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Information Geometry is the study of differential-geometric structures aris-
ing in the theory of statistical estimation, and has a history going back (at
least) to the work of C.R. Rao [20]. The subject in finite dimensions is well
developed, and treated pedagogically in a number of texts [Il 2, 6] [1T], 13].
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A classical example is the finite-dimensional exponential model, in which lin-
ear combinations of a finite number of real-valued random variables (defined
on an underlying probability space (X, X', 1)) are exponentiated to produce
probability density functions with respect to the reference measure p. The
topology induced on the set of probability measures, thus defined, is con-
sistent with the important statistical divergences of estimation theory, and
derivatives of the latter can be used to define geometric objects such as a
Riemannian metric (the Fisher metric) and a family of covariant derivatives
that have application, for example, in asymptotic statistics.

Central to any infinite-dimensional extension of these ideas, is the use of
charts with respect to which statistical divergences are sufficiently smooth.
The Kullback-Leibler divergence, for example, between two probability mea-
sures P < () is defined as follows:

Dyi(P| Q) := Eq(dP/dQ) log(dP/dQ), (1)

where E( represents expectation (integration) with respect to Q). As is clear
from (), the regularity of Dxp, is closely connected with that of the den-
sity, dP/dQ), and its log (considered as elements of dual spaces of real-valued
functions on X). In fact, much of information geometry concerns the in-
terplay between these two representations of P, and the exponential map
that connects them. The two associated linear structures form the basis of a
Fenchel-Legendre transform underpinning the subject, and so manifolds that
fully accommodate these structures are particularly amenable to analysis.

In the series of papers [B, [10] [I8, [19], G. Pistone and his co-workers de-
veloped an infinite-dimensional version of the exponential model outlined
above. Probability measures in the manifold are mutually absolutely contin-
uous with respect to the reference measure p, and the manifold is covered by
the charts sg(P) = logdP/dQ — EglogdP/dQ for different “patch-centric”
probability measures (). These readily give logdP/d@ the desired regular-
ity, but require exponential Orlicz model spaces in order to do the same for
dP/dQ). The exponential Orlicz manifold has a strong topology, under which
Dxi, is of class C°.

The author’s own papers [15], [I7] use, instead, the “balanced” global chart
¢(P) = dP/du — 1 + log dP/dpu, thereby enabling the use of model spaces
with weaker topologies. (In order for Dy, to be of class C*, it suffices to use
the Lebesgue model space L**'(p).) The Hilbert case, in which k = 1, is
developed in detail in [15].



The Hilbert, Lebesgue LP(1) and exponential Orlicz manifolds all sup-
port the infinite-dimensional extension of the Fisher metric (the Fisher-Rao
metric), but admit only limited notions of covariant differentiation. Amari’s
a-covariant derivatives can be defined on “statistical bundles”, which (with
the exception of the case o = 1 on the Orlicz manifold) differ from the tan-
gent bundle. The manifolds do not fully accommodate the linear structure
associated with the density, and the latter, although smooth, cannot be used
as a chart since the associated “transition map” is not homeomorphic.

The topologies of these manifolds (like those of all manifolds of “pure”
information geometry) have no direct connection with any topology that the
underlying space (X, X', i) may possess. They concern statistical inference in
its barest form — statistical divergences measure dependency between random
quantities without recourse to structures in their range spaces any richer than
a o-algebra of events. Nevertheless, metrics, topologies and linear structures
on X play important roles in many applications. In maximum likelihood es-
timation, for example, it is desirable for the likelihood function associated
with a finite sample to be continuous, which is not so on these manifolds. It
is, therefore, of interest to develop statistical manifolds that embrace both
topologies. This is a central aim here; we incorporate the topology of X
by using model space norms that explicitly include derivatives of the den-
sities. A different approach is pursued in [9]. The exponential manifolds
developed there admit, by construction, continuous evaluation maps (such
as the likelihood function) since they are based on reproducing kernel Hilbert
space methods. However, they do not fully accommodate the linear structure
associated with the density.

