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ABSTRACT

This paper analyzes the convergence for a class of Riemannian stochastic approxi-
mation (SA) schemes, designed to tackle optimization problems on Riemannian
manifolds. We consider SA schemes which use either the exponential map of the
considered manifold or retraction maps used as a proxy for the exponential map.
The relaxation to retraction maps is of considerable interest since in many problems
the computation of the exponential map is either costly or even untractable. Our
results are derived under mild assumptions. First, our results are global in the
sense that we do not assume iterates to be a-priori bounded. Second, we allow the
presence of a bias in SA schemes. To be more specific, we consider the case where
the mean-field function can only be estimated up to a bias, and/or the case in which
the samples are drawn from a controlled Markov chain. Third, the assumptions on
retractions required to ensure convergence of the related SA schemes are weak and
are satisfied in many settings. We illustrate our findings on applications to principal
component analysis and Riemannian barycenter problems.

1 Introduction

This paper is concerned with the root finding problem on a smooth Riemannian manifold ©:
find 6 € © satisfying h(f) =0y, where h(0) = / Hy(x)dmg(x) , ()
X

such that h : © — TO is a smooth vector field, called the mean vector field, for any § € ©, 7y is a
distribution over (X, X') and H : © x X — TO is a bimeasurable function satisfying for any 6 € O,
Hy : X — Ty©. This framework includes stochastic optimization problems related to a smooth (but
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possibly non-convex even in the geodesic sense) objective function f : © — R*, with h = grad f,
where grad is the Riemannian gradient operator. Problem (1) arises in many applications such as
principal component analysis (PCA) and the computation of geometric barycenter [30, 4].

Our objective is to study Riemannian stochastic approximation (SA) schemes to compute an approx-
imate solution of (1). In the case where the geodesic curves on © can be explicitly computed, the
Riemannian SA scheme is defined through the recursion: for n € N,

9n+1 - EXP9 {nn—i-lH@n(Xn—i-l)} 5 (2)

where Exp, is the exponential map at 0., (X1 )nen- is a sequence of independent random variables
in (X, X) such that X, has distribution 7, for any n € N*, and (11,,)»en~ is a sequence of positive
stepsizes. The recursion (2) is a natural extension of the Robbms Monro algorithm originally applied
on the Euclidean setting [32], where Exp,(y) = 6 + y for any 6,y € R%.

A number of results have been reported for Riemannian SA (2) under the stochastic gradient (SG)
setting where h = grad f [21]. The pioneering work of [8] established the asymptotic convergence
of (2) to a critical point using martingale techniques adapted from [7, 24, 9]. Later, [41, 40, 42]
provided non-asymptotic analysis under the assumption that the objective function f is geodesically
convex (g-convex), and that all the iterates remains in a compact subset of ©. Another related work
is [38] which studied a retraction based averaging scheme and showed a central limit theorem for
(2). Analysis of Riemannian SA for non-convex objective has been addressed in [20]. However,
they require a strong assumption on the retraction map, the objective function and the manifold. We
also mention that a few other papers deal with deterministic optimization on Riemannian manifold
and the convergence to local minimum in non-convex settings [11, 36, 15], or applying Nesterov’s
acceleration [3] for g-convex functions. To deal with relatively general conditions on the mean-field
h, [34] analyzed stochastic recursion schemes adapting the well-known ODE method in [7, 24] to the
Riemannian setting to show asymptotic convergence where © is compact.

The present paper considers several relaxations of the scheme defined by (2). First, we assume that
(X, )nen+ is a Markov chain whose transition is controlled by the current value of the parameter.
Second, we deal with the use of retraction operators in place of the exponential map in the recursion
(2). At last, we allow for the non-SG setting when h # grad f as well as asymptotic errors in
the numerical evaluations of H, which results in a potentially biased vector field in (2). Note that
the non-SG setting is common for SA: examples include, among many others, online Expectation
Maximization algorithms [12] and policy gradient [6]. In this sense, our work is in line with recent
studies of SA in the Euclidean setting for minimizing non-convex objective function in the controlled
Markov chain setting under relaxed conditions on the mean-field h, see e.g. [18, 10, 23] and the
references therein. Our contributions are:

* We perform a global convergence analysis of a biased geodesic Riemannian SA scheme without
assuming a bounded domain for the iterates (6,,),cn nor g convexity. Under this relaxed setting,
the iterates of the geodesic SA scheme satisfy E[||h(0;, )HeI ] = O(boo +log n/+/n), where by

is the asymptotic bias of the vector field H and I, is a discrete random variable supported on
{1,...,n}. We cover settings when the noise is a sequence of martingale increments or stems
from a controlled Markovian dynamics, see Theorem 4 & 6.

