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Abstract

In the context of sensor networks, gossip algorithms arepalpo, well esthablished technique for
achieving consensus when sensor data is encoded in lineeespGossip algorithms also have several
extensions to non linear data spaces. Most of these extend&al with Riemannian manifolds and use
Riemannian gradient descent. This paper, instead, egtabiery simple metric property that do not rely
on any differential structure. This property strongly sests that gossip algorithms could be studied
on a broader family than Riemannian manifolds. And it turos that, indeed, (local) convergence is
guaranteed as soon as the data space is a &% x) metric space. We also study convergence speed
in this setting and establish linear rates AT (0) spaces, and local linear rates 64T (k) spaces

with « > 0. Numerical simulations on several scenarii, with corr@sfiiog state spaces that are either
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Riemannian manifolds — as in the problem of positive definii@trices consensus — or bare metric
spaces — as in the problem of arms consensus — validate thesr&his shows that not only does our
metric approach allows for a simpler and more general madiieai analysis but also paves the way

for new kinds of applications that go beyond the Riemanngttirsy.

. INTRODUCTION

The consensus problem is a fundamental problem in the thebdistributed systems. It
appears in a variety of settings such as database managfBue@6], clock synchronization
[SGO7], and signal estimation in wireless sensor netwc8&GO08]. In the context of sensor
networks we require the agents to agree on some quantitgxmmple, deciding on an average
temperature or a power level...); the sensors are alsocaljeo hardware and energy constraints
which makes long range communications unreliable. Eaclsasehas only access to local
information and can communicate with its nearest neighlibese is no central fusion node. If
the measurements belong to some vector spagetemperatures, speeds, or locatio@gssip
protocols (seee.g, [BGPS06]) are efficient candidates that converge with agptal speed
towards a consensus state, assuming the network is codnecte

However, there are several interesting cases where measot® cannot be added or scaled as
vectors. Camera orientations are such an example: it ddesale sense to add two orientations.
There are several other examples of interest: subspaaesscangles which have no underlying
vector space structure. Several approaches have beersptbpoorder to generalize the gossip
algorithm to these nonlinear data spaces. In [Bon13] canseis seen as a problem of stochastic
approximation in which a disagreement function is minirdizfBon13] then proposes a gossip
algorithm analogous to that of [BGPS06] in the case of Riem@anmanifolds of nonpositive cur-
vature. Since the algorithm proposed|in [Bon13] relies otoalsstic approximation framework,
it necessitates a stepsize that decreasdsdwer time, that hinders convergence. Furthermore
[Bonl13] does not address convergence speed from a thedrgrspective. Consensus on
manifolds is also the subject af [SS09] where the authorseehthe manifold in a Euclidean
space of larger dimension and turn the consensus problemamtoptimization problem in
Euclidean space from which they derive a consensus algorlthsed on gradient descent.
This approach however, is dependent on the embedding of #refetd on which additional

conditions are imposed. One can find [in [SS09] two examplewarfifolds for which such an
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embedding exists (the rotations group, and Grassmanniarighe specific kind of embedding
their result requires might preclude other manifold (pesisymmetric matrices for example).
The paper [TAV13] approaches consensus on manifolds usadjent descent and no embedding
of the manifold is needed. The restrictions are placedeatston the curvature of the manifold
(the sectional curvature is required to be bounded). Thi®rsoa broad range of applications.
In [TAV13] a distributed Riemannian gradient descent isduseachieve consensus. The setting
of [TAV13] is a synchronous one, where each agents updateeasdme time, as opposed, for
example, to random pairwise gossip, where two random agmrtsnunicate at each round,
as we study in this paper. The main result lof [TAV13] is thabvyided a small enough but
constant stepsize, the algorithm converges towards a esusetate for manifolds of nonpositive
curvature, and converges locally (if the initial set of dstéocated inside a compact of diameter
< JW) in the case of nonnegative curvature. Interestingly ehpug are going to prove similar
results, yet for a distinct setting (pairwise asynchronetience taking randomness into account)
and with a distinct approach that does not use gradientsdifferential calculus.

Indeed, in the classical random pairwise gossip case, thggtations consists of computing
arithmetic means. Generalizing gossip to a broader familglada spaces, naturally leads to
consider general metric spaces; and replace arithmetiosnga midpoints. However, we shall
argue that general metric spaces are too wild to reliablysicen midpoints; there could exists
many midpoints, or none. Even if midpoints exists and arequmi they could still behave
irregularly. Metric spaces with multiple midpoints are nenous; consider for example a circle:
opposite points have two midpoints. To construct a metracsegacking midpoints it suffices to
delete arbitrary points: consider the previous circle aatkteé a couple of opposite points. To
understand why midpoints could be ill-behaved, consideirag circle parametric by angles;
and consider points corresponding to angles — e, —¢, 7 +¢: € and—e¢ are close, so are —«¢
andr + ¢, yet the midpoints of{¢, m + €) and €, ™ — ¢) are far away.

To tame the strange behaviors coming from general metticsnatural to study gossip when
restricted to Riemannian manifolds, as it has indeed beae @onl13], [TAV13]). However,
even if the Riemannian case allows to consider gradientso#éimel differential calculus tools,
it hides the simple geometric picture making pairwise gossork in this setting: namely,
comparison theorems. We show that there is a simple tooh&xpt well the good behavior of

pairwise gossip in nonpositive curvaturéA7'(0) inequality and that it can even shed some light
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on gossip in positively curved space (provided we consiugead” AT () inequality). This tool
is purely metric: no differentials are involved. The bersedf this approach are twofold. Firstly,
more general spaces can be given the same analy€isid%x) spaces instead of Riemannian
manifolds. Secondly, the proofs are simpler because theyparely metric and involve no
differential objects from Riemannian Geometry (curvatieesor, Jacobi fields, etc.).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section Il iless the assumptions made on the
network and the data. Sectionllll details the proposed dtgorand formal convergence results
are provided in Section_IV. Numerical experiments are piediin Sectioh_V.And sectidn VI

concludes the paper.

[I. FRAMEWORK
A. Notations

AssumeV is some finite set. We denote (1) the set ofpairs of elements in/: Py(V) =
{{v,w} : v # w}. Notice that, by definition, fon # w, {v,w} = {w,v} whereas(v,w) #
(w,v). Throughout the papei will denote a metric space, equipped with metticAssociated
with any subsetS ¢ M, we define itsdiameterdiam(S) = sup{d(s,s’) : s,s’ € S}. We also
define (closed) ball3(z,r) = {y € M : d(z,y) < r}. Random variables are denoted by
upper-case letterg(g, X, ...) while their realizations are denoted by lower-casiets €.9. ,
...) Without any further notice, random variables are assito be functions from a probability
space) equipped with itsr-field 7 and probability measur®; = = X (w) denotes the realization
associated to € 2. For any setS and any subseti, 5{A} denotes the indicator function that

takes valuel on A and0 otherwise.