The paper is structured as follows. Sections 2l and [ construct M, a
manifold of finite measures on a Banach space X, whose densities with respect
to a reference measure are of class CF. M supports the natural extensions
(from finite dimensions) of the Fisher metric and a-covariant derivatives. Of
course, this extra regularity over the manifolds of [5], 0] 15 17, 18, 19] is
gained at the cost of inclusiveness. (See Remark[2.1i).) The properties of the
a-divergences, and their connections with the geometry are explored. Section
[ shows that the subset of probability measures is a dually-flat C*°-embedded
submanifold of M, from which it inherits all its important properties. Finally,
section [ uses the method of projective limits to extend these results to
manifolds of smooth densities.

In [3,[4], the authors construct a Riemannian manifold of smooth densities
on an underlying finite-dimensional manifold, by considering such densities to



be smooth sections of the associated volume bundle. (This is a vector bundle
of dimension 1 that endows the underlying manifold with an intrinsic notion
of volume.) They show that the Fisher-Rao metric is unique in its invariance
under the action of the diffeomorphism group of the underlying manifold, and
construct the Levi-Civita covariant derivative (Amari’s 0-derivative). Here,
we take a more “extrinsic” view, showing that all of Amari’s a-covariant
derivatives arise from the natural embedding of the statistical manifold in
the manifold of finite measures.

2 The exponential map

Let B be an open subset of a Banach space X, on which is defined a probabil-
ity measure p with the following properties: (i) u(B) = 1; (ii) for any open
subset A C B, u(A) > 0. (For example, X = R? B is an open rectangle,
and p is normalised Lebesgue measure.) Let G := C¥(B;R) be the space
of continuous and bounded functions a : B — R, that have continuous and
bounded (Fréchet) derivatives of all orders up to some k € Ny. G is a Banach
space over R with norm:

k
lalle = sup |a(x)] + > sup ol || L), (2)
zeB i—1 zeB

where a) : B — L(X";R) is the 7’th derivative of a, and L(X*; R) is the space
of continuous multilinear functions from X’ to R, topologised by the operator
norm. The (continuous bilinear) multiplication operator m : G x G — G, and
the (continuous linear) ezpectation operator E, : G — R, are as follows

(a-b)(x) =m(a,b)(x) =a(z)b(z) and E,a= /Ba(x),u(da:). (3)

Proposition 2.1. The Nemytskii (superposition) operator, expg : G — G,
defined by expg(a)(x) := expg(a(x)), is diffeomorphic and has first derivative
expg,)au = expg(a) - u. (Here, GT :={a € G : inf,epa(zr) > 0}.)

Proof. Let F(a,b) := exp(b) —exp(a) —exp(a)- (b—a). (We drop the domain
subscript from the exponential map where no confusion can arise.) In order

to establish that exp is differentiable (with the stated derivative) it suffices
to show that, for any a € G, there exists a K < oo such that

| F(a,b)|lc < K||b—al|z forall be B(a,1), (4)
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where B(a, 1) is the open unit ball centered at a. That this is true when
k = 0 follows from Taylor’s theorem applied to expr. Suppose, then, that
k> 1. Forany 1 <i < k, let S; be the set of all permutations of the integers
1 to 4, and let y € X*. An induction argument, starting from the definition
of F', shows that there exist constants 7; ,; € R such that

ZZ%M F(a,b)0~ yzl _+ H(a,b, )y, (5)

pES; j=1

where y" = (Ym,...,¥n) and H : G x G x B — L(X;R) is defined by

H(a,b, )y = exp(a) (@) (b(x) = a(2)) (4 — af")y.
For any a € G, there exists a K < oo such that

sup||H(a b, )9 V| Lemy < K||b—all?, for all b € B(a,1). (6)

An induction argument on i thus establishes (). A further induction argu-
ment readily shows that exp € C°(G;G).