* We consider Riemannian SA schemes with first or second order retraction. Note that retraction
operators have met great success in practice (see e.g. [2]) since they are computationally cheaper
to evaluate. Similar to the geodesic scheme, our methods find an O (b, + log n/+/n)-stationary
point in n iterations in expectation, see Theorem 11 & 12. We illustrate on several examples that
the required conditions on the retraction function hold.

* We consider example applications on PCA and geometric barycenter, for which we show that the
required convergence conditions are satisfied.

Notations For any two sequences of real numbers (u,,)nen and (v, )nen, we write u, = O(vy,)
when there exist ng € N and My € R such that for any n > no, |u,| < Mov,. If u, = O(vy,)
and v, = O(u,), we write u, = Q(v,,). If p = ™ — p~ is a signed measure over a measurable
space (E, A), where u* and p~ are non-negative measures, called the positive and negative part of
u, define the total variation ||u||Tv = pt(E) + p~ (E). For any d € N*, 1, is the identity matrix
of size d x d. We denote the tangent space of © at 6 by Ty© and its tangent bundle TO. If ©( and
©; are two smooth manifolds, for any smooth function f : ©y — ©1, we denote its derivative by
Df : TOy — TO;. The Riemannian metric on O is denoted by g but for ease of notation and if
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there is no risk of confusion, for any 6 € O, u,v € TyO, we should denote gy (u,v) = (u, v), and
go(u,u) = ||u|\§ Let V be the Levi-Civita connection of the metric g on © (see Appendix E.2).
consider: T} , : T(¢,)© — T (¢,)© stands for the parallel transport associated to the Levi-Civita

connection along a curve y : I — © from y(¢o) to y(¢1). In the interest of space, we leave detailed
definitions and generalities on Riemannian geometry to Appendix E.

2 Geodesic Stochastic Approximation Schemes

Let (X, X, P, (Fy)nen) be a filtered probability space and consider (X, ),en+, an (Fy,)nen-adapted
stochastic process. The present paper studies stochastic approximation (SA) sequences (6,)nen,
used as approximate solutions of (1), starting from 6, € © and defined by the recursion

9n+1 - Expf)n {ﬂn+1 (Hen (XTL+1) + ban (Xn-‘rl))} 5 (3)

where H is given in (1), b : © x X — TO is a bi-measurable function satisfying for any 6 € ©,
bg : X = Typ0O, and (N, )nen- is a sequence of positive stepsizes. Compared to the recursion given
in the introduction (2), by, (X,,+1) is an additional bias term used to explicitly model cases when h
cannot be evaluated no matter how we sample.

We discuss some basic assumptions to be used throughout this paper. First, we ensure that the
exponential map Exp is well defined over T® with the following condition (for a definition of the
Riemannian exponential mapping, see Appendix E.5).

Al. O is a geodesically complete Riemannian manifold of dimension d € N*.

In addition, we assume the existence of a Lyapunov function V for the vector field h.
A2. There exists a continuously differentiable function V : © — R satisfying:

(a) There exist constants ¢, cqy,C > 0 such that for any 6 € ©,
e |hO)lly < co — (grad V(0),h(0))y ,  llerad V(8)ll, <[ (O)]], -

(b) The Riemannian gradient grad 'V (see Appendix E.8) is geodesically L-Lipschitz, i.e. there exists
L > 0 such that for any 0y, 6, € ©, and geodesic curvey : [0,1] — © between 0y and 0,

lgrad V(61) — Ty grad V(6o)ly, < LL(Y) S
where £(y) = ||V(0)]o, is the length of the geodesic.