B. Network

We consider a network o¥ agents represented by a graph= (V, £), whereV = {1,... N}
stands for the set of agents aitldenotes the set of available communication links between
agents. A linke € E is given by a pair{v,w} € Py(V) wherev and w are two distinct
agents in the network that are able to communicate direblibte that the graph is assumed
undirected, meaning that whenever agem$ able to communicate with agent, the reciprocal
communication is also assumed feasible. This assumptidtesnsense when communication

speed is fast compared to agents movements speed. When auoaration linke = {v, w}
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exists between two agents, both agents are said to be neggabd the link is denoted ~ w.

We denote byN (v) the set of all neighbors of the agente V. The number of elements
in M (v) is referred to as thelegreeof v and denotedleg(v). The graph is assumed to be
connected, which means that for every two agents there exists a finite sequence of agents

wo =1u, ..., wqg = v such that:
VOSZSd—l{wl,le}EE

This means that each two agents are at least indirectlyecklat

C. Time

As in [BGPS06], we assume that the time model is asynchron@ushat each agent has its
own Poisson clock that ticks with a common intensitythe clocks are identically made), and
moreover, each clock is independent from the other clockseWan agent clock ticks, the agent
is able to perform some computations and wake up some ndiiglgbagents. This time model
has the same probability distribution than a global sindgbelc ticking with intensity VA and
selecting uniformly randomly a single agent at each tickisT@guivalence is described,g.in
[BGPS06]. From now on, we represent time by the set of inteder such an integek, time

k stands for the time at which thé" event occurred.

D. Communication

At a given timek, we denote by, the agent whose clock ticked and 1y, the neighbor that
was in turn awaken. Therefore, at tifhgthe only communicating agents in the whole network
areV,, and WW,. A single link is then active at each time, hence, at a givametimost links
are not used. We assume thi&f,, ;) are independent and identically distributed and that the
distribution of V. is uniform over the network while the distribution ®F, is uniform in the

neighborhood of/.. More precisely, the probability distribution 61/, ;) is given by:

1

1
PV, = v, W), = w] = { ¥ 980
0

) if v~w
otherwise

Notice that this probability is not symmetric i, w). It is going to turn out convenient to also

consider directly the linkV}, W, }, forgetting which node was the first to wake up and which
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node was second. In this caB§ Vi, Wy} = {v, w}] is of course symmetric ifv, w). One has:

1 1 1 .
N\dee) T dea(e) |f vV~ W
P{Vi, Wi} = {v,w}] = N(deg(v) deg(w))

0 otherwise

The communication framework considered here is standa@PB06].

E. Data

Each node € V stores data represented as an elementelonging to some spacet. More
restrictive assumptions o will follow (see section_A). Initially each node has a value
2,(0) and Xy = (21(0),...,2x(0)) is the tuple of initial values of the network. We focus on
iterative algorithms that tend to drive the network t@@sensus stateneaning a state of the
form X = (2o, - .., Ts) With: z, € M. We denote byz, (k) the value stored by the agent
v € V at thek-th iteration of the algorithm, and, = (x1(k), ..., zx(k)) the global state of the
network at instank. The general scheme is as follows: network is in some statg; agents
Vi and W, wake up, communicate and perform some computation to leacheébwork to state
X

[1l. ALGORITHM

At each count of the virtual global clock one nodés selected uniformly randomly from the
set of agentd’. The nodev then randomly selects a node from A/ (v). Both nodev and w

then compute and update their value(fe$«).

Remarkl. Please note that the previous algorithm is well defined ircis® where data belongs
to someC' AT (0) space thanks to propositioh 8. Otherwise, midpoints arenaoessarily well-
defined; and the algorithm should read compute any midpeimtéenXy, (k—1) and Xy, (k—1),

if there exists some. However, we are going to see in the restions that, in this case, the

algorithm might fail to converge to a consensus.

I[V. CONVERGENCE RESULTS

In order to study convergence we recall the following asgionp, already explained in
section]l.
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Algorithm Random Pairwise Midpoint
Input: a graphG = (V, E') and the initial nodes configuratiak,(0),v € V

for all £ >0 do
At instant k&, uniformly randomly choose a nodg, from V' and a nodelV, uniformly
randomly fromN\ (V4).

Update:

XVk (k‘) _ <XVk(kJ—1)-;XWk(k—1)

Xigy ) = (et 0ol

2

Xy(k) = X,(k = 1) for v & {Vi, W}
end for

Assumption 1.
1) G = (V, E) is connected
2) (Vi, Wi)k>o are i.i.d random variables, such that:
a) (Vi, Wy) is independent fronX,, ..., Xx_1, (Vo, Wo), ..., (Vi—1, Wk_1),
b) P[{Vo, Wo} = {v,w}] = §(deg™" (v) + deg™ (w))d{v ~ w}

A. CAT(0) spaces

In this subsection we make the following assumption.
Assumption 2. (M, d) is a completeC AT'(0) metric space.
We now define thalisagreement function

Definition 1. Given a configurationr = (x,...,2y) € MY the disagreement function

Ax) = Z (deg(v) ™ + deg(w) ™M d*(xy, T.)

vow

{v,w}ePa(V)
FunctionA measures how much disagreement is left in the network. thadstece the network
is connectedA is 0 if and only if the network is at consensus. It would be a grapplacian
in the Euclidean setting. The normalizing term involvinggoees gives less weight to more

connected vertices, since they are more likely to be setichy neighbors; in order to give
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equal weight to each edge in the graph. This normalizatidhtwin out to be convenient in the

analysis. Another important function is thariancefunction.

Definition 2. Given a configuration: = (z1,...,zy) € MY, the variancefunction is defined

as:

o?(z) = % Z d*(2y, T.)

{v,wleP2(V)
Remark2. The% normalizing constant accounts for the fact that whHesithe Euclidean distance

theno?(z) equalsy_ . [z, — Z[* with 7 = 5 3= @0

The next proposition measures the average decrease oheré each iteration.

