATES ON COVERING GROWTH

We now present a few special cases in which the covering growth of manifolds can be estimated. We
first formulate a general volumetric upper bound on covering numbers using Lemma 2.10, and then apply

this bound on the specific settings of lower bounded Ricci curvature and geometric group actions.

4.1. General volumetric estimates. In order to bound the expression N(A;r)r™ over all r > 0

sufficiently small, we introduce the following definitions:

Definition 4.1. Let X be a metric space, v a Borel measure on X.
For A C X compact and m,rg > 0, define
Cn(A;ro) :== sup N(A;r)r™;  Om(A;rg) := inf 7 "v(B.(z)).

O<r<ro OéCS%AT’()

The quantity ¥4(A;rg) can be thought of as the lower density of A with respect to the measure
v, while Cyq(A;70) is a coarse quantification of the size of the set A. Indeed, as 7 — 01, the quantity
N(A;r)r™ becomes comparable to the m-dimensional Minkowski content of A; for more detail, refer to

Appendix A. We will use Cy,,(4;79) to control the covering growth of spheres with A = dBgr(x¢).

Example 4.2. The d-dimensional Lebesque measure £* on R? satisfies (B, (7)) = wygr? for allx € R?
and r > 0, where wy := Z*(B1(0)) is the volume of the unit d-dimensional ball.
Consequently, for the choice v = 2 on R?, 94(A;70) = wq independently of A and rg.

With these definitions, we can formulate the following general upper bound on covering numbers:
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Proposition 4.3. Let X be a metric space, v a Borel measure on X, A C X compact. For each
d>m >0 and rg > 0, we have
v(A")

sup N7y (A)™ < Cp(A; 2r0) < 2™09g(A;r9) "t sup ot
NeN 0<r<rg T -m
rn(A)<2rg

If 94(A;m) = 0, the right-hand side is set to co and the bound is trivial.

(4.1)

Proof. For the former inequality, observe that for each N € N with ry(A4) < 2rg, N < N(A;rn(A))
hence
sip Nrx(A)" < sup N(Arn(A)rn(A)™ < sup  N(A;r)r™ =: Co(A; 210).
NeN NeN 0<r<2rg
rn(A)<2rq rn(A)<2rg

For the latter inequality, assume wlog ¥J4(A;rg) > 0. Let 0 < r < 2rg. For ¥ = J4(A; rg), the inequality
V(B,2(x)) > 9(%)? holds for all # € A, hence by Lemma 2.10,
r r\—d v(AT/?)
N(4r) < P (45) <o7lw(a?) (1) " =2mrmmyt DO
(A1) < 5) = v( ) B r (r/2)d—m
Multiplying by 7™ and taking the supremum over all r € (0, 2r¢] yields the latter inequality. O

We now restrict to geodesic spheres in order to bound the covering growth of manifolds or geodesic
spaces. Let (M,g) be a complete d-dimensional Riemannian manifold and fix 29 € M. We apply
Proposition 4.3 to A = O0BRr(zp) with m =d — 1 and v = voly,.

For A = 0BRr(x0), observe that A" C A[R —r, R+ 1) = Bryr(x0) \ Br—r(20), thus

volar(A") < volpr(Brir (o)) — volar(Br—r(x0)).
For simplicity of notation, we define the following quantity:

volpr(Br4r(z0)) — volp (Br—r(x0))
2r ’
This quantity is akin to an approximate Minkowski content for the sphere 0Br(z¢), and will converge to

0<r<R<oo.

Py (R;7) =

HI1(OBR(z0)) as r — 07 for almost every value of R.

FIGURE 4. An r-packing on the sphere dBg(z), contained in the annulus Br,(xo) \ Br—r(20)-
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Therefore, by Proposition 4.3, for each rg > 0, we have

sup Nry(0Br(20))? ™ < Cy_1(0BR(x0);2r0) < 94(Br(z0);70) ™" sup Pu(R;r).  (4.2)
NeN 0<r<rg
rN(0BRr(x0))<2r¢

In particular, for ro = R/2, rn(0Bgr(x0)) < R = 2r( thus

sup NTN(aBR(xo))d_l < Cy-1(0Bgr(x0); R) < ﬁd(BR(xo); R/Q)_1 sup Py (R;T).
NeN 0<r<R/2

Up to taking (d — 1)th roots, the right-hand side thus provides a general upper bound for the covering
growth of M. We will estimate the two quantities on the right-hand side separately in the various special

cases we will be considering in this section.

Example 4.4 (Spheres in R?). Take Sj,l%_l = 0Br(0) C RY. Forv = L andm =d— 1, Proposition 4.3
yields

LU
Ca (S50 2m) < 2919,(8% L rg) ! sup oo ),
0<7’§T’0 r

We have ﬂd(Sdel; r0) = wq by Example 4.2, and since (Sdel)’" = Bry+(0) \ Br_(0),

LU(sEYr R+7r)d —wy(R—r)?
wp LU | walR ) (R 1)
0<r<rg T 0<r<rg r
1 R+r
= 2wy sup — dt=1 de

0<r<ro 27 JR—r
< ded(R + ’f'o)dil,

where in the last inequality we apply the convexity of t — t®. Therefore
Cd_l(SdR_l; 27“0) < Qdd(R + To)d_l.
In particular, for all ro < R/2, the right-hand side is uniformly bounded by a constant multiple of R*1.