For any a € G, the linear map exp((ll) : G — G is clearly a toplinear
isomorphism, and so the statement of the proposition follows from the inverse

mapping theorem. O

Remark 2.1. (i) Boundedness is required of members of G so that exp(G)
is open. This is a significant restriction if, for example, B = X = R%.
On the other hand, if p has compact support (and B is its interior)
then boundedness is a very natural condition.

(i1) The results that follow hold true in other scenarios. For example, that
in which X is a compact smooth manifold (possibly of infinite dimen-
sion) supporting a probability measure p. (Cf. [3,14)].) G can also be
replaced by L™ (), but no account is then taken of the topology of X.

3 The manifold of finite measures

Let M be the set of finite measures on B that are mutually absolutely con-
tinuous with respect to u, and have densities of the form,

p=dP/du = exp(a) for some a € G. (7)
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M is covered by the single chart ¢, : M — G, defined by ¢;(P) = exp~(p).
For any a € R\ {1}, let ¢, : M — G be defined as follows:

$a(P) = 1% (exp (55201(P)) — 1) (8)

Proposition 2 shows that the map ¢,04; " is diffeomorphic, and so (¢a, o €
R) is a smooth atlas, each chart of which covers M.

Remark 3.1. The maps ¢, are closely related to Amari’s a-embedding
maps. (See section 2.6 in [1].) The offset —1 is included in (8) so that
bo(it) = 0. This also ensures that ¢, 0 ¢~ o (idg+ —1) : GT — G is Naudts’
g-deformed logarithm (as defined in chapter 7 of [1}]]) with ¢ = (1 + «)/2.

A tangent vector U at P € M is an equivalence class of smooth curves
passing through P: two curves (P(t) € M,t € (—e¢,¢€)) and (Q(t) € M,t €
(—e€, €)) being equivalent at P if P(0) = Q(0) = P and ¢,(P)'(0) = ¢1(Q)’(0).
We denote the tangent space at P by T» M and the tangent bundle by T'M :=
Uper (P, TpM). The latter admits the global charts (&, : TM — GxG, a €
R), where ®,(P,U) = (¢a(P), Ugp,) and, for any differentiable Banach-space-
valued map f: M — Y,

Uf:= f(P)(0) forany P e U. 9)

For any «a, 8 € R, the derivative of the transition map ¢, o qﬁgl is,

(da 0 031) u=exp (%5%a1) -u  where a; = ¢; 0 ¢5'(a). (10)

Remark 3.2. (i) Each of the charts ¢, covers M, and so induces its own
global trivialisation of the tangent bundle; we introduce multiple charts
to enable the definition of different notions of parallel transport on T'M .

(i) The charts ¢_1 and ¢y are particularly important. ¢_q reflects the
inherent linear structure of a set of measures—tangent vectors can be
interpreted in this chart as signed measures. On the other hand, ¢, is
surjective, and so introduces a Lie group structure on M. For P,Q €
M, the product (PQ)y and inverse (P~1)y; are defined as follows:

d(PQ)y = d(QP)y = (p-q)dp and d(P ™Yy =p tdu,  (11)

and the identity element is .



Let I'T'M be the space of smooth sections of T'M. Each of the charts ®,
induces a notion of parallel transport on T'M; tangent vectors in different
fibres of TM, U € TpM and U € T, oM, are a-parallel transports of each
other if Up, = U ¢o. The associated covariant derivative, V* : I'T'M X
I'TM — I'T'M, is that for which ¢, is an affine chart:

%V¢a = UV(ba- (12>

M is V*-flat (or simply a-flat) for all @ € R. The geodesics of V* are curves
of M whose ¢,-representations are straight lines in G.