Proposition 1. Under Assumptioris 1 and 2, faf, given by Algorithnh Random Pairwise Midpaint,

the following inequality holds, for every > 1.
1
E[0*(Xk) = 0*(Xy1)] < —5E[A(Xp)]

Proof: Taking into account that at round two nodes woke up with indicelg, and W, it
follows that:

N(0*(Xp) — 0% (X)) = —d*(Xup (k — 1), Xw, (k= 1))+ > T(Vi, Wi, w)

ueV
uFE Ve, u#zWy

where T (Vy, Wi, u) = 2d2( X, (k), My) — d2(Xo(k), Xy, (k — 1)) — d2(Xa(k), X, (k — 1)) and
M;,, denotes the midpoir(tXVk(k_l)J;XW’v %Dy Notice thatXy, (k) = Xy, (k) = My. Now, using
the CAT(0) inequality, one has:

N
N(0*(Xk) = 0*(Xp1)) < 5 d* (X (k = 1), X (k= 1)) .
Taking expectations on both sides and dividing/Bygives:

Elo*(Xp) — 0*(Xi-1)] < —%E[dz(Xvk(k — 1), Xw, (k= 1))]

Recalling thatP[{Vi, Wi} = {u,v}] = g + g5 Whenu ~ v and 0 otherwise, and that

(Vk, W) are independent fronX,_;, one can deduce:

Eld*(Xv, (k — 1), X, (k — 1))] = E[A(Xg-1)]
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Proposition 2. Assume = (V, E) is an undirected connected graph, there exists a constant

C¢ depending on the graph only such that:

vz e MY, %A(w) < 02(z) < CoA(x)

Proof: First:

Alx) = Y (deg(v)™" + deg(w)™")d* (0, 2)

v~Yw

< 2) A (@, 7)
< 2 Z d*(zy, ) = 2No?(x)
{U,UJ}EPQ(V)
For the second inequality, considet w two vertices inV/, not necessarily adjacent. Since

G is connected, there exists a path = v, ..., u; = w such thatu; ~ wu;.;. Then, using

Cauchy-Schwartz inequality:
-1 I—

d(’U, U)>2 < l Z dz(ui, Ui+1> < 2 deg(G) dlam(G) (deg(ui)_l + deg(ui+1)_1)d2(ui, Ui+1)
=0 %

wheredeg(G) denotes thenaximum degreenax{deg(v) : v € V'} anddiam(G) the diameter

[aary

i
o

of G. Hence takingCs = (N — 1) deg(G) diam(G), one recover the sought inequality. ®

Remark3. Both functionsA ando? measure disagreement in the netwatktakes into account
the graph connectivity while? does not. The previous result shows thaando? are nonetheless

equivalent up to multiplicative constants.

We now state a first convergence result.

Theorem 1 (Almost-sure convergence to consensudgder Assumptionsl 1 ard 2, there exists
a random variableX,, = (X« .)sev, such that: (i) almost surelyy (v, w) € V2, Xo o = Xoow»

i.e. X, takes consensus values, and (Xi) converges almost surely t&.

Proof: Let us first show thatA(X}) converges almost surely t& From propositiori]l,

E[o%(X})] is nonincreasing; which implies again from proposition 1:
D E[A(X)] < 20°(Xo) < o0
k

Hence,) , A(X}) has a finite expectation ani(.X}) converges almost surely tb Therefore,

using the first inequality in propositidd 2?(X;) converges td). As a direct consequence, the
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diametermax{d(X,(k), X.,(k)) : (v,w) € V?} also tends td whenk goes toco. Now denote
by Sy the set{X,(k) : v € V} and byconv(Sy) its convex hull One hasdiam(conv(Sy)) <
2diam(S): every ball centered ak, (k) with radiusdiam(S) is a convex set containing
and henceconv(Sy). Moreover, using the definition of convexity, one hés ; C conv(Sk).
Thereforeconv(Sy) form a family of nested closed sets with diameter converging. It is an
easy result that in a complete metric space, the interseofia family of nested closed subsets
with diameter converging t0 is reduced to a singleton. [ ]
Actually the previous proof can be adapted to give infororatn the convergence speed of

the algorithm. Let us first prove an elementary lemma.

Lemma 1. Assume, is a sequence of nonnegative numbers suchdhat — a,, < —fa, with
£ > 0. Then,
Vn >0, a, <agexp(—pFn)

Proof: Indeed ifl,, = log a,, thenl,, 1 —1,, <log(1—p) < —f. Hencel,, < I, — fn. Taking
exponential on both side gives the expected result. [ |

We are now in a position to prove the following result:

Theorem 2 (Convergence speedlet X, = (z1(k), ...,zny(k)) denote the sequence of random

variables generated by Algorithm Random Pairwise Midgaintder Assumptions 1 andl 2, there

existsL < (0 such that,
log Ea?(X
lim sup D820 k) (X5) <L
k—oo k

Proof: Denote bya, = Eo?(X;,). Using the same argument as in the proof of thedrém 1
and propositio 2, we know that there exists a consfant 0 such thata,, ., — a,, < La,. We

conclude using lemma 1. u

Remark4. Using Propositior 12 it is straightforward to see that an egailis inequality holds
for lim sup,_, ., log EA(X})/k.

Remark5. What we have shown so far, is that f6rtA7'(0) spaces both convergence and
convergence speed are similar to the Euclidean case; yeprthied techniques only rely on
metric comparisons, whereas spectral techniques are ynas@d in the Euclidean case.g.
[BGPSO06]).
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We now turn to the case of positively curved spaces.

B. CAT (k) spaces withs > 0

In this section, we replace Assumptioh 2 by the following:

Assumption 3.
1) k>0
2) (M,d) is a completeC' AT (k) metric space.
3) diam({X,(0) :v e V}) <1y

By propositior 1D we are ensured that Algorithm Random Haewlidpoint is well-defined.

Indeed, by convexity of balls with radius smaller thanpoints will remain within distance less
thanr, of each other. Moreover midpoints are well-defined and umisjacer,, < D,.

The trick used to stud¢’AT'(x) configurations is to replace distanéér, y) by: x.(d(z,v))
with v, = 1 — C, being pointwise nonnegative. We adapt the definitions usettié C'AT(0)

setting as follows:

Definition 3. for x € M" define:

ai(x) = N Z X (d(7y, 7))
reP2 (V)

{vw

One can remark that for at > 0, (v,w) € V* ¢%(X;) > 0 and A, (X;) > 0. Notice that
o2(z) = 0 implies that for all{v,w} € Po(V): x.(d(v,w)) = 0; and, since) < d(v,w) < NG
it implies thatd(v, w) = 0, hence the system is in a consensus state. Moreover, when,
A, — A ando? — o

The following proposition is a direct consequence of leniina 3

Proposition 3. Under Assumptiohl3, for any triangl&(pgr) in C wherem is the midpoint of

[p, q] we have:

Xx(d(p, 1)) + xx(d(g, 7))

xuld(m. 1)) < -
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Proof: From lemmd[BB we get:
Cu(d(p,r)) 4+ Ci(d(q, 7)) — 2C(d(m, 1)) < 2C.(d(m,r))Cy(d(p, q)) — 2C(d(m, 1))

Sincemax{d(m,r),d(p,q)} < 5= We have:0 < Cw(d(p,q)) < 1Tand0 < Ci(d(m,r)) <1

Which means that2C\(d(m,r))C.(d(p,q)) — 2Cx(d(m,r)) < 0. And thus:

2xx(d(m, 7)) < xx(d(p, 7)) + xx(d(g; 7))

u
With this result it is now possible to prove using the sameaeing as in propositionl 1. The
techniques are the same but the details differ slightly.tRersake of completeness, we give the

details below.