Remark. Let T: X — Y be an L-Lipschitz map between metric spaces, A C X compact. Then since
N(T(A); Lr) < N(A;r) forT: X —Y an L-Lipschitz map, given ro > 0 we have
Cn(T(A); Lrg) = sup N(T(A);Lr)(Lr)™ < L™ sup N(A;r)r™ = L"Cy(A;ro).
0<r<ro 0<r<ro
Example 4.5 (A,, bounds covering numbers). Let (M,g) be a complete d-dimensional Riemannian

manifold, o € M, and let Ay, be defined as in Theorem 1.2. Then exp,,, restricted to a map from
S4t = 9BR(0) C T,M to Br(xo) C M, is L-Lipschitz with

Aq, (R)
L= sup |dyexp, ||= sup Hdvexpxo[u}]Hexp () = m(}i )
veSE! vest o
weT,SE 1,
lwllo=1

Consequently,

_1 2rm
Cd_l(aBR(fbo);27’o) S Ld_lCd_l (S% 1; L0> .
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Since T,M, equipped with the norm induced by g,, is isometric to RY, we obtain

d—1
Ca—1(0Bp(wo); 2ro) < 2L ( R %)
A, (R))d_l _ 2r0 d—1
— 9244 <0 Rd 1 <1 )
R T A (R)

= 214 A,, (R)* <1+ 210 )d_l.
0 Azy (R)

In particular, since L > 1 (as long as 0Br(xo) contains antipodal points) we have Ay, (R) > R thus
Ca—1(0BR(x0);2rg) < 2277 Yd A, (R)4™1  for all 7y < R/2.

Thus A, always yields a viable upper bound on the covering growth of Riemannian manifolds. The

following special case illustrates the difference between the two notions of growth:

Example 4.6 (Geodesic spheres for d = 2). Let M be a 2-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold,
1o € M. For a.e. R >0, the sphere OBg(xg) is a 1-dimensional compact C' submanifold of M (e.g. by
the implicit function theorem), and is thus the finite disjoint union of closed rectifiable curves. In this
case, we can control the covering radii of 0Br(xo) in terms of its total length.

For simplicity, assume OBRr(xo) is a closed rectifiable curve of length L, and take an arc length
parametrization s: [0, L] — 0BRr(xo), which is a 1-Lipschitz map. Note also that r(]0, L]) < i (in fact,
equality holds), covering [0, L] by the k points

21 —1

zi = Lelo, L], i=1,... k.

Compare [30, Ex. 5.5]. Then for any k € N, we have
L
kri(0BRr(zo)) = kre(s([0, L])) < kri([0, L]) = 3

The same upper bound will carry over when OBgr(xg) is a finite union of rectifiable curves. Denoting the
total length (equiv. 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure) of OBr(xo) by Lg,(R), this implies that M has
O(Ly,) covering growth.

In light of this observation, one can construct examples of 2-manifolds where L;, grows at a much
slower rate than Ay, e.g. when the derivative of the exponential map is large on a negligible sliver of
each sphere. Indeed, we should expect L;, to behave as the L' norm of dexp,,, over Sg C Ty, M instead
of the L* norm. See Figure 4.1 for an illustration of a surface where L, grows linearly but A, at least
exponentially with respect to the radius.

This correspondence between covering growth and the perimeters of spheres does not necessarily hold
in higher dimensions, but it is always true that perimeters yield a lower bound on the covering growth of

manifolds; we illustrate this in Appendix A.
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OBR(z0)

FIGURE 5. A parabolic 2-dimensional surface on R? with a fold along one direction.
The surface is negatively curved along the fold, and the curvature can be made arbitrarily
negative by sharpening the fold, causing d exp,, to blow up along the same direction in the
tangent space at ¢ and making A, grow exponentially with R. However, the perimeters
of spheres remain at most linearly proportional to the radius due to the overall parabolic

growth of the surface.

4.2. Lower bounded Ricci curvature. When the Ricci curvature of the manifold is bounded from
below, both expressions in the right-hand side of (4.2) can be controlled in terms of the volumes of
balls. This allows us to show, in particular, that complete Riemannian manifolds with nonnegative Ricci
curvature have O(R) covering growth.

We first recall the Bishop-Gromouv theorem, which controls the volumes of balls under a lower bound

on the Ricci curvature.

Notation. We denote by M? the d-dimensional complete, simply connected model Riemannian manifold
with constant sectional curvature k € R:
VEST, k> 0;
Mi=q R k=0
V—rH? kK <O.
The diameter of M? is
; k>0
Dy = diam(Md) = { ™V F
00, Kk < 0.

The volume of a ball of radius R < D, in M¢ is given by
R
vold(R) := dwd/ sind=1(r) dr,
0

where wy is the volume of the unit ball in R, and

\/LE sin(v/kr), k>0
sing(r) = T, k= 0;
1

ﬁsinh( —kr), k<D0.
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The function sin, is exactly the solution to the Jacobi equation y”(r) + rky(r) = 0 with y(0) = 0 for

constant sectional curvature K.