We can define a weak Riemannian metric (the eztended Fisher-Rao met-
ric) on M via the inclusion ¢o(M) C L*(p): for any U,V € TpM,

{UV)p = (U¢o, Vdo)12(y) = (Uba, Vé-a)r2¢y foralla €R,  (13)

where we have used (I0) in the second step. (This is clearly symmetric and,
since Ugpy = 0 if and only if U = 0, it is also non-degenerate and positive
definite.) As is clear from (I3), if U,V € ToM are obtained by parallel
transport of U,V € TpM, one according V* and the other according to
V™%, then o

(U, V)g =(U,V)p. (14)
In this sense V* and V™~ are dual with respect to the metric. (Being self-
dual, VY is the Levi-Civita covariant derivative associated with the metric.)

As in the finite-dimensional case [1], this relation can be expressed in differ-
ential form: for any U, V, W € I'T'M,

U<V> W> = <V¢On W¢ >L2(u
= (UVoa, Wo_o) 120 + (Voa, UWo_o) 12 (15)
= (VGV, W) +(V, V"W).

The linear relation between the a-covariant derivatives is also retained:
Ve =152yt 4 eyl (16)
This follows from (I0), which shows that

VilVe, = (¢a0¢i)VVE VL,

= (¢a0¢1) VU [(¢a1 06,1 ) IV ,]
= UV, + FUg, - Vo,



3.1 The a-divergences

These are defined as follows. (See section 3.6 in [1].)

D.(P|Q) = Di(@Q|P) (17)
= Eu(01(Q) = 9-1(P)) + (¢-1(P) + 1,01(P) = ¢1(Q)) 2,

and, for a # +1,

Do(P|Q) = TEu(¢-1(P) = 6a(P)) + 2 Eu(-1(Q) — 6-4(Q))
—(0a(P), 9-a(Q)) 12 (18)

It easily follows that, for any o € R, D_,(P | Q) = D,(Q | P) and

Do(P|Q) +D-o(P|Q) = (¢a(P) = ¢a(Q), d-a(P) = ¢-a(Q)) 2. (19)

Together with Proposition 1] the representations (I7) and (I8]) show that
D, € C®°(M x M;R). The first derivative and mixed second derivative are
as follows (where U € TpM and V € ToM)

UDa( ’ ‘ Q) = <¢—a(P) - ¢—a(Q)u U¢a>L2(u)

(20)
UVD.(-|-) = —(Uda,Vd_a)r2()-

In finite-dimensional information geometry, the extended Fisher metric and
a-covariant derivative can be defined through derivatives of the a-divergence,
an approach originally suggested in [§]. If § : S — R? is a global chart for
the finite-dimensional manifold S, and (0, ...,0;) are the associated basis
vectors for the tangent space at point P, then the coordinate form of the
extended Fisher metric is as follows:

95(P) = 0.0)r =~ D )07y (2D

Setting Q = P in the second equation in (20), and using (I3]), we see that
(U,VYp=—UVD,(-]|), justifying the definition of (-, -)p in (I3).
The Christoffel symbols for V* on S are defined as follows:

0o 90 0

Iy (P) = —g™(P) oy @@Da(ﬁ‘l(y) 107 ()], ()

ij

(22)

where g" is the matrix inverse of g;;. (See section 3.2 in [I].) If this mixed
third derivative of D, is identically zero for a specific coordinate system,
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then the latter is affine for V¢, and S is a-flat. In the context of the infinite-
dimensional manifold M, a straightforward calculation shows that

Da(6:'10)3%) =0 for all a € ¢u(M), (23)

a,a

which justifies the definition of V* in (I2)).
The relation (3] is part of a fuller duality (developed for the finite-
dimensional case in section 3.3 of [1]).

Proposition 3.1. For any o € R:
(i) the set ¢o(M) is convez;
(ii) the map Do(d5'| Q) : do(M) — R is strictly conver;
(iii) for any a € ¢_o(M),
D_o(¢Za(a)|Q) = b () {{a—=¢-a(Q),0 — a(Q)) 2
~Da(d5'(0) | Q) }

and the unique mazimiser is ¢ 0 ¢_%(a).