Proposition 4.
1
E[02(Xpi1) — 02(Xp)] < — 7 BAK(Xk)

Proof: At round %, two nodes woke up with indicelg, and 1V, it follows that:

N(o2(Xp) = 0p(Xim)) = =xuld(Xyy (k= 1), X (k= 1))+ Y Tu(Vii, Wi w)

WhereT,, is defined as:
T (Vie, Wiy 1) = 2x0(d(Xu (), M) — X (d(Xu(k), Xv; (k= 1)) = X (d(Xu(k), X, (k= 1)) .
Now, using the inequality of propositidd 3, one gets thatV}, W, u) < 0 and:
N(o2(Xp) = 02(Xim1)) < Xa(d(Xv (k = 1), X (k= 1))) -

Taking expectations on both sides and dividing/Bygives:

Elo2(Xe) — 02(Xior)] < ~ 1 EDua(d(Xv, (k = 1), Xy (5 — 1))
Using similar reasoning as in the proof of proposition 1 weeha

Bl (d(Xv, (k= 1), Xw, (k = 1)))] = E[Ax(Xp-1)]

Which vyields:
1
E[o,(Xis1) = 02(X0)] € —EAL(X))
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Remark6. Notice the constant/N is in the right hand which differs from the case of nonpositiv

curvature (compare with Propositigh 1).

In order to derive a convergence result we need an analogmsust to Propositionl2 for
CAT (k) spaces.

Proposition 5. Assume = (V, E) is an undirected connected graph, there exists a constant
C, depending on the graph only such that:

K
N2

Vr e MY, Aq (1) < 0?(x) < CA(7)

Proof: One has2z? < x,(z) < 42? when0 < z < - Hence, under Assumptidn 3,

andd are equivalent. The result then follows from Proposifibn 5. [ |
All the tools to show almost-sure convergence and speedramdace. The proofs of the

following two results are exactly the same than in thel7'(0) case, provided\ and o are

replaced byA, ando,.

Theorem 3. Let X, = (X;(k), ..., Xy (k)) denote the sequence generated by Algorfthm Random PaiMithec

then under Assumptioris 1 afnd 3, there exists a random variah taking values in the

consensus subspace, such thattends toX ., almost surely.

Theorem 4. Let X}, = (z1(k),...,xy(k)) denote the sequence of random variables generated

by Algorithm[Random Pairwise Midpajint; under Assumptiorsndi[3, there existd. < 0 such
that,

lim sup ————

<L
k—o0 k

These results show thatprovided all the initial points are close enough from eachest this
is detailed by Assumptionl[3.3 — the situation is the same awipositive curvature, namely,
almost sure convergence taking place at least expongnizest. Notice that, by contrast, there
are no constraints on the initialization, for the result tdhtrue in CAT'(0). Notice also that
the radius involved in Assumptidd[3.3 depends on the curgatypper bounds and ensures
convexity of corresponding balls. It gives a hint that coqyeplays an important role in the
behavior of the algorithm, which is not surprising, since #gigorithm basically amounts to take

random midpoints.
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V. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section we simulate Algorithi Random Pairwise Migiffohrough four examples. The

first example is the space of covariance matrices; it is a Hadd manifold (e, a complete,
simply connected manifold with nonpositive sectional atwe, seeg.g.[Lan99, Chap XI.3]).
The second is the metric graph, (a compleX@®fl] segments), which is @ AT'(0) metric space
with no differential structure. The other two examples ar€’'elT(x) spaces with: > 0. They
are the three dimensional unit sphefé and three dimensional rotation matricé®(3).

When one of the above mentioned spaces happens to be stahdielitipn and multiplication
by a scalar (it is the case for positive definite matrices)campare the performance of Midpoint

Gossip with that of the Arithmetic Gossip. In order to clarfetween the two algorithms when

they can both be used; we use the term Midpoint Gossip foriklgn[Random Pairwise Midpoint

and the term Arithmetic Gossip for the classical randomvpag algorithmX,, ;. , = X, 11, =
%(Xn,v + X,») [BGPSO06] which is equivalent to Midpoint Gossip when thetafise is the
Euclidean one.

The results of these comparisons, as we shall see, mighhdepethe distance function used

to define the disagreement function, or equivalently, theamae function.

A. Positive definite matrices

The scenario in this experiment is the following. Each seneoa network estimates a
covariance matrix for some observed multivariate proc€ksn the network seeks a consensus
on these covariance matrices. We implemented the propdgedtiam using known facts from
the geometry of positive definite matricess(n), [Lan99, chap. 12]Pos(n) is equipped with

distance
d(M,N)? = tr{log(N"Y2MN"V*)1og(N"V2MN~Y)T} = || log(MN~1)|?,

and
M+ N

( 2
Using this distance, which comes from a Riemannian mekRigy(n) is a Hadamard mani-
fold [Lan99, p.326], see alsd [Barl3] for an in-depth préaton, and as such, it is@AT(0)

> — M1/2<M_1/2NM_1/2)1/2M1/2 )

space[Lan99, prop 3.4, p.311]. Using the previous relatianis straightforward to imple-

ment the Midpoint Gossip algorithm and compuitg o (M(n)) at each iteratiom; where
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M(n) = (My(n),..., My(n)) denotes the tuple of positive definite matrix held by the &gen
1 < v < N at time n. Regarding the initialization step, we generafeiid matrices M, (0),
following a Wishart distribution o x ¢ positive definite matrices with parametéts1), i.e., as
P Xk,UX,ZU where X, , ~ N(0, I,) are independent standard multivariate Gaussian vectors
of dimensiong (in this numerical experimenj = 3 and N = 30). Regarding the network,
we experiment with both the complete grapfiy and the path grapiPy (V = {1...N},
{i,i+1} € E fori e {1,...N — 1}). The complete graph mixes information fast, while the
path graph does not. It is interesting to compare the resblimined in both cases. are displayed
in Figure[1 (for complete graph) and 2 (for path graph). Not& the algorithm is very close
to the one proposed in [Bon13] which consists in the iteretit/'/2(M /2N M~1/2)1 N1/
where v, is a sequence of stepsize such thaf v, = +oo and Y. ~+> < oco. In particular,
stepsizey, should go to0 while in our case it is kept constant &f2. The full and dashed
curves in figurés represent the functibig(o2) for respectively the stochastic gradient descent
method (implemented with a decreasing step size= %) and midpoint gossip algorithm; the
initialization and graph used for both algorithms being #ame (complete graph), the two
curves can be compared so as to deduce that while the cossendpoint algorithm leads to
exponential convergence, thez(o?) curve for the gradient descent method seems to converge
slower. Actually the fact that it converges slower is cohérgith stochastic approximation with
decreasing stepsize. Indeed, it is known that, in the Eeahdsetting/[KY97, chap. 10], for
stepsizey,, the speed of convergence is of ordgr'/2.