Theorem 4.7 (Bishop-Gromov theorem [33, §2.1]). Let M be a complete d-dimensional Riemannian
manifold with Ricci curvature bounded from below: Ric > (d — 1)kg for some k € R.
Then for any fized x € M, the function
volps(By(x))
Volz(r)
is monincreasing, and tends to 1 as r — 0. In other words, for 0 <r < R < D,
volps (B, (x)) S vold (r) _ o sing(t) dt
volyr (Br(z)) ~ vold(R) fOR sin, () dt
The Bishop-Gromov theorem thus provides simultaneous lower bounds on the volumes of small balls
and upper bounds on those of large balls. This will allow us to estimate both quantities ¥4(Br(xq);70)
and Py(R;7) in (4.2).

Lemma 4.8 (Bound on 94). Suppose Ric > (d — 1)kg on M, for some x < 0.
Fizxg € M and R > ry > 0. Then for any r1 > 0,

- volys (Bro+r, (%0))
Vq¢(Br(xo);70) > w Lk )
d(Br(zo);r0) > STy ar——

Proof. Let x € Bgr(xg), 0 < r < ro. Then by Bishop-Gromoyv,

voly (Br(z)) > Vol (BRro+r. (%)) _ vola (Brotr, (20))
Volﬁ(r) - VOli(R +ro+mr) VOli(R +7ro+71) ’

where Byyir, (£0) € BRoroir () since d(z,z0) = R. Thus from the fact that vol?(r) > wgr? for k < 0
(again by Bishop-Gromov), we obtain that

VOlM(BT0+7’1 (370)) d( ) > wy VOIM(BT0+T1 (wo)) ?”d. ]
ol (R + 1o + 1)

volas (Br(z)) >

voli(R +ro+711)

FIGURE 6. Volume comparison argument for bound on 4.
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Lemma 4.9 (Bound on Pps). Suppose Ric > (d — 1)kg, k < 0.
Fiz xg € M. Then for all 0 <r < R < o0,

PXR;r)
Py (R;r) < —2—"2 voly (Bryr(x0)),
() < o (e )
where
1d o ld o 1 R+r
PR, r) = Yl T) o B _ dwa- | sl (1) dt < dugsind ™ (R+ ).
T " JrR—r

Proof. By Bishop-Gromov, we have

1 | voly (Brir(20)) 4 voly (Br—r(20)) .4
Py(R;r) = — vol  (R+1) — Vi(R—r
w (i) 2r [ vold (R + 1) ( ) vold(R — ) ( )
1 Iy (BRrar Iy (Brar
< — Yo M(d R+ (xo))voli(R +7r)— Yo M(d Lan (xo))voli(R )
2r | voli(R+r) volt(R+r)
— Yol Brir(20)) pa . ) O
vold(R4-r) "7
We bound the ratio 55(%%12) in Lemma B.3, from which we can deduce the following:

Lemma 4.10. There exist constants C1,Co > 0 such that, for each K <0 and R > 2rg > 0,

PY(R;7) < Cy + Cov/—k(R + 10)
0<r<ro VOIL (R4 1) ~ R

In particular, as R — oo, the right-hand side will approach a finite positive value for k < 0 and will
converge to 0 for Kk = 0. We note also that for x = 0, the constant C can be taken to equal d.

Putting the above bounds together, we obtain

Proposition 4.11. Let M be a d-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with Ric > (d — 1)kg,
x <0.
Let v € M, R > 2ry > 0. Then for any N € N such that rn(0Bgr(x0)) < 2ro,

Ch + Cyy/ —/i(R + 7’0)
R

N7y (OBr(w0))* " < Cq—1(0Br(x0); 2r9) < C vol? (2R + ),

where C, Cy,Coy > 0 are constants independent of xg, R and rg.
In particular, taking ro = R/2, we have that

C1 + %\/TRR
R
Proof. Let N € N such that ry(0Bgr(z¢)) < 2r9. Applying Proposition 4.3 with ¥ = ¥4(0Br(z¢);10),

we have

NTN(OBR(l’o))d_I < C

vol? (%) , forall N e N.

NTN(aBR(CEO))dil < Cdfl(aBR(mo);2T0) < 2dy—1 sup PM(R, T).

0<r<ro
By Lemmas 4.9 and 4.10, we have

PY(R;
sup Py (R;r) < sup #
0<r<ro 0<r<ro VolZ (R + 1)

C1+ Cov/—k(R+r
vl (B (z0)) < volar (B () -0,
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Applying Lemma 4.8 with the choice 11 = R also yields

91 < o1 volg (2R + 7o)
- d .
vola (Br+ro(20))

We therefore have

Nry(0Bg(20))™" < Ca_y(0Br(w0): 2r0) < 2%w; 'vold (2R + ro)Cl + C“;(R +7r0) O

In particular, we deduce that every complete connected Riemannian manifold with nonnegative Ricci

curvature has O(R) covering growth:

Corollary 4.12. Let M be a d-dimensional complete connected Riemannian manifold with nonnegative
Ricci curvature. Then M has uniform O(R) covering growth.
More specifically, for each xg € M, N € N and R > 0, the following bound holds:

NT1rn(8Bg(wo)) < (5%d) 1R,

Proof. Let xy € M, R > 0. Then applying Proposition 4.11 with x = 0 and rg := R/2 > r1(0Bg(x¢))/2,
for each NV € N, we have
d
Nry(0Bpr(xo))? ! < 29w tvold(Bsg/s)  sup
@ TTONTOR/ o<r<g/2 4T

d
= 2% (wa(5R/2)7) == 54dRI1, O

The constant on the right-hand side can be made more precise when 94 admits a universal lower
bound, in which case Lemma 4.8 need not be applied. This can be thought of as an assumption of at

least Fuclidean volume growth for balls on M.