The first inequality in (a) is a Lyapunov condition (see [25]), and the constant ¢, underlines a mismatch
between the orientations of the mean-field and the gradient of the Lyapunov function. In addition,
A2-(a) implies ||h(0)]|, < C1 |lgrad V(0)||, + C2 for any § € ©, for some constants C, Co > 0.
Meanwhile, (b) is satisfied if V has a continuous Riemannian Hessian Hess V() : Tp© — Tp© with
a bounded operator norm for all # € ©, see Lemma 27 in Appendix E.9. Overall, conditions (a) and
(b) ensure the stability of the recursion (3) as they imply that / is sublinear, i.e., for any 6y, 6; € O,
there exists C' > 0 such that for any geodesic curve vy : [0, 1] — © between 6, 61, it holds since T?)/1
is an isometry by [27, Proposition 5.5-(f)], [|k(61)(|5, < C1 [lgrad V/(61)][, + C2 < C3(£(y) + 1),
for C's > 0. Importantly, A1-A2 allow us to generalize the descent lemma to the Riemannian setting,
as follows (see [41]).

Lemma 1. Assume Al, A2-(b) hold. For any 0,61 € © and geodesic curvey : [0,1] — © between
907 91;
[V (61) = V(0o) — (grad V(65),¥(0))y, | < LE(v)?/2.

Proof. For completeness, the proof is given in Appendix A.1. O

This derivation is crucial for our proofs, and exists in different settings in the literature, e.g. [1,
Lemma 7.4.7], which differs with this result because Lemma 1 holds for any geodesic curves, and is
not limited to the length-minimizing ones. Finally, we assume that the bias term in (3) is uniformly
bounded.

A3. There exists a constant boo such that sup g ,)coxx |1bo(2)[lg < boo-
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We provide non-asymptotic guarantees for the geodesic SA scheme (3) to find an (approximate)
stationary point. Roughly, these results ensure the ability of the scheme (3) to produce an estimator
0 € © based on {0;,...,0,}, satisfying E[||h(6) ||3] < € + ¢boo, for a given target precision € > 0
and if n is large enough. More precisely, the estimator that we consider in this paper is the I,,-th

iterate 0y , where I,, is a random variable independent of 6y and F,,, with distribution, for any
¢eA{0,...,n},

Pl =€) = (X0 Mit1) Mo - )
To simplify notation in our subsequent discussions, define for any n € N and p > 1,
n 1
M =Siomh,  Da=T3).

To gain intuition on the analysis for geodesic SA scheme (2), let us present a simple proof in a
simplified setting.

Proposition 2. Consider the sequence (0,)nen defined by the deterministic version of (2),
i.e. Hy(xz) = h(8) and bg(z) = 0 for any x € X and 8 € ©. Assume Al-A2 and sup,cy- N < ¢,/ L.
Then, for any n € N we have,

E[lh(01,)173,,] < 2¢7 {V (00) = V(On+1)}/Trsr +2¢1 '3 (6)
where I,, has distribution defined by (5).
Proof. The analysis here is a consequence of Lemma 1. For any k£ > 0 and ¢ € [0, 1], we observe that

the geodesic segment y(¥)(t) = Expy, (tnx1h(0x)) satisfies ¥ (0) = ny41h(0)) and £(yF)) =
Nk+1 [17(0k)]lg, 5 see [27, Corollary 5.6-(b)]. Applying Lemma 1 yields,

[V (0r41) = V(0r) — Nk (grad V(6k), h(0k)),, | < (L/2)6(y*))2

= (Ink41/2) 110605, -
Using A2-(a), we obtain for any k € N*

SrooMeriler — (L/2Mken) 1005, < V(00) = V(Brs1) + el - (7
Setting the step size as sup,en- Me < ¢1/L and using (5), we obtain by integrating with respect to
1, the result (6). O]

In the case were ¢, = 0 in A2-(a) and taking a constant step size 1, = ¢, /L, Proposition 2 implies
that E[||h(0r,)[13, 1= O(1/n).

We now consider the the actual geodesic SA scheme (3). Define
eg(x) = Ho(z) — h(0) . 8)

Note that for any = € X, 6 — eg(x) is a vector field on © corresponding to the noise in the estimation
of the mean field h. By Lemma 1 and arguments paralleling those used to derive (7), we show

Lemma 3. Assume Al, A2. Setting AM;, = (grad V(0y), eo, (Xk+1))0, for any k € N, we have
foranyn € N* and ¢ > 0,
n — 2
S oh—oMkt1(cr — BL/2)Mky1 — ) [|R(6k) [y,
n 2
< Y h—o M+ 1AM + (3L/2) 320 _o M4 lleo, (Xk+1)llo,
n — 2
+V(00) + coTn1 + Do Mes1 {(48) ™ + (BL/2Miy1 } [|bo, (Xiv1)llg, -