It is also interesting in this case to make a comparison fsitipe definite matrices between the
Midpoint gossip algorithm and the Euclidean arithmeticgipsin figure’B we plot, — o2 where
n is the number of iterations antt is the sum of "non Euclidean” distances squared. The result
suggests that the Arithmetic gossip algorithm has a sligiatage over midpoint gossip in terms
of convergence speed. However, if we plot— o7 , whereo? , = %Z{m}e%(w ||z (n) —
z;(n)||3 and||.||r is the Frobenius Euclidean norm, the opposite seems to beasushown in
figure[4 midpoint algorithm performs slightly better. Thedpoint gossip algorithm converges
faster than arithmetic gossip when the variance is expdess&uclidean distances.
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log-variance

-30 ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! !
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

n-lterations

Fig. 1: Plot ofn — logo? for the positive definite matrices space; the underlyingvoet is
the complete graplk’,. Because of the stochastic nature of the algoriththsimulations are
done and we plotog o2 as well as a confidence domain which contada$; of the simulated
curves. The variance function behaves like an exponemmiagccordance with the prediction of
theoreni D.

B. The metric graph associated with free Grobip

Consider a networksy = (V, E) of robotic arms capable of performing two types of rotations
R, and R,, of distinct rotation axeg\; andA,. After being assigned an axis of rotation, an arm
rotates continuously around that axis until it reachesaitgdt rotation angle or gets interrupted.
At an initial time, all arms are in an identical position. &ftthat they evolve separately. To
recollect them in a common position, they unwind all theirverments, provided they kept

the whole history. Here, we argue that a less costly proeedould be applied. We apply

Algorithm [Random Pairwise Midpoint on a convenient statacgpthat we describe below, to

drive the arms near a consensus position, in a completetghdited and autonomous fashion.
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Fig. 2: Plot ofn — logo? for the positive definite matrices manifold using the pathpgr

P,, Because of the stochastic nature of the algorithth simulations are done and we plot
logo? as well as a confidence domain which conta®$; of the simulated curves. We see
that the variance asymptotically behaves like an expoakrniti accordance with the prediction
of theorem 2. The convergence tough is much slower than thtéteocomplete graph, with a
smaller slope. The connectivity of the graph plays an ingodrtole in determining the speed

of convergence.

We assume furthermore tha, and R, are chosen in “generic position”. By that, we mean
that they are realizations of independent and uniform remslariables onSO; (i.e. according
to the Haar measure o¥\03 x SO3). As such, it is known, [Eps71], that they are almost surely
algebraically independerite., if 3n > 0, (ki,...,k,) € {—1,1} andi; ...4, € {1,2} such that:
RPR? ... R = I, then there exists two consecutive indiggsi;., such thati; = i;,,.

Define the set of wordsl* on alphabetd = {a,a™!,b,071} and the set of admissible words

A such that no two consecutive letters are inverse from edutr.o¥ap letter to Ry, ™! to
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Fig. 3: Plot ofn — log o2 (non euclidean distances) for the positive definite matrivanifold,
the full curve represents the midpoint gossip algorithmilevthe dashed curve represents the

classical gossip based on arithmetic averaging. The agtilbngossip seems to converge faster.

R;', letterb to R, andb~! to R,'. The concatenation of words is mapped to the product of
corresponding rotations. We refer to this mappingrasA} — SO3. For instancep(bab—'a) =
RyR R;'R,. Since,R; and R, are algebraically independent, magis injective. Consider the

directed Cayley graply with verticesV = 4; , edges se¥ defined as:
(waw)els e Adw =wl.

Define the endpoint mapg, and 0, : £ — V such thatdy(e) = w and d,(e) = w’ for
e = (w,w’) € E. Equipped with its endpoint map§, is called acombinatorial graph To turn
G into a metric graph, we follow a standard construction, seg,[BH99, p.7]. Let us form the
quotient setXy; = E x [0,1]/ ~ where the equivalence relation is such that(e,:) ~ (¢/,4’)
iff 0i(e) = 0w(e’), with 4,7/ € {0,1}. We adopt the convention to choose 1) to represent
the equivalence clasge, 1), (¢/,0)} whendy(e') = 0;(e). We then equipXg with the standard
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Fig. 4: Plot ofn — log ag,E (using euclidean norm) for the positive definite matricesifodd,
the full curve represents the Pairwise Midpoint Algorithwhile the dashed curve represents

the classical Euclidean gossip. The midpoint gossip seemg\e faster convergence.

metric distancely, as describedg.g.in [BH99, p.7].

To each couplde, \) € E x [0,1] such thate = (w,w’), and0,(e) = x; ...z, € A} with
r; € Aforalli <nand) € [0,1] we assign a rotationy(e, \) = o(z1) . .. o(zn_1)(x,)*. And
denote by its induced map on the quotient spakg. Because of the quotient identifications
and the fact that is injective,+ is in turn injective onXg. The imageM = ¢(Xg) C SOs
is our state space, and its metric distances either taken as the geodesic distanceSapg
when geodesics are restricted to the A¢t or equivalently, derived from the distance aig by
d(z,y) = dx(¥~(z),v " (y)) (¥ is an isometry from(Xg,dx) to (M,d)). The metric space
thus defined iSCAT'(0) [BH99, p.167]. Hence, i M, d), midpoints are well defined. For a
simple illustration of this formal construction, see Figl§.

To compute the distance between two pointss M andz, € M. Let (e, \) = ¥~ (z;) €
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Midpoint Gossip
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Fig. 5: Plot ofn +— log o2 for the positive definite matrices manifold. The full cunapresents
the Riemannian midpoint gossip while the dashed curve sepis the stochastic gradient descent
method applied to the functiom®>. Convergence is exponential in the first case while it is not

for the second.

Xg and (ez, Ay) = ¥~ Hay) € Xg; wy = Oo(e1) € A andwy = Jp(ez) € Aj. Denote by
p=s1...5, € Aj the longest common prefix of the words andw,. Then we have two cases:
Eitherp € {wy, wy}, or p ¢ {wy,w}. Suppose, for instance (the other case would be treated
in the same way), that = w,, andw; # ws: ws is a prefix ofw;. Then distancel(x;, z5) is
given by |w;| — |we| + A2 — A1 where|w,| (resp.|ws]|) is the length of the wordy, (resp.|ws|).
If w; = wy simply taked(x1,z2) = |A2 — A1]|. The second case is when# w; andp # w.
then, denoting: = ¢(e,, 1), wheree, = (p_,p) with p_ = s,...5, ; andp = s, ...s,, we get
d(z1,22) = d(x1,2) + d(z, 2) = |wi| + |wa| — 2|p| + A2 + A1