Proposition 4.13. Let M be a d-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with Ric > (d — 1)kg,
k < 0. Assume moreover that there exists ¥ > 0 such that voly (B, (x)) > 9r? for all v > 0.
Let xo € M, R > 2rg > 0. Then for any N € N such that rn(0Br(z0)) < 2ro,

1C1 + Co/—K(R +10)

NrN(é?BR(a:O))d_l S Cd,l(é?BR(xo); 27“0) S 2d19_ R

volas (BRr, (20)),
where C1,Cy > 0 are as in Lemma B.3.
Corollary 4.14. Let M be a d-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with nonnegative Ricci cur-

vature. Assume moreover that there exists ¥ > 0 such that voly (B,(z)) > 9r? for all r > 0.
Then for each o € M, N € N and R > 0, the following bound holds:

3dd a-1
NﬁrN(ﬁBR(xo)) < < ﬂwd) R.
Proof. Set ro := R/2. Then for each N € N we have ry(0Br(z9)) < R = 2rg, thus
_ . d
NT’N(aBR(CC()))d 1 S Cdfl(aBR(.CC());2T’0) S 2d19 1§V01M(BR+T‘0(‘TO))'

By the assumption of nonnegative Ricci curvature, volys(Brir,(70)) = voly (Bsg/a(w0)) < wa(3R/2)%,
thus
Nrn(0BRr(z0))? ™ < 399 dwy R O
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The constants on the right-hand side may be reduced further if NV is taken to be larger, hence 7 is
taken to be close to 0, but the bounds given above are restricted by the fact that they hold for all N € N.

For example, on M =R, 0Bg(0) = Sjl{l intersects the axes at 2¢ points, which are separated by at
least a distance of v/2R. This implies that

N(9Br(0); V2R) > P(9Bg(0); V2R) > 2,
thus for N = 27 — 1, rx(0Bg(0)) > v2R and
Nry(0Bg(0)?1 > (24 — 1)2° R,

4.3. Geometric group actions. In order to further demonstrate the applicability of the covering growth
upper bound, we consider Riemannian manifolds subject to the geometric action of a discrete group of
isometries. In particular, when the group of isometries is of polynomial growth, as in the case of R?
equipped with a periodic metric, we show that a polynomial moment condition is sufficient even though
the lower bound on the Ricci curvature might be arbitrarily negative. For reference on geometric group

theory, we refer to Bridson and Haefliger [16].

Definition 4.15. A group action I' x X — X of a group I' on a locally compact metric space X is said
to be a geometric group action if

e cach v €T acts on X by an isometry;

e (proper discontinuity) for each K C X compact, the set {y €' |v- KN K # @} is finite;

e (cocompactness) there exists K C X compact such thatT'- K := J,cp7v- K = X.

FIGURE 7. A sphere covered by translates of a compact set K along a geometric group action.

Let M be a complete, connected d-dimensional Riemannian manifold, on which a discrete group I'
acts geometrically. We seek to control the covering numbers of spheres in terms of the growth of I'. In

particular, we will prove the following statement:
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Proposition 4.16. Suppose I' acts geometrically on a complete d-dimensional Riemannian manifold M.
Assume further that ' is of polynomial growth: for any choice of generating set A C T', there exist
constants C,;a > 0 such that the growth function S4(k) < Ck® for k € N large.

Then fizing xog € M, for R > 0 sufficiently large and N € N arbitrary, the following bound holds for
the covering growth of spheres in M :

Nry(dBr(0))*" < Cq1(0BR(x0)) < CROFIT.
Thus M has O(Rd%lﬂ) covering growth around any point xog € M.

This bound more properly illustrates the coarse or large-scale nature of covering growth, as opposed
to the growth of the exponential map. As with the material in the previous section, this estimate can
also be extended directly to non-smooth metric measure spaces. Similar estimates can also be obtained
for other bounds on the growth of the group, such as sub-exponential growth, using the same arguments

given below.

Example 4.17 (Periodic metrics on R?). Let M = (R?, g), where g is a 1-periodic metric tensor on R,
That is, for any a € Z%, gera = go (more rigorously, the metric tensor g is preserved under pullback
along each translation x — x + a).

Then the abelian group 7 acts geometrically on M by translations x — x + a, with K = [0,1]¢
compact in M such that Z% - K = M, and is of polynomial growth of order d. Thus any such manifold
with a periodic metric tensor, however negatively curved they may be at points, will still have at most
O(R%H) covering growth.

A simple example of a manifold of this type is a sinusoidal surface as illustrated in Figure 4.3, given
by the graph of a function of the form f(x,y) = Asin(w,a + @) sin(wyy + ¢y). Observe the saddle points
occurring periodically on the surface. The larger the amplitude A of the sinusoid, the more negatively
curved the surface will be at the saddle points. Nevertheless, Proposition 4.16 guarantees polynomial

covering growth independently of the curvature lower bound.

FIGURE 8. Sinusoidal surface in R3, with one saddle point highlighted in black.