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix A.2. O

The terms in the right-hand side of the inequality given by Lemma 3 correspond to different sources
of error that we can identify. First, the two terms " Np+1AMj and > 7., [les, (Xp+1) sz
come from the noise vector field, in the first and second-order approximation given by Lemma 1 re-
spectively. The other term gathers the different sources of bias. More specifically, V' (6y) corresponds
to the initial conditions, c,I', 41 is introduced by the constant ¢, underlied in A2-(a) and the last term
results from the bias on the measures of the mean-field function.
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With a sufficiently small step size, the left-hand side in the inequality above can be lower
bounded by Y ;_Mkt1 ||h(9k)||§k. Meanwhile, the right-hand side can be controlled if
SUP,en o peo Nk+1E[AM]] < +00. To control this term, we consider two different settings.

MD1 (Martingale Setting). The sequence (eg, (Xn+1))nen is a martingale difference sequence with

respect to the filtration (Fp)nen, i.e. Eleg, (Xn+1)|Fn] = 0 for any n € N*. Also, there exist
03,02 < 400 such that for any n € N*, E|||eg,, (Xn+1)||gn|]:n] <o} + o} Hh(Qn)Hgn.

Under MD1, we note that E[>"}'_ Nx+1AMy] = 0 in Lemma 3 and thus the following result can be

easily obtained:
Theorem 4. Assume AI-A2-A3-MDI. Consider (0y) e defined by (3). If supen+ Nk < ¢1/(6L(1+

02)), then for any n € N*,
E[IA(0r,)13,, ] < (eiTus1) ™ {2E1V(00)] + 3L(3 + 02)T 2, }
+2(boo/c1)? + 2 /¢y
where I, has distribution defined by (5) and is independent of (Xj)gen-

Proof. The proof of Theorem 4 is postponed to Appendix A.3. O

We notice that the result is similar to (6) for a deterministic scheme, with additional constants related
to the variance oy and bias b,

To control the term Ff—i)-l’ it is desirable to select a nonincreasing step size. When the step size is

ng = 0/(k + A)«, for some O, A > 0 and o € (0, 1], Theorem 4 shows that E[||h(6;,) \zln] <

R(O, N, a,n) + 2(boot/cy)? + 2¢5 /¢, where R(T, A\, o, n) = O(1/n1=)) for a € (0,1/2) U
(1/2,1), R(O, A\, 1/2,n) = O(log(n)/+/n) and R(O, A, 1,n) = O(log(n)~1).

We now turn to the Markovian setting.

MAL1 (Markovian Setting). There exists a Markov kernel P on (© X X) X X such thatfor anyn € N
and bounded and measurable function ¢ : X — Ry, Elp(X,1)|F,] = [y o(y) Py, (Xn,dy).
In addition, for any 0 € O, Py admits a unique invariant distribution Ty sattsfymg h(9) =

fog d’/Tg( )

Consider a measurable function w : X — [1, +00) and the following additional condition.

MA2 (w). The Markov kernel P and the measurable function w satisfy the following conditions.
(a) There exists ex, > 0 such that for any © € X, supgee |leg(7)[lo < esow/?(z).

(b) There exists Cy, > 1 such that supcy E [w(Xg41)] < Ch.

(c) Forany 0 € ©, there exists a measurable function é : © x X — TO satisfying for any r € X,
0 €0, éy(x) € TyO, and

éofa) = [ Pato.dy)éaly) = ealo) ©
X
Moreover; there exists és, > 0 such that forany 0 € ©, x € X ||ég(z) o < ésow?(2).

(d) There exists Lz > 0 such that for any 6,6, € O, x € X and geodesic curve y : [0,1] — ©
between 0y and 0,

[ Pntenn ) - 15| [ Puteanen)| < zettee).