To compute the midpointz£22) of two points (z;,z2) € M2 Let (e, A1) = ¥ (),
(e2, M) = v~ y), wy = s1...8, = Oo(e1) andwy =1 ...t, = Jp(ez). Letp=u; .. -y, € Af
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be the longest common prefix of; and w, and z, = (e, 1) (e, = (p—,p) is defined the
same way as in the paragraph above). Here we have;u; € A andly,l,, [, > 0. Denote
D = dn2tdem) gng (mito) — (;m, ),,). We have two cases:

o If D < d(z1,2) thenim = wuy...upty41... 141 and \,, = d(x1,2) — D — L; where
L = |d(z,z) — D].
o If D > d(xy,2) then :m = wjuy...u,S;,41...5041 Where L = |D — d(x,2)]. And
Am =D —d(z,z) — L.
We simulate the algorithm on a network of = 20 agents using elements, ..., oy € M
such that for alll <i < N, z; = 1(e;, \;) wheree; = (w; 1, w;2); the {w; ;}icn je12) € Aj are
words of length/; < 30. To generate the sequen@g),<;<, it suffices to generate the sequence
(wi2)1<i<n SiNCew;; can be deduced frome, » by removing its last letter. In order to generate
an elementu;, » of {w; »}1<i<n, first we need to specify its length which is a positive integer
randomly and uniformly chosen frofi, . .., 30}. We then construat;, » in the following way:
start by randomly and uniformly choosing a lettgre A, then fork € {2,...,[;,} randomly
and uniformly choose a lettey, € A; if s, = s,;_ll then re-sample,, again untils; # s,;_ll. After
the sequencgw; ;}i<n jc(1,2) IS generated, thé);),<;<y are sampled uniformly if0, 1]. The
underlying network is the complete graphy. In figure[T we plot: — log o2 and obtain a result
that is in accordance with the prediction of theoreim 2: one @iserve a linearly decreasing
log o2 (or, equivalentlylog A,)) which means that consensus is indeed achieved expomgntial

fast.

C. The sphere

In this example, we shall consider tBedimensional unit spher§? = {(z,y, 2) € R3|z? +
y® + 22 = 1} equipped with the distancé(a, b) = cos™!({a, b)) such that0 < d(a,b) < 7 for
all a,b € S2. Since, two antipodal points on the sphere have an infinitab&r of minimizing
geodesics linking them, we sample the initial set of pointgde a small portion of the sphere.
Quantitatively, we choose the quarter of a sphere; in ourarigal experiments we chose =
{(z,y,2) € S?lx > 0,y > 0,z > 0} which is of diameter, = % thus convex and thu§'AT'(1)
(as a convex subset of the model spae€ — with an abuse of language singe” is only

defined up to an isometry).
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ab™? ab
\ | /
b la ba
b2 b1 e — b b?
((e,0),0.5)
b=ta~! . ba~1
a
a~tht a b
02

Fig. 6: Metric graph of words of length from the alphabeid. All edges have the same length
1. To draw a pointr = (e, \) on the graph, first go the vertex Then, seen as a copy of the
segmeni0, 1], one can draw a point on the segment such that its distancedy(:) is A. After
drawing two pointsr; and z,, it becomes easy to find the shortest path between them. dn thi
example,r; = ((e,b71),1) andxy = ((b,ba), 1) the geodesic relating them is drawn in green,

and their midpoint(Z:£22) = ((e,b),0.5) is seen in redd(z;, z,) = 3.

Note that the sphere does not possess a vector space @ractuthus one cannot use classical

Arithmetic gossiping without a reprojection step.
We sample a set oV = 30 points uniformly fromQ as initial step. The expression of a

geodesicy(t) on Q such thaty(0) = p and~(1) = ¢ andp # q is given by:
3(6) = s (‘cos™ (0 )t ) L con (cos ()t ).
1—{(p,q)
The total number of iterations is 500, for the graph, we useompiete graph and the

May 25, 2018 DRAFT



24

- - Midpoint gossip
8t — 95% confidance range |

log(sigma”2)
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Fig. 7: Plot ofn — log o2 for the metric graph. Because of the stochastic nature cdltharithm,
50 simulations are done and we plot; o> as well as a confidence domain which contdif%

of the simulated curves.

path graph. By plotting the variance functiefi(X,,) = + > i jyersvy Xa(d(zi(n), z;(n)) with
respect to the number of iterations we get figure 8 (for thepieta graph) and figuid 9 (for the
path graph): we observe in both cases that: logo?(X,) (or equivalentlyn — logA;) is a
linear function with negative slope which is in accordandgthwheorenl#4. Convergence in the
case of the path graph is slower than that of the completengitiie slope ofr — logo#(X,,)
for the path graph is smaller in absolute value than the ongh® complete graph), which

highlights the influence of graph connectivity on the spekdomvergence.

D. Group of rotations

We shall be interested in what follows in thmetations groupSO; of the Euclidean space
R3. A rotation R, 4 acting onR? is characterized by its axis of rotatianc R?® and its rotation

angled € [, n); the eigenvalues oR, 4 are:{c? e~ 1}. One of the possible applications of
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Fig. 8: Plot ofn — logo?(X,) wheren is the iteration index and\ = S? (complete graph
Ky). Because of the stochastic nature of the algorithod, simulations are done and we plot

log o2 as well as a confidence domain which contaifi% of the simulated curves.

Algorithm [Random Pairwise Midpoint with data i$0; is a network of3D cameras|[TVTO08]

that seeks to achieve a consensus in order to estimate teeopas object.
SOs is a Lie group, its Lie algebra iso3 the space oB x 3 skew-symmetric matrices. The

Riemannian metric at identity is given Ky, v,) = %tr(vlTvg) for vy, v9 € s05. In this metric,

the sectional curvature ofO; is given by the formulax(c) = 1||[X,Y]||> with X,V € so,

orthonormal generators of [DC92, p.103]. The collection of matricés/; ;)1<;<;<3 such that:
M, ; = (E; j— E;;) forms an orthonormal basis for the space of skew-symmetaitioes, where
(Eij)1<ij<s is the canonical basis aoff;(R). One can check on this basis thg) = ;. The
sectional curvature ob0js is thus identicallyx = i This implies thatr, = 7. Toponogov
comparison theorem [Cha06, p.400] shows that the geode8ii&lwith center/; and diameter

r. is aCAT(3) space.
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Fig. 9: Plot ofn — logo?(X,,) wheren is the iteration index and\ = S? (path graphp,).
The graph is complete. Because of the stochastic natureeoéltjorithm,50 simulations are
done and we plotogo? as well as a confidence domain which contada$; of the simulated

curves here again the slope is smaller then the completéd grage.

The exponential functiorxp : so; — SO is given by the convergent seriesp(X) =
o Xk—,k Since the injectivity radius 0603 is > 7 [Cha06, p.406]exp is a diffeomorphism
from $B(0,r,) C so3 to B. If R, is a rotation matrix, we say thaf € so; is a logarithm ofR
iff: exp(X) = R.0. WhenR,, does not have-1 as an eigenvalue, it is possible to define the
principal logarithmlog(R, ) such that the eigenvalues bfg(R, ) liein S={z € C| — 7 <

3(z) < w}. For example, the matrix:

0 —1 0
Xp=0+27k) |1 0 0
0 0 0
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with 6 € (—m, ), is a logarithm of:

cos(d) —sin(f) 0
R.o=| sin(d) cos(d) 0
0 0 1
for every integerk € Z but the principal logarithm ofz, 4 is log(R.s) = X,. In what follows
log will denote the principal logarithm function.