We now proceed with the proof of Proposition 4.16. We first recall some basic background on the

growth of groups:
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Definition 4.18. Let I' be a finitely generated group. Given a finite generating set A C T', the word

length of v € T is the length of the shortest representation of v as a product of elements of AU A™1:
V|4 :=min{k € N|Jag =e,a1,...,ar € AUA™ v =gy ... g}

where we set |e| 4 := 0 for the identity element e € T'. The word metric induced by A is given by

da(v,m) =7 'nla, ~v.meT.

The growth function of I' induced by A measures the cardinality of closed balls centered at e with respect
to the word metric:

Bak) =#{y €T [Wla <k} =#[(AUAT U{eD)].
If there exist constants C, a, kg > 0 such that B4(k) < Ck® for all k > ko, we say that I is of polynomial

growth of order a.

The word metric indeed defines a metric on I', and any two word metrics are bi-Lipschitz equivalent:

given finite generating sets A, A" C T, setting A := max,ec4 |@| 4/, we have

da(v,m) < Ada(y,n), forally,neT.
In particular, |y|4 < Aly|a for all v € T, hence Sa(k) < Ba(Mk) for all k& € N. The property of

polynomial growth is thus independent of the choice of generating set A.

Example 4.19. The word metric on Z¢ with respect to the canonical generators {ei}le 15 exactly the

metric induced by the £* norm.
We also recall the definition of quasi-isometries between metric spaces:

Definition 4.20. Let X, Y be metric spaces. A (not necessarily continuous) map ¢: X —'Y is called a
(), €)-quasi-isometric embedding for A > 1 and € > 0 if the following inequalities hold for all x,x’ € X :

M ldx(z,2)) — e < dy(o(x), p(2)) < Mdx(z,2') + .

If moreover sup,cy d(y, 9(X)) < oo, ¢ is called a (), e)-quasi-isometry and X and Y are said to be

quasi-isometric.

Quasi-isometries can be said to capture the coarse or large-scale geometry of metric spaces, as opposed
to the local structure. The following fundamental result provides a correspondence between the growth

of groups and the metric spaces they act on:

Proposition 4.21 (Schwarz-Milnor Lemma). Suppose a group T' acts geometrically on a locally compact
length space X. Then I is finitely generated, and for any choice of word metric d4 on I' and base point
xg € X, the map ¢: T' — X given by ¢(y) := v - xg is a quasi-isometry.

For a proof and further background, we refer to Bridson and Haefliger [16, Prop. 8.19]. We use this

result to control the sizes of balls and annuli around x:

Notation. We denote by Ny (A; B) the minimum size of a cover of a set A C X by images of another
set B C X along the action of I':

Nr(A;B) :=min{|G| | G CT,AC G- B}.
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Lemma 4.22. Suppose I' acts geometrically on a proper length space X. Fix o € X and a generating
set A CT'. Then there exist A\ > 1, e >0, 6 > 0 such that for any R > 0 and rg > ¢,

Nr(Bg(w0); Bro(20)) < Ba (MR +710+¢€)]).
Moreover, for any Re > Ry > ro + ¢,
Nr(Bgy(20) \ B, (20); Bro(0)) < Ba([MR2 + 10+ €)]) = Ba (XN (R —ro—2)]).

Proof. Let ¢: I' — X be the quasi-isometry given by the Schwarz-Milnor lemma, with constants A > 1
and ¢ > 0. Set moreover § := sup,¢ x d(z, ¢p(I')) < oco.

Let 79 > 6. Then the closed ball By = B,,(z) is compact and its images - By = By, (7 - xo) (noting
that T' acts by isometries) cover X, since for any = € X, there exists v € T" such that d(z,v - xo) <

Fd(z, ¢(I)) < ro.
Consequently, for any (relatively) compact subset A C X, Np(A; By) is finite and we have the trivial
bound

Np(4;Bo) < #{y €T | (v- Bo) N A # 0},

We bound the right-hand side separately for A = Br(xo) and A = Bgr,(z0) \ Bg, (z0).
Let R > 0, and let v € T such that there exists # € Br(x9) N7y By. Since ¢ is a (), €)-quasi-isometry,

Ada(v,e) —e < d(y - w0, x0) < d(v - xo, @) + d(z,x0) < 7o + R.
Thus we must have
4 = dale,7) S AR+ 1o +¢).
Noting that || 4 is always integer-valued, setting k := | A\(R + 79 + €)] we then obtain

#{v €T | (v Bo) N Br(xo) # 0} < #{y €| |yla < k} = Ba(k).

This yields the first inequality.

For the second inequality, observe that

#{y €T | (v- Bo) N (Br,(x0) \ Br,(x0)) # 0} (4.3)
=#{y €T | (v Bo) N Br,(xo) # 0} —#{y €T | (v- Bo) C Br,(z0)}-

The first term can be upper bounded as above. Now set k; := [A\"1(R; — 79 — €)] and take v € T such
that |y|4 < k1. Given any = € - By = B, (7 - 70), again by the quasi-isometricity of ¢,

(7 - zo,0) < Alyla+ & < Ry — o,
and by the triangle inequality,
d(x,z0) < d(x,v-z0)+ d(7y-x0,70) < Rj.
Therefore € B, (z0). This shows that |y|4 < k1 implies v+ By C Bg, (70), in particular
#{v €T | (v Bo) € Br, (w0)} = #{y € T | [7la <k} = Balky).