01

We shall discuss the setting which implies MAA2. Note that (a) is a mild assumption on a ©-uniform
control (uniformly on the manifold) of the noise; (b) is automatically satisfied if w is bounded; (c)
assumes the existence of solutions to the Poisson equation (9), which can be established if the Markov
kernel Py is w-geometrically for any € ©. In addition, it is also required that &y (for fixed ) to
be uniformly bounded by w'/2. Finally, assumption (d) is implied by smoothness conditions on the
Markov kernel and the noise with respect to the SA parameter 6. Here is a specific statement of the
previous discussion.
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Proposition 5. Assume Al, MAI. The assumption MA2(w) holds if one of the following is true:

(a) Forany 0 € ©, Py is uniformly ergodic with constant uniform in 0, i.e. it has a unique stationary
distribution g and there exist ep € (0,1) and Cp > 0 such that for any 0 € ©, x,2' € X, and
k €N, [[8.Pf — 84 Pf|lrv < Cp(1 —ep)¥. In addition sup,cx gco lleo(z)||, < +00 and there
exists C > 0 such that for any 0y, 0, € ©, © € X and geodesic curve vy : [0,1] — © between 0y and
61,

182 P, — 82 Paollrv < CLY) ,  llea, (x) — Tgyeq,(2)llg, < CUy) - (10)

(b) For any 0 € ©, Py = P, where P is a Markov kernel on X x X. Moreover, there exists
w: X = [1,400), A € (0,1), by, > 0 such that for any x € X, Pw(z) < Aw(z) 4 by Lc(x) where
C € X is a small set for P. In addition, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any x € X,
Supgeo |leo(7)]ly < Cwl/?(x) and for any 0y,6, € ©, x € X and geodesic curve y : [0,1] — ©
between 0y and 6,

llea, (x) — Treq, (2)lly, < CLUY)W?(x) . (11)
Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix A.4. O

In the case w is not bounded, we need to consider the following condition which is automatically

satisfied if © is compact, which is the case for the Grassmann manifold for example.
A4. There exist hoo > 0 such that supgcg ||h(6) |y < hoo.

We obtain the following result for geodesic SA scheme with Markovian noise:

Theorem 6. Assume Al-A2-A3-MAI-MA2(w) hold for some measurable function w : X — [1, 4+00).
Assume in addition either w is bounded or A4. Let (Ng)ken+ be a sequence of stepsizes, aq,as > 0
satisfying sup,cn- Nk < ¢1/(4(3L/2 + De)) and

sup (N1 /Me} <1, sup (/M1 <@, sup {ng — | /i) < az (12)
keN® keN® keN
Consider (0y,)ren defined by (3). Then for any n € N*,
E 18011, | < 2{EV(00)] + Cn) + CeTE1 } /(@ Tni1) +2(boct/ey)* + 2ea/cs

where I, € {0, ...,n} is independent of F,, and with distribution defined by (5) and the constants
C(M1), De and C; are given by (29), (30) and (31) in the appendix.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 6 is postponed to Appendix A.S. [

When the step size is 1, = O/ (k + A), for some O, A > 0 and « € (0, 1], the same conclusions
of Theorem 4 can be drawn again.

3 General Retraction SA Schemes

The previous section focused on the geodesic schemes (3) that require performing the Riemannian
exponential map Exp at each iteration. Evaluating the Exp map is often computationally challenging.
An alternative is to use a retraction map Ret : TO — ©. The main focus of this section is to analyze
a retraction SA scheme:

0n+1 = Ret«‘)n {T]n+1 (Hf)n (Xn+1) + b0n (Xn+1))} , N E N ) (13)

given the initialization 6y € ©, and Rety stands for the restriction of Ret to TyO, 8 € ©. We first
discuss the properties of retraction operators with some examples below.

3.1 Retraction and Quantitative Estimates of the Retraction Error

For any 6 € ©, we denote Cut(f) C © as the cut locus of 6 (see Appendix E.5). The following
assumptions are made on the retraction maps of interest:
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Rl. (i) Forany 0 € ©, Rety(09) = 60, where Qg is the zero element of Ty© and DRety(0g) = Id.
(ii) For any (0,u) € TO, Retg(u) ¢ Cut(h).

(iii) © is a homogeneous Riemannian manifold (see Appendix E.7) with isometry group G and for
any g € G, (0,u) € TO, g-Retg(u) = Retg.g(g - u), where g-0 = g(8) and g - w = Dgg(u) is a
vectorin'T ., ©.

R1-(ii) ensures that the inverse exponential map is defined on Rety(Ty©). Thus, the following
function is well defined:
®y = Exp, ' oRety : Tg© — TgO , (14)

which defines a bundle map ® : TO — TO. This mapping allows us to precisely measure the quality
of the approximation of the exponential map by the retraction through quantitative bounds on the
retraction error map ®y — Idg on TyO. Note that in the special case when Ret = Exp, we have
@y = Idy, and the retraction error map is the null function.