Let, (Ra, 6., Ray0,) € B>, If —1is not an eigenvalue aR? , R.,,, then the distance between
the two elements is:

a1,01

1
d(RaL@pRam@z)z = §|| lOg(RT Ra2,92)||2 = [a]Z

where{e'l®l e~il*l 1} are the eigenvalues ¢fz] , Ra,,), such thafa] € (—m, 7). If —1is an
eigenvalue ofR} , R,, 4, thend(Rq, ,, Ray0,) = 7, @and Ry, 6, Ra,.0,) are said to bantipodal
points

For R,y € B we haved(I3, R.g) = |0] < I, and for (R, 9,, R, 0,) € B> we have
[a]| = d(Ra, 0, Rag0,) < d(I3, Ray0,) + d(I3, Ray,) < 5 Which implies that—1 cannot be
an eigenvalue of:”. , R,, 4,. ThusB does not contain antipodal points.

a1,01
For all (R, 6,, Ray0,) € B> there exists a unique minimizing geodesi@) such thaty(0) =

R,, 0, and~y(1) = R,, ¢,, and it has the following expression:

7(t> = Ra1,91 €xXp (t log(RaTl,Gl Ra2792>)

Since B is strongly convex[[Cha06, p.404{,t) € B for all ¢t € [0,1]. The expression of the

midpoint is thus:(%) = \/Ra, 9, Ray.0,-

In the numerical simulation presented in this paper, we $amp = 30 rotation matrices
(R;)1<i<n € B. The underlying graph is the complete grafgh;. The results of the experiment
are displayed in figure_10 where we plot the logarithmogf( X,,) as a function of.. We observe
thatn — log ai (X,) decreases linearly, which is in acc4ordance with thedrem 4.
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Fig. 10: Plot ofn — logo?(n) wheren is the iteration index, and\ = SOs3. Because of
4
the stochastic nature of the algorithat, simulations are done and we plog 03 as well as a
4
confidence domain which contaifs% of the simulated curves. The average midpoint algorithm

exhibits exponential convergence towards a consensues stat

VIlI. CONCLUSION

We have presented an extension to the (RPG) to the cageAdf(x) spaces in the asyn-
chronous pairwise case. We identified a set of conditionserctrvature{ = 0) that guarantees
a global convergence of the Random Pairwise Midpoint,far 0 only a local convergence
result has been proven. The algorithm converges in eachtoaseds an arbitrary consensus
state at exponential speed. Our experiments with positefenite matrices, the metric graph
associated to the free group with two generators, the sphatkthe three dimensional special

orthogonal group agree with theoretical results and vedidarr approach.
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APPENDIX

Unless further qualification is made, in all that followswill denote an arbitrary real number
andn an integer strictly greater than C'AT'(x) metric spaces are defined using comparisons
with model spaces that are defined below. Assuming fanmiiavith Riemannian Geometry, the
model spaceV” denotes any complete, simply connectediimensional Riemannian manifold,
with constant sectional curvature It can be shown that all such Riemannian manifolds are
indeed isometric, hence the name “the” model sp&€te However, for the sake of completeness
and readability, we follow the treatment of,g. [BH99], and provide below a simple metric

construction ofM?, freed from any reference to differential geometry.

A. Model Spacev”

In order to properly define the model space, we need thre®etype spaces: the euclidean
space, the sphere and the hyperbolic space. General mamsspre then simply derived by
dilation.

Let us denote€™ the vector spac®” equipped with its standard Euclidean nofm|?> =
S a2 with @ = (o, ..., x,_1) € E". Denote

S = {(.To,...,xn) - 5n+1 : Zx? = 1}7
=0
the n-dimensional unit Euclidean sphere and
H" = {(zg,...,2,) €E (=22 + fo) =—1,29 > 0},

one sheet of a two-sheetsdimensional hyperboloid. As a metric spa€e is equipped with

distancedg(z,y) = ||z — y||?, S is equipped with distance < ds(z,y) < 7 such that

cos (ds(z,y)) ny

whereasH,, is equipped with distancéy (x,y) > 0 such that:

cosh (dy(z,v)) = xoyo — Z TiYi -

i=1
Remark?. Functionds is well defined since fotz,y) € (§")?, —1 < " x;y; < 1. Note that if

(xo,...,r,) € H" then necessarily, > 1. For all (z,y) € H",
n n 1/2 n 1/2
S < (z ) (z yz) (- DY 1) < .
=1 i=1 i=1
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Thus, functiondy is well defined. We refer td [BH99, chap 1.2] for the proof thit and dy

satisfy the requirements of distance functions (triangkuality is not obvious).

Remark8. The diameteriam(S™) equalst and is attained for any twantipodalpointsz and

y = —x, While sup, , ¢ 3n)2 d(,y) = +00.

We are now in a position to provide a definition of the modelcgsa\1”.

Definition 4. The model spacé M”, d) is the metric space defined by:

M =H" d = |k|"Y2dy(-,)) if k<0

M =E" d=dg(,") if k=0

M =8 d=r"2dg(-,)  if k>0
Remark9. We only make use ofi = 2 in the defining equality of "AT'(x) spaces. However,
we would not have gained much restricting ourselves to tise gca= 2 to define the previous

model spaces.

The following proposition is easily derived from remark 8.

Proposition 6. The diameter ofM” is given byD,,, where:

+oo if k<0
D, =
% if «k >0

In what follows we also use notatian = £,

B. Segments, Length, Angle, Triangles

Let us recall some definitions related to metric spaces.iBatan be foundge.g.in [BH99].
The following definition generalizes the Euclidean caseemgljiz — y|| = ||z — z|| + ||z — v/|
implies thatz belongs to the segmeit, y|. Throughout the rest of the papeh1, d) denotes a

metric space.

Definition 5 (Geodesic, Segmentsh pathc : [0,{] — M, | > 0 is said to be ageodesicif
d(c(t),c(t')) = |t —t|, for all (¢,¢') € [0,]]*; = ¢(0) andy = ¢(1) are the endpointsof
the geodesic and = d(z,y) is thelengthof the geodesic. The image ois called ageodesic
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segmentvith endpointse andy. If there is a single segment with endpointandy, it is denoted

[z, y].

Definition 6 (Midpoint). The midpoint of segmenfz, y| is denoted(%”}, it is defined as the
unique pointm such thatd(z, m) = d(y,m) = d(z,y)/2.

Please note that definin@%} involves actually no addition nor scalar multiplicatiorhi¥
notation makes an analogy of the Euclidean case where nmigadeed correspond to arithmetic

means.