Applying this to (4.3) yields the second inequality. O



26 ATA DENIZ AYDIN AND MIKAELA TACOBELLI

We now apply this bound, in combination with (4.2), in order to control the covering growth of
geodesic spheres on Riemannian manifolds. Henceforth we assume M to be a d-dimensional complete
Riemannian manifold on which a group G acts geometrically.

Fixing 9 € M and ro > &, we bound N(0Bgr(z);7)r?"! by considering the cases r < rg and r > rg
separately.

For r < rg, we again apply Proposition 4.3. The estimate given in Lemma 4.22 is too imprecise to
bound the approximate perimeters of balls directly, so we will instead proceed as in the previous section
by bounding Pys(R;7) < Cvolpy (Brir(x0))-

Lemma 4.23. Fiz rg > 0. There exists A\ > 0 dependent on rg such that
volps (By(z)) > M, for all z € M,r < ry.
Consequently, \g(Br(z0);70) > A independently of R > 0.
Proof. Take K C M compact such that I' - K = M. By Lemma A.3, there exists A > 0 such that
volps (By(z)) > Ar?,  for all x € K,r < rg.
Now suppose x € M and r < rg. Take v € I' such that v -z € K, hence
volps (B (z)) = volps (77 - Br(z)) = volps (B, (v - x)) > Ard
since I' acts on M by isometries. O

Lemma 4.24. There exists a constant C' dependent on M, xg and ro such that, for any 0 < r < rg <
R/2 < o0,
Pyr(R;r) < Cvolps(Brar, (70))-

Proof. Take K C M compact such that I' - K = M. Since the Ricci curvature tensor is bounded on K,

and preserved under the isometric action of each v € I', M has bounded Ricci curvature. The result then
follows from Lemmas 4.9 and 4.10. ]

Again if M has nonnegative Ricci curvature, one can further divide the right-hand side by R, but we
ignore this distinction here since the case of nonnegative Ricci curvature has already been treated in the

previous section.

Lemma 4.25 (r < rg). Let xg € M, A\, € and ro as above. Suppose I is of polynomial growth with
exponent a > 0. Then there exists C > 0 such that for R > ro,

Cy—1(0BRr(z0);7m0) = sup N(@BR(xO);T)rd_l < CR“.

0<r<ro

Proof. Proposition 4.3 and Lemmas 4.23 and 4.24 yield

Cy-1(0BRr(w0);70) < Cvolps(BRyr(20))-

Then since I' acts by isometries and in particular preserves volume, we can apply the first inequality in

Lemma 4.22 to obtain

Vol (BRero (20)) < volas (Bro (20)) Nt (BRaro (€0); Bro (20))
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< volps (Bry(20))Ba (MR + 10 +€)])
<C'(R+ro+e)

for some constant C’ > 0 depending on xg, rg, € and the growth rate of 34, but not on R. Note lastly

that for R > rq, % < % which is likewise a constant. O

For r > rg, we can apply the second inequality in Lemma 4.22, but it does not affect the asymptotic
behavior of the bound obtained unless A = 1 and 4 is strictly polynomial in the sense that 5@—&’“) converges

to some C € (0,00). We nevertheless include the general bound before restricting to polynomial growth:

Lemma 4.26 (r > rg). Let xo € M, A, \, € and 19 as above. Given R > rg, the following bound holds:
roiligRN(aBR(xo); ryrdt < R4 [Ba(IMR+710+¢)]) — Ba (L)\fl(Rl —ro—¢)])]
In particul(;r:iff‘ 1s of polynomial growth of order o > 0,
sup N(OBp(zo);r)rit < CRT4L,

ro<r<R

Proof. The first inequality follows simply by
N(@BR(xg); T)?’d_l S N(aBR(ilfo); T’o)Rd_l S N(;(BR(J}()) \ BR—m (l’o); Brg (l’o))Rd_l.
The second inequality then follows by substituting S4(k) < Ck®. O

Remark. One could also partition into cases kro < r < (k+ 1)rg, and bound

sup N(OBg(xo);r)r®™! < N(0Bg(xo); kro) ((k + 1)rg)? ™",
kro<r<(k+1)rg

but this does not improve the exponent R*T41: Lemma 4.22 bounds the first term on the right-hand side
by an expression on the order of (R + kro)®, and
sup (R + kro)*(k 4+ 1)1 > cRo+I-1,
keN
kro<R

as can be observed by taking k € N such that R =~ 2krg.
These two lemmas together prove Proposition 4.16.

Remark. The exponent ;25 + 1 in Proposition 4.16 is not sharp in general; this is because the notion
of quasi-isometry is still too coarse to capture the sizes of spheres precisely. The +1 term, which arises
only in the r > rg case, could be eliminated if B4 is strictly polynomial and the quasi-isometry constant A
associated to A is equal to 1. However, the term 525 that also appears in Lemma 4.25 cannot be improved
further using word metrics.

To illustrate this, consider the abelian group Z¢ acting geometrically on R¢ by translations, as a
special case of Example 4.17. 7% is of polynomial growth with exponent o = d, so Proposition 4.16
implies O(Rﬁﬂ) covering growth, but R? is simply of O(R) covering growth.