RI-(i) roughly implies by a Taylor expansion that || ®g(u) — ullg < ||u||g, for (6, u) € TO. However
as we shall see in the analysis, to ensure convergence of SA using retraction maps, we need to
establish a tighter bound, i.e. ||®g(u) — ullp < ||u\|g, for (,u) € TO, > 2. It boils down to
showing that the first non-zero term in the Taylor expansion is of order higher than one. To obtain
such a result, we consider the following assumptions, defining regular first-order R2 and second-order
R3 retraction; see [2].

R2. Forany 0 € ©, there exists 1) (0) > 0, such that | D>®¢(tu) [u,u]”e < 2MW0) ||lu
any u € Tg® and t € [0, 1], where the function @y : Ty© — TyO is defined by (14).

R3. Forany 0 € O, the following hold.

(i) Setting y(t) = Retg(tu) fort € R and u € TyO, the initial acceleration of the curve y satisfies
Dyv(0) = 09, where Dy is the covariant derivative along vy (see [27, Theorem 4.24]).

(i) There exists £ (0) > 0, such that || D?® (tu) [u,u,u]Ha < ZA0) ||lu 2,f0r any u € Ty©
and t € [0, 1], where the function ®g : T9© — TyO is defined by (14).

Note R3 does not imply R2 nor vice versa. The following is a consequence of R2 or R3:

Lemma 7. Assume RI and let § € O, it holds

(a) Under R2, |®g(u) — ull, < LN (0)||u||} for any (6,u) € TO.
(b) Under R3, ||®g(u) — ull, < L3 (0)||ul|} for any (8,u) € TO.

2, for

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix B.1. O

We conclude this subsection by illustrating two examples of matrix manifolds with retraction operators
satisfying R1-R2-R3.

Example 8. (d-dimensional sphere S?~!) For © = S~! = {z € R? : ||z|| = 1}, we may take
(0,u) € TS L+ (0 +u)/ |0 + ul| as a retraction map. We show in Appendix B.2 that R1-R2-R3
are satisfied for this example.

Example 9. (Grassmannian manifold Gr,(R%)) Forr € {1,...,d — 1}, let © = Gr,.(R?) be the
set of r-dimensional subspaces over R%. Note that Gr,.(R?) is a compact r x (d — r)-dimensional
manifold [26, Example 21.21]. dimensional manifold, see [26, Example 21.21]. Following [16,
Section 2.5] or [27, Problem 2.7], we consider here Gr, (Rd) as a quotient manifold of the Stiefel
manifold St,.(R%) = {B € R¥" : BTB = I,}. In words, the set St,.(R?) is the subset of
R*" which are matrices for which columns form an orthonormal family of R? . In addition,
St.(R?) is a r x (2d — r — 1)/2-dimensional compact manifold (see [27, Problem 2.7]). The
manifold Gr,(R?) can be seen as the quotient manifold of St,.(R%) by the right action of the
group of r-dimensional orthogonal matrices O,.(R) = {O € R™" : OOT = 1.}, i.e. the map
(B,0) € St,.(R?) x O,(R) — BO € St,.(R%); see [16, Section 2.5]. Indeed, it can be shown that
[B] € St,.(R%)/0O,.(R) ~ Span(B) € Gr,(R?), where B € St,.(R?) is any representative of [B]
and Span(B) is the linear space spanned by B, is a Riemannian isometry see Appendix E.7. We use

this representation in the sequel and for any B € St,.(R9), we denote by [B] the equivalence class of
B under the action of O,.(R), i.e.

[B] = {BO : O € 0,(R)} .
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The tangent space at [B] € Gr,(R?) is given by: T(5Gr,(R?Y) = {D € R>*" : BTD = 0,4,},
where B is any representative of [B]. It is easy to show that

T(pGr, (RY) = {B.C : C e R""™"},

where B is any matrix satisfying B, € Sty_.(R?), BT B} = 0,xq_,. In words, B; € R¥*4="ig
ad x (d — r)-matrix for which the columns form an orthonormal family of R% and are orthogonal to
the span corresponding to B. We consider then, the canonical metric (see [16, Section 2.5]) defined
for any [B] € Gr,(RY), and Dy, D, € T[B]Grr(Rd), D, =B,Cy,D; = B, (s, g[%r](Dl, Dy) =
Tr(D{ Dy) = Tr(Cy Cs). The exponential map on Gr,.(R?) corresponding to this metric is given
for any [B] € Gr,(R%), D = B, C € T(5Gr,(R?) by