(24)

Proof. Part (i) is trivial when o = 1 since ¢;(M) = G. Suppose, then,
that @« € R\ {1}. For any distinct Py, P, € M, and any ¢t € (0,1), let
a; = (1 = t)¢a () + too(P1); then we can define

—a 2/(1-a —a —a 2/(1-a)
P = (1+17at) f=a) _ ((1—15)]981 )/2+tp§1 )/2) .

Since the infimum (over x € B) of the term in brackets on the right-hand
side here is strictly positive, log p; is well defined and bounded. p; is thus the
density of a measure P, € M, and ¢, (P;) = a;, which completes the proof of
part (i). It follows from (20) that

Da(QS;l | Q)((ll)u = <¢—a o ¢;1(a) - ¢—o¢(Q)> u>L2(u)>
and so, according to (I0),
Da(ty' | Q) (u,v) = By exp(ags 0 ¢ (a) - u - v.

This completes the proof of part (ii), since the right-hand side is strictly
positive whenever u = v # 0.



Let a € ¢p_o(M), and let f : ¢o(M) — R be defined as follows:

f(b) = <a - ¢—a(Q)a b— ¢a(Q)>L2(u) - Da(QS;l(b) | Q)a
then, according to (20),
S = {a = 6-a(Q), uhrag — (P00 031 (b) = D-a(Q), 1) 2
= <a - ¢—a o ¢;1(b>7 u>L2(,u)-

This is zero for all v € G if and only if b = ¢, 0 ¢_.(a), in which case

f(b) = <¢—a(P) - ¢—a(Q)>¢a(P) - ¢a(Q)>L2(M) - Da(P | Q)>
where P = ¢~} (a) = ¢-'(b). Part (iii) now follows from (I9). O

«

4 The manifold of probability measures

Let Gp .= {a € G : Eja = 0}, let N := {P € M : P(B) = 1}, and
let ¢,, : N — Gg be the restriction of ¢_; to N. N is a statistical manifold
modelled on Gy, with global mizture chart ¢,,. It is trivially a C*°-embedded
submanifold of M. The tangent bundle, T'N, admits the global chart ®,, :
TN — Gy x Gg, defined by

0y (P, U) = (¢m(P), Um). (25)
We can also define an exponential chart, . : TN — Gy X Gy, as follows:
O (P,U) = (¢(P),U¢.) where ¢ :=¢1 —E,¢1. (26)

¢e is bijective; in fact, for any a € Go, d¢_'(a)/du = exp(a)/E, exp(a).
Furthermore, Proposition 2-Ishows that ¢, o ¢! is diffeomorphic. We define
the Fisher-Rao metric on N to be the restriction of the metric of section [3]
to N; for any U,V € TpN,

(UV)p = (Ud1,Vo_1)r2y = (U(de + Eud1), V) L2

(27)
= <U¢ea V¢m>L2(,u) .

M and N are connected by the normalisation map v : M — N (v(P) =
P/P(B)) and the inclusion map, 1 : N — M. The associated tangent maps,
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Tv and T, have particularly simple representations in terms of the charts
®; and P.:
d.0oTvod Y a,u) = (a—E,a,u—E,u)

) (28)
Qi0Trod,  (b,v) = (b—1logE,exp(b),v —Epv),

where Ep is expectation with respect to P = ¢ (b). For any P € N,
U e TPM and V € TPN

<U,V>p = <U¢1,V¢ >L2(M <TPI/U§Z56—|—E Uqbl,ngﬁm)Lz

(29)
= (TpvUde, Vom)12(u) = (TpvU, V) p,

and so TprU is the projection of U onto TpN in the extended Fisher-Rao
metric. More generally, T'v effects 1-parallel transport from P € M to v(P) €
N, followed by projection onto T,pyN.

We are now in a position to project the covariant derivatives V¢ of (I2I)
onto T'N. For any U,V € I'T'N, we define Vi;V € I'T'N as follows:

AV =Tvo®,  (¢a, UVey,). (30)
Proposition 4.1. For any a € R and any U,V € I'T'N,

(IXJVQSE = UV¢6 [(U¢e EPU¢E) : (V¢e - EPV¢€)
- M(U¢e - EPU¢E) . (V¢e - EPVQSE)} .