Definition 7 (Triangle) A triplet of geodesie; : [0, ;] — M with i = 0,1, 2 is said a geodesic
triangle if and only ifc;(1;) = ¢it1 moa 3(0). IMages of the geodesies are called thesidesof

the triangle, their endpoints;(0) are called theverticesof the triangle.

Definition 8 (Comparison Triangles in\?). Assumep,q and r are three points inM. A
comparison triangle inM?” refers to any three points, provided they exjstg and 7 in M?”

such thatd(p, ) = d(p,q), d(q,7) = d(q,r), and d(7,p) = d(r,p).

Concerning the existence and uniqueness of such compdrisogles, we provide without

proof the following proposition (see for instance [BH99} @ proof).

Proposition 7. Assumep, ¢ and r are three points inM such thatd(p, q) + d(q,r) + d(r,p) <
2D,, and mazx(d(p,q),d(q,r),d(r,p)) < D,. Then there exists a comparison triangle A1”.

Moreover, this comparison triangle is unique up to an isoget

Remark10. Note that the proposition is straightforward fer= 0, where triangle inequality is
a necessary and sufficient condition for existence of coispartriangles and is automatically

satisfied for a triplet of points iov1.

There is also a notion of angle in this “metric” context, dastrated by the next definition.

Definition 9 (Alexandrov Angle) Assume:: [0,/] — M and¢ : [0,1'] — M are two geodesics
such thatr = ¢(0) = ¢(0), y = ¢(l) and z = ¢(I'). For each0 < ¢ <[l and0 < ¢ <[, consider

a comparison triangléz, i, z,/) in M2 for the triplet (z, c¢(t), ¢ (¥')). The angle betweenand
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¢ at x, denoted/(c, ¢’) is defined by:

Z(C, C,) = lim sup Z:E([fvgt]v [i'v Zt’])

e—0 OSt,t’SG

where Z;([z, 7], [z, Zv]) denotes the angle at of the comparison triangléz, g, z; ).

C. CAT (k) metric spaces

The concepts from metric triangle geometry presented inptiegious subsections yield the
following definition of C AT (k) spaces.

Definition 10 (C AT () inequality) Assumg .M, d) is a metric space and\ = (cy, c1,¢2) IS a
geodesic triangle with vertices = ¢,(0), ¢ = ¢1(0) and r = ¢»(0) and with perimeter strictly
less than2D,.. Let A = (p, ¢,7) denote a comparison triangle iM2. A is said to satisfy the
CAT (k) inequality if for anyz = ¢y(t) andy = c»(t’), one has:

d(z,y) < d(z,9)

where z is the unique point ofp, g such thatd(p,z) = d(p,q) and gy on [p, 7| such that

d(p,y) = d(p, ).

Remark11l. Applying this inequality to the case where< 0 andd(q,r) = 0, the uniqueness
of geodesics is recovered whern< 0.

Definition 11 (C' AT (k) metric space)A metric spacé M, d) is saidC AT (k) if every geodesic
triangle with perimeter less thafD,, satisfies the” AT'(x) inequality.

Proposition 8. If = and y are two points in a” AT'(0) space; there is a unique geodesic y|
and the midpoint *¥) is always well defined and unique.

One has the so-called Bruhat-Tits inequality, which is aightforward application of the
CAT(0) inequality:

Proposition 9. Assumg .M, d) is CAT(0), and A is a geodesic triangle with verticeg®, ¢, )

such thatm is the midpoint of; and » along the side of the triangle; then,

2d(p,m)* < d(p,q)* + d(p,r)* — d(q,r)*/2 (1)

May 25, 2018 DRAFT



33

Remarkl12. Note thatC' AT'(0) inequality does apply to all geodesic triangles since taenéier

restriction is void wherk < 0.
For notational convenience, define the functiofistt) = cos(y/it), Ss(t) = S22,y (t) =
1= (1),

Lemma 2 (Law of Cosines) Given a complete manifold1” with constant sectional curvature

x and a geodesic trianglé\(pgr) in M?”

K!?

assumemax{d(p,r),d(q,7),d(p,q)} < r and let
« ::p/r\q. We have:
Cr(d(p,q)) = Cu(d(p,r))Cr(d(g, ) + Su(d(p, 7)) Sk(d(q, 7)) cos(c)
We deduce the following result.

Lemma 3. For for any triangle A(pgr) in M wherem is the midpoint oflp, ¢| we have:

C.(d(p,r)) + C(d(q,r)) < 2C.(d(m,r))C, (d(pza Q))

Proof: Lets consider the triangl&(pqr) in M. We denote the geodesic midpointpand
q by m = (E5%). Let A(p'q'r’) be a comparison triangle t(pgr) in M? andm’ a comparison
point tom. A fundamental characterization 6fAT'(x) [] spaces is thatl(r,m) < d(r’,m’). We

apply lemmdRB to triangles comparison triangleg’m’r") and A(r'm’q’).

Cn(d/(p/ﬂ’/)) _ Cn(d/(mlﬂ’/))cﬁ <d/(p;, q/)) + S,.@(d/(m/,r'))S,{ (d’(p’,q’)) COS(’)/)

2
And
Culdd'r) =ttt ) (T st (HE ) costn )
Summing the two equations we get:
Co@'r) + Culd ') = 2t ), (120

This in turn implies since\(pgr) and A(p'q'r’) are comparison triangles that;, (d(p,r)) +
C.(d(q,r)) = 2C.(d'(m',")C, (@) Since C,; is decreasing ino, \/L?] and thatd(r,m) <

d(r',m’), we get

Co(d(p, 7)) + Cu(d(q, 7)) < 20 (d(m, 7))Cl <d<p ’ q>) :

2
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r)

p p’
p
m m’
r r
m
m m
r Y Y
q
q q’
Which is the desired result. [ ]

Proposition 10 ([BH99][prop. 11.1.4) ] Let M denote aC' AT'(x) metric space.
1) If z andy in M are such thati(z,y) < D,, there exists a unique geodesic y| joining

them.

2) For anyxz € M, the ball B, , with r < r, IS convex.

D. Convex Sets

Convexity can have several meaning in the context of mepaesas ¢f., e.g.[Cha06, p.403]).

Definition 12 (Convexity) A subsetS of M is said convexwhen for every couple of points

(z,y) € S?, every geodesic segmentoining x andy in (M, d) is such thaty C S.
The notion of convex hull is going to be useful in the sequel.

Definition 13 (Convex Hull) AssumeS is a subset ofM. Then theconvex hullof S, denoted

conv(S) is the intersection of all closed convex sets contairfing

One can easily check thatnv(S) is indeed convex (and closed).
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Proposition 11. If (M, d) is CAT(0), then for eachwy € M andr > 0, every ballB,, , =

{r e M :d(xz,x9) <r} is convex.

Proof: Considerz, y € B,, . and a comparison triangl&(z,, z, y). Then for each € [z, y],
CAT(0) inequality impliesd(zo, z) < max(d(zo,x),d(zo,y)) < r. Hencez € B,,,, which

finishes the proof. [ ]
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