The inaccuracy here arises from Lemma 4.22: while we expect annuli of the form A := Brir,(x0) \
BRr_ry(0) to be covered by CRI™! cubes for R > g, the upper bound on Nya(A; By, (20)) is obtained by

sandwiching A between balls of Z% with respect to the word metric, which for the canonical basis is the
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(Y norm. But even as we let rg — 0, the £' annulus that contains the ¢? sphere in R% will have nonzero
volume which will scale on the order of R%. This prevents o from being replaced with o — 1 in Lemma
4.26.

In such specific examples, possibly also for periodic metrics in general, one could estimate

Nr(A; By, (z0)) or Nr(A; K) more directly, which could lead to a more precise exponent in Lemma 4.26.

APPENDIX A. RELATION BETWEEN COVERING GROWTH AND MINKOWSKI CONTENTS OF SPHERES

The supremum on the right-hand side of equation (4.1) can be thought of as an approximate version

of the upper perimeters or Minkowski contents of sets:

Definition A.1. Let M be a d-dimensional Riemannian manifold, A C M compact. Let m < d be a
natural number. The m-dimensional Minkowski content of A is given by
L (A"
M™(A) = lim VOMi(d),
r—=0t Wq—mT®™ ™

where the upper resp. lower limits are denoted by M resp. M.

For m-rectifiable subsets A C M, M™(A) is known to exist and coincide with the m-dimensional
Hausdorff measure. Moreover, for geodesic spheres, the Minkowski content of the sphere 0 Bg(x) can also
be obtained as the derivative of volys(Bgr(xo)) with respect to R. For reference on Minkowski contents

and perimeters in the more general setting of metric measure spaces, see Ambrosio, Marino and Gigli [1],

For reference, we mention that on Riemannian manifolds with v = volys, the quantity N(A4;r)r™

becomes comparable to M™(A) as r — 0T:

Proposition A.2. Let M be a d-dimensional Riemannian manifold, A C M compact, m < d.
Then there exists C > 0 dependent only on d and m such that

CIM™(A) <liminf N(A;7)r™ < limsup N (A;7)r™ < CM " (A).

r—0t r—0+
Lemma A.3. Let M be a d-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Then

lim volps (B, (x))

=1
r—0+ ward

uniformly on compact subsets of M.

Proof. Let A C M be compact. For each € > 0, cover A with finitely many normal coordinate charts
{(Ui, ¢:)}Y.;, small enough so that each chart ¢;: U; — ¢;(U;) C R% is (1 — ¢, 1 + ¢)-bi-Lipschitz.

By the Lebesgue number lemma, there exists § > 0 such that any ball of radius r < § with center in
A is contained in a single chart U;. Let r < §, z € A, and suppose B, (x) C U;. Then

B1_e)r(9i(7)) € ¢i(Br(z)) C Bryeyr(¢i(z))

so that
wa(l — ) < L ¢i(By(2))) C wa(1 +e)™r.
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Moreover, since the volume form on M coincides with the d-dimensional Hausdorff measure, the fact that
¢; is (1 — e,1 4 €)-bi-Lipschitz implies

(1= )" L (di(By(2))) < volur(Br(x)) < (1+ )" L (¢i(Br())).

Therefore L/ (By ()
_ 2 o YOM(Br (L)) 2d
(1-e)“< o < (1+¢e)*9,
and this inequality holds for all z € A and all 0 < r < §. d

Proof of Proposition A.2. First note that by Proposition 4.3,
VOlM(AT)

sup N(A;r)r™ < /\d(A;TO)_l Sup rd—m

7 <2rg r<ro
Letting ro — 0" and noting that A\;y(4;rg) — wg by Lemma A.3 yields the latter inequality.
For the former inequality, fix ry > 0, and note that since A’ := A0 is compact,
lim volas (Br(z))
r—0+ wgrd
uniformly on A’. For r < rq arbitrary, let S be an r-cover of A with |S| = N(A;r). Then S C A" by
the minimality of S, and A" C |J,cg B2r(x) so that

=1

VOlM (Br/ (x))

i wa(2r)?.

voly/(A™) <Y volyr(Bar(z)) < N(A;r) sup

zes zeA! war
r’'<2rg
Rearranging and taking the infimum over all r < rg,

volpr(A”) < 2904 sup volys (B (x))

inf < inf N(A;r)r™.
r<ro wd_defm Wd—m g’ wdr’d r<ro
r'<2rg
Letting rg — 0T then yields the former inequality. O

APPENDIX B. AUXILIARY LEMMAS

B.1. Pierce’s lemma for floor quantization. In the proof of Theorem 1.6, radii € [0,00) are not
assigned to the closest quantizer but to the largest quantizer below them; i.e., each point r € [r;, 7;+1)
is mapped to r;. In that case, the Pierce upper bound on the quantization error needs to be proven

separately. We follow the random quantizer argument in Graf and Luschgy [30, Lem. 6.6].

Definition B.1. Let p be a finite Borel measure on [0,00), p € [1,00). Given a set of quantizers
S = {ri}l¥, C (0,00), indexed in ascending order, the induced floor quantizer on [0,00) assigns each

r € [0,00) to the greatest element of S bounded by r:

0, r <71
Fg(r) ==max({0}USN[0,7]) = ¢ 7, mi<r<ripy, t=1,...,N-1
TN, ry <r.