Proof. Let W, € I'T'M be defined by W,¢, = UV¢,. According to (I0)
and (2§)), for any P € N,

(31)

Wa(P)gr = (61005 U (000675 (010 67)00v|

= exp (—al) -U [eXp (—CL1) (Ve - EPVG)}
= U(v.—Epv,) +1 =5*U¢ - (ve — Epve)
= U( Ve — EPVE) + 120( Ue EPue) ’ (Ve - EPV@)’

where u, := U¢,, v. := Vo, and a; = ¢1(P). Now VGV = (v,v,)(W,),
and so ViyVo, = Woo1 — E, W ¢, which completes the proof. O

Setting @ = 1 in (B1l), we see that N is 1-flat and that ¢, is an affine
chart for V. Furthermore, since ¢,,(N) = ¢_1(N) = ¢_1(M) N Gy, it is
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clear that N is also —1-flat and that ¢,, is an affine chart for V=!. N is thus
dually flat. Tts —1-flatness arises from the trivial nature of its embedding
in M when expressed in terms of the chart ¢_;; this is the natural linear
embedding of a set of probability measures in a set of finite measures. Its
1-flatness is associated with its Lie group structure: for any P,Q) € N, the
product (PQ)x and inverse (P~')y are defined as follows:

(PQ)x = (QP)ny =v((PQ)y) and (P~h)y =v((P™")u), (32)

and the identity element is p. The multiplication operator here is the “data
fusion” operator of Bayesian estimation. Let X : Q@ — X be a random
variable with distribution p, defined on a probability space (€2, F,P). For
1=1,2, let Y; : Q@ — Y, be X-conditionally independent random variables
taking values in measure spaces (Y;, );, A;), such that Pyxy, < u® \; (where
Pxy;, is the joint distribution of X and Y;). In this scenario, it is possible to
construct reqular conditional probability distributions for X given Y7, Y5 and
(Y1,Y2). (See section 1 in [16].) Denoting these Pi(w), Pa(w) and Pja(w)
(and assuming that Y] and Y, are such that they lie in N), it can be shown
that ]P)(PLQ = (P1P2)N) =1.

It follows from (31]) that an a-geodesic of N is a smooth curve P satisfying
the differential equation

0e(P)" = =152 [(6e(P)' = Ep¢e(P))? — Ey(¢c(P) — Epde(P))?].  (33)

The Fenchel-Legendre duality of Proposition [3.1]is preserved on N, in which
context the dual variables ¢, and ¢_; are replaced by ¢. and ¢,,.

5 Manifolds of smooth densities

In this section we consider the sequences of manifolds (M* k € Nj) and
(N*.k € Np), as developed in sections B and @, making explicit their de-
pendence on the number of derivatives in the definition of G (= G*). By
developing projective limits of these sequences, we define Fréchet manifolds
of measures having smooth densities with respect to u. The manifold of finite
measures in this context, and its model space, are as follows:

M = Nyen, M*¥ and G =), G*- (34)

Let p* : G — GF be the inclusion map. G is a Fréchet space, whose topology
is generated by the sequence of norms (||p*||gk, k € Np).

12



We denote the exponential map of section 2 by exp”, and its restriction
to G by exp. The latter is Leslie differentiable [12], with derivative dexp,u =
exp(a) - u, in the sense that, for any a € G, the map R : R x G — G, with

t~1(exp(a + tu) —exp(a)) —exp(a) -u if t #0
R(t,u) ::{ 0 (exp( ) p(a)) p(a) 120, (35)

is continuous at (0,u) for every u € G. The study of the Leslie differentia-
bility properties of a map between Fréchet spaces (including the regularity
of its derivatives, considered as maps into spaces of continuous linear maps)
becomes substantially easier if the map in question is the projective limit of
a system of maps between Banach spaces [7], as is the case with exp.