Expy(D) = {(3751) eXP( 8 _gT ) ( odiw )} - [(BVU) ( Zﬁ?g; >VT} ’

15)
where exp(-) is the matrix exponential and D = UXV T is the compact singular value decomposition.
A retraction map is then defined for any [B] € Gr,(R?), D € T(5Gr,(R%) by

Ret(p)(D) = Span(B + D) . (16)
This retraction operator has been considered in [8, 2] which discuss in details the computational ben-
efits of this approximation. In practice, for any [B] € Gr,.(R%), D € T|p)Gr,(R?), a representative
of Span(B + D) is set as Q using a QR decomposition B + D = QR.
Proposition 10. The projective retraction Ret defined by (16) satisfies RI-R2-R3.

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix B.3. [
Example 9 is important in our application of retraction SA to PCA problems to be discussed

in Section 4.1. Indeed, the retraction SA scheme that we consider with the retraction map (16)
corresponds to the famous Oja’s algorithm.

3.2 Analysis of Retraction SA Schemes

To analyze the retraction SA scheme in (13), we observe that it can be re-written as:

Ont1 = Expg, {Nns1 (Ho, (Xny1) + bo, (Xnt1) + Do,y (Xns1)) } s (17)
where Ag () is the ‘retraction bias’ defined for any (6, z) € © x X andn > 0 by
Doy (x) =n""Po(n{Ho() + bo(2)}) — {Hp(x) + bo(2)} - (18)

Our strategy for analyzing (13) is to incorporate the retraction bias in the analysis as it is done
for the geodesic SA scheme, using Lemma 7 and noting that Ay (z) = 1~ {®g(u) — u} with
u = nN{Hp(z) + bo(z)} forany § € ©, x € X andn > 0. Again, we consider separately the
martingale and Markovian settings.

Martingale setting We shall strengthen this assumption first and consider for some a > 0:
MD2 (a). There exists m(q) > 0 such that a.s. E[||eg, (Xpn11)|l§, |Fn] < m(q), foranyn € N.
We acquire the following convergence result for (6,,)en.

Theorem 11. Assume AI-A2-A3-A4, RI, MD1 hold. Suppose either R2, MD2(4) or R3, MD2(6).
Consider (01,)xen defined by (13). Then, if sup,en- Nk < N, for 1 defined in (72), for any n € N

E[I11(01,)113,, | < 2(eiTast) HEIV(00)] + CRITEL + AL} + 2bocthon +5)/cr

where 01(%2) is given by (73), Agi)l = O(Fgﬁl) is given by (77) and I,, € {0,...,n} is a random
variable independent of F,, and distributed according to (5).

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix C.2. O

Theorem 11 shows that the bounds for the retraction scheme (17) and the geodesic scheme (3) are
(up to the precise definitions of constants) the same.
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Markovian Setting : We strengthen MA2(w)-(b) as follows:

MA3 (w). The Markov chain (Xy)ren~ satisfies that supyey E [w?(Xg41)] < i for c >o.
Theorem 12. Assume AI-A2-A3-A4, RI, MAI-MA2(w)-MA3(w) hold for some measurable function
w : X = [1,400). Suppose in addition that R2 or R3 holds. Assume that (M) ken~ IS a sequence of

stepsizes and a1, as > 0 satisfying (12). Consider (0y)kecn defined by (13). Then, if supycn- Nk < T,
forM defined in (79), for any n € N

E[|lh(01,)]5, ] < 2(c;Tnyr) HE[V(80)] + Cn1) + DT, + BI
+2(bocChoo +c5)/cy

C(m), DY are given by (29)-(80), B, = O(T'®) ) by (85) and I,, € {0, ..., n} is a random
variable independent of F,, and distributed according to (5).

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix C.3. O

Again, the bounds are matched with those obtained in the martingale setting.

4 Applications

In this section, we illustrate our convergence analysis results on two examples: subspace tracking
method and robust barycenter problem.