The floor quantization cost of u of order p with respect to S is given by

00 N o i
Vi (1:8) = | |r—Fs(r)lPdu(r) = (r —7ri)? dp(r),
z / s(r)IP dp ;/r z

0
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: _ _ Titl _
where by convention rg = 0, ry41 = 00, and fn = f[n,n+1)'
The floor quantization cost of u of order p with cardinality N is given by

w@wwzgggfmﬁy

Lemma B.2. Let pu be a finite measure on [0,00), p € [1,00), § > 0. Then for each N € N,
NPVE (1) < 0/ (1417 du(r),
where C' = C(p,d) > 0 is a constant independent of .

Proof. Set 3 := §/p, and suppose the quantizers S = {r;} | are generated independently according to

the same Pareto distribution with cumulative distribution function

Then by Tonelli’s theorem, we can bound the quantization cost as follows:

o0

VE () <E /O Tl - By P du(r) = / Elr — Fs(r)” du(r),

0
where the expectation corresponds to integration over dG(r1) ...dG(rn).
Given r,t € [0,00), |r — Fg(r)| = r — Fs(r) > t implies that » > ¢ and that for each i = 1,..., N,
either r < r; or r > r; +t. Therefore

N
P(|r — Fg(r)| > t) < 1(r > t) H (ri >r)+P(r; <r—t))
i=1

1(r >t) (1= G(r)+G(r—1t)N
r>t(1—|— (r—t—l—l)_B)N
Considering f(t) := (r —t + 1)™", we have f'(t) = B(r —t + 1)_5_1 > B(r +1)77~! hence
(r—t+1)P —(r+1)P = f(t)— f(0) > B(r+ 1) 't.
Consequently, for 0 <t < r,
1+ 0+ = —t+17)" < (1=80+ 1)) <exp(~NB(r+ 1)),
Hence for r € [0, 00),
E|r — Fs(r)|P = p/ooo rPIP(|r — Fs(r)| > t)dt = p/or P Lexp(=NB(r + 1)~ 1t) dt.
By the identity fooo tP~le=@ dt = T'(p)a~P for a > 0, we have

Elr — Fg(r)P < p/ L exp(—NB(r + 1)~F~1¢) dt
0

= pl(p) (NB(r+1)7771) 7

_Tlp+1)p”
5P

for C' := 2PT9~1T(p + 1)pPd~P. Integrating with respect to r yields the statement. O

N7P(r+1)PH < CN7P(rP*° 4 1)
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B.2. Approximate perimeters in manifolds of constant curvature. For the prototypical manifolds
of constant sectional curvature x < 0, the volumes of geodesic balls and spheres satisfy the following
bound:

Lemma B.3. Let k < 0. There exist constants C1,Co > 0 such that, for any R > 2r > 0,

PY(R;7) < vol(0Br4r) < Cy+ Cov/—K(R+ 1)
Vol (Bre) © voli(Bryr) R

Proof. Note firstly that, since voli((?BR) is increasing with respect to R for x < 0, P4(R;r) <
vold(0Br,.,). For k = 0, we have

vold(0Bpy,)  dwg(R+7)4t  d

vold(Bp.y) wq(R +7)d R+r’
Now suppose kK = —1. Fix rg > 0. We investigate the cases R < 2rg and R > 2rg separately. Suppose
R < rg, and let r < R/2 so that R+ r < 3rg. Then

P4 (R;r) < vol? | (0BRryy) = dwgsinh® Y (R +r)
and since sinh’ = cosh is increasing on [0, 00),
sinh(R + r) < sinh(0) + (R + r) cosh(R + r) < (R + r) cosh(3rp)
S0
P (R;7) < dwqcosh?1(3rg) (R + )47,
while vol?; (Bry,) > volo(Bryr) = wa(R 4 )%, so

P (R;r) < d cosh®1(3rg)
vol? | (Bryr) — R+ ’

Now suppose R > 2rg. Observe that
1— —2t
e 'sinh(t) = Te

is increasing with respect to ¢ € [0,00). Therefore

R4r
voll, (Bryr) > dwd/ sinh?1(t) dt

70
de1 R+r
> dwg (7" sinh(rg))" / eld=Dt gy
ro

d—1)(R+) d—1)ro

ol
d—1

> wysinh?™(rg) (e(d—l)(R—i-r—ro) B 1) ’

(
= dwq (e7"° sinh(ro))d_1 c

whereas
P4(R; 1) < dwgsinh® Y (R + 1) < dwgeldDroeld=1)(F+r=ro)

Hence
Pﬁl(R7 T‘) de(dfl)ro e(dfl)(R‘H”*To)

vole | (Brar) — sinh® L (rg) eld=D(E+r=ro) _ 1’

and the right-hand side is uniformly bounded for R + r — rg > 7.
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We can therefore pick constants C,Cs > 0 such that the inequality

vold(0Br4r) O+ CoV=hr(R+1)
VOlz(BR—i-r) B R+

holds for x = 0,—1. For other x < 0, we have voll(B,) = Vol‘il(B\/jm) and vold(0B,) =
v—rvol, (0B —rr), and therefore

vol? (0Bpr.,) v _HVOIil(aBﬁ(R+r)) . \/—7501 + Cov/—k(R+71)  C1+ Cov/—K(R+7)
vol?(Bgr) volty (B —w(rin) V=r(R+7) R+ '
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