For any 0 < j < k < oo, let p* : G* — G’ be the (continuous linear)
inclusion map. The system (G*,p" 0 < j < k < 00) is a projective system
with factor spaces G* and connecting morphisms p*i. The projective limit of
this system is the following subset of the cartesian product II := [];~, G*:

LGk—{a a',..)el:pHa" =d/ forall 0<j <k <oo}. (36)

In this particular example, the map LG’“ > (pla, pla,...) — a € G is a
toplinear isomorphism, and so we can identify @Gk with G. The inclusion

map p* : G — G* then plays the role of the canonical projection [7].

Suppose that (F*¥ 0% 0 < j < k < o0) is another projective system of
Banach spaces with projective limit F. The sequence (f* : GF — F*¥ k € Ny)
is a projective system of maps if

ofifk = fipki forall 0 < j < k < oo. (37)

The projective limit of this system is f : G — F, defined by f(a) =
(f°@a), f(a),...). If each f*is (Fréchet) differentiable then f is Leslie differ-
entiable, and its derivative can be associated with a projective limit of those

of f¥. (See Proposition 2.3.11 in [7].) The appropriate projective system of
derivatives is (Af* : GF — H*(G;F), k € Ny), where

Af* = () £ D), (38)

p p

and H*(G;T) is the following subset of the cartesian product of spaces of
continuous linear maps:

k
H*(G;F) = {(AO, A e JTLGHF) o/ = N i< J’} (39)

1=0
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(This is a closed subspace of the product space occurring in its definition,
and so is a Banach space. See the proof of Theorem 2.3.10 in [7].) The factor
spaces H*(G; ) are connected by the morphisms h*/ : H*(G; F) — H7(G;TF),

RN Ny = (A0, ), g <k,

and so constitute a projective system of Banach spaces. The associated
projective limit is toplinear isomorphic with H(G;F) (defined by the ob-
vious variant of (39)), and the map ¢ : H(G;F) — L(G;F), defined by
eAONL ) = @Ak = (A% Alpl,..)), is continuous linear. See Theo-
rem 2.3.10 in [7]. (The space of continuous linear maps here, L(G;F), is
endowed with the toplogy of uniform convergence on bounded sets.) The
fact that H(G;F) is a projective limit of Banach spaces is central to estab-
lishing the regularity of the Leslie derivative d f. If each f* is smooth then
df : G — L(G;TF) is Leslie smooth. (See Propositions 2.3.11, 2.3.12 in [7].)

Applying these ideas to the exponential maps exp” and their inverses, we
see that the projective limit exp is Leslie diffeomorphic, and all its derivatives
(together with those of its inverse) are smooth maps from G to appropriate
spaces of continuous linear maps.

M is a manifold of finite measures on B with smooth densities (with
respect to ) of the form exp(a) where a € G. It is covered by the single
chart ¢;(P) := exp !(p), where p = dP/dp. For any o € R\ {1}, we can
define a chart ¢, : M — G as in (§). The transition maps pso ;! are Leslie
diffeomorphic, and their derivatives d(¢g o ¢;') : ¢po(M) — L(G;G) are
smooth maps. The tangent space at base point P € M can be defined in the
usual way: U € TpM is an equivalence class of smooth curves (P(t) € M,t €
(—¢, €)) passing through P at ¢t = 0. (Such a curve is the projective limit of
the sequence of Fréchet smooth curves (i*P,k € Ny), where +* : M — MF
is the inclusion map. See Remark 3.1.9 in [ ].) The tangent bundle, T'M,
admits the global charts ®q(P,U) = (¢o(P ), U ¢a), where for any Leslie
differentiable, Fréchet-space-valued map f: M — Y,

Uf = f(P)Y(0)=d(fo¢, Y\Upy forany Pc U, acR.

The Fisher-Rao metric is defined as in ([I3]).

We can now define a special class of smooth vector fields of M — those
whose ®,-representations are projective limits of smooth maps between the
Banach spaces G*. Let S be the following set of sequences:

S:{(nkGNo,k‘ENQ) tng < Ny, supnkz—l—oo}, (40)
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and note that, for any n € S, (G™, p™™, 0 < j <k < o0)isa prOJectlve
system of Banach spaces with projective hmlt G. For some n € S, let (u”

GF — G™, k € Np) be a projective system of smooth maps, with pl"OJeCtlve
limit @ : G — G. We regard tio¢; as being the ®;-representation of a smooth
vector field U (Ug; := @10 ¢1). We denote the set of all such projective-limit
smooth vector fields T yTM. This has a linear structure, in which the sum
of (uf : G¥ — G"*) and (v* : GF — G™*), for m,n € S, is the projective
system (w* := poleu? 4 pmileyk o GF — G%), where 1 := min{my, n}.

Remark 5.1. T, TM is strictly smaller than TTM - it does not contain
the vector field with ®,-representation i(a) = ar(a,0), for example, where
r is the usual metric on G. However, it does contain many useful vector
fields occurring in the theory of partial differential equations. For example, if
X = R? then the second-order differential operator 9*/0x;0x; lifts to a vector
field in T,y T M, whose associated projective system of functions (u*) involves
the sequence (n;, = max{0,k — 2}, k € Ny) € S.

Proposition 5.1. Let i : G — G be as defined above, and let (f* : G¥ —
F*) be a projective system of smooth maps, as described in (37). Then the
sequence of maps

< ;’k(ll)pnkluk :GF = F', [ = min{k,n;}, k € NO> (41)

is a projective system, with projective limit dfu, and U(f o ¢) = dfu o ¢;.

Proof. For any 0 < j < k < oo, let [ := min{k,n;} and m := min{j,n;}.
Differentiating the projective relation o™ f! = f™p'™ we obtain

O'lmfl’(l) — fmv(l)plm'

plm

Restricting the base-point from G' to G*, and applying the resulting linear
map to p*!u”, we obtain

O_lmf;,k(ll “kluk _ f ns )pnkm k __ (fpﬂjlngl)pnjm ) pkj’

which establishes the projective property. The projective limit is

(fl(l)(;(l)ploﬁa 11’(1)p111_1, .. ) = dfﬁ>

P Pl
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where 1 := min{k,n;}. NB. The fact that sup,n; = +oo ensures that
the sequence here is adequate to define the projective limit, even though its
terms constitute only a subsequence of those in dfu. Let P € U(P); then

fJ(P)(fo le) = (fo le(P)),(O) = dffj(P)gEl = dfl_l © le(p),
which completes the proof. O

Suppose that V € T',;TM is defined by the projective system of smooth
maps (vF : G¥ — G™*, k € Ny) for some m € S. By applying Proposition
B1to the projective system (¢™* o (¢7**)"LovF : GF — G™*(=: F¥)), we can

define the a-covariant derivative on M: V%ngl = W o ¢, where
W =d(¢10¢,")d(d(¢q0 7" )V)u =dvu+ 52V - @ (42)
The ®,-representation W is the projective limit of a system of maps (W* :
G* — G, k € Np), where (i = min{my,n;, my,, }, k£ € Ny) € S, and so
VgV elnTM. B
The remaining constructions in sections Bl and (] carry over to M without
difficulty. Key points to note are as follows.

e The smoothness of the a-divergences on M follows from their smooth-
ness on M*, and that of the inclusion map ¢*. The connections between
the metric/covariant derivatives and D,, are retained.

e The restriction of the domains of Fenchel-Legendre transform of Propo-
sition Bl to M is trivial.

e The statistical manifold N is defined in the obvious way. It is trivially
a Leslie C**-embedded submanifold of M since its ¢_j-representation
is a subspace of that of M

e An a-geodesic of N is a smooth curve P whose projection 1FP satisfies
[B3) for all k. (a-geodesics of M, and +1-geodesics of N are, of course,
straight lines in appropriate charts.)
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