4.1 Principal Component Analysis

We consider online principal component analysis (PCA) problem in which we estimate the r principal
eigenvectors of a d X d covariance matrix A; see [13] and the references therein. We assume that we
have access to noisy data (X, )nen+ in R which have covariance matrices close in some sense to A.
We consider two cases:

HPL. (X,)nen- isiid, E[X;X] ] = A, and there exists m}(jlci) < oo such that E[|| X1]|1?] < mgfa).
HP2. (X,,)nen- is a Markov chain on R% x B(R®) with Markov kernel P and stationary distribution
™ such that [, xdn(z) = 0and A = [o, xa"dn(z). In addition, there exists w : X — [1,+00),
A € (0,1), by, > 0 such that for any x € X, Pw(z) < Mw(x) + by 1c(x) where C € B(RY) is a
small set for P. Finally, w satisfies sup,cga{ |z /w(z)} < +oc.

Online PCA in the i.i.d. case has been tackled by, among others, e.g. [30, 8, 41], [13, Section 5].
We consider two algorithms introduced in [8, Section 4.1] to estimate A. In both cases, PCA is
considered as a stochastic minimization problem on the Grassmann manifold (see Section 3.1) of
r-dimensional linear subspaces of R4, Gr, (]Rd), r € {1,...,d — 1} with objective function

f([B)) = -Te(BTAB)/2.
We use the notation of Example 9.

Theorem 13. Based on the exponential map (15) or the retraction (16), we consider the two recur-
sions

[BY] = [Bxp g (s {la = B (BE) T H X1 X141} BE )] (19)
(B9 = Span(BE + 1 {ls — BEO (BE)TH X1 X1 3BEIY) . (20)

The schemes defined by (19) and (20) satisfy the conditions of Theorems 4 and 11 respectively if HPI
holds and the conditions of Theorems 6 and 12 respectively if HP2 holds with ¢o = by, = 0.

Proof. Note that Al is satisfied following for example [16, Section 2.5]. Note that f defines a map on
Gr,.(R?) since f(B) = f(B’) for any B’ € [B]. Moreover, by [16, Section 2.5.3], the gradient of f
is given by grad f([B]) = —{I4 — BBT}AB, for any [B] € Gr,(R%). Then, setting h <+ —grad f
and V < —f, since f is smooth and Gr,(R?) is compact, it is easy to verify that A2 is satisfied with
¢y = 0.



PREPRINT - MAY 20, 2021

In light of the above recursion, the noise vector field can be written as e[p)(z) = {I;— BB Tax"B—
{Is — BBT}AB and the bias function is the null function bjg|(z) = 0, for any [B] € Gr,(R%),

x € R, We recall from Example 9 that the retraction operator in (20) satisfies R1-R2-R3. We now
verify the other assumptions.

e Under HP1, MD1,MD2(6) hold.

e Under HP2, MA | is automatically satisfied. We show in Appendix D.I that for any z € R?,
[B] — ep)(x) satisfies (11). Finally, HP2 implies that for any [B] € Gr,(R%) and z € R,
le) (@)l < Cw'/?(z)", for some constant C' > 0. Therefore, HP2 and an application of

Proposition 5-(b) shows that MA2(w) is satisfied. Also, the explicit expression for the noise e and
HP2 implies that MA3 holds. O

Theorem 13 shows that the schemes (19) and (20) converges to a zero of grad f with convergence
bounds provided by our main results since ¢z = bo, = 0.

4.2 Robust Barycenter in a Hadamard Manifold

Let © be a Hadamard manifold — a simply-connected, complete Riemannian manifold of non-
positive sectional curvature [27]. We assume that the sectional curvature of © is bounded below,
—k? < sec® < 0. A common example of this situation is © = ST (R), the space of real
d x d symmetric positive-definite matrices, equipped with its affine-invariant metric [31]. Consider
data points (X,,),en+ lying on the Riemannian manifold ©, i.e., X,, € O, that are drawn from a
distribution 7. A fundamental machine learning problem is to compute some kind of central value of
7, defined as an optimal solution to

ming f, where f() = [g p(0,z)n(dzx)forf € ©, (21)

where 5(6, ) is some Riemannian dissimilarity measure. For instance, the Riemannian barycenter,
also called the Fréchet mean, is obtained by taking 5(6, z) = p3 (0, ) where po : © x © — R is
the Riemannian distance of © [19, 28].

The Riemannian barycenter is known to be sensitive to outliers, which motivated the idea of con-
sidering the Riemannian median, obtained by taking 5(0, x) = pe (0, x) [4]. We consider a robust
barycenter by using a Huber-like dissimilarity measure, pyy : © x © — R,, defined for any
09,01 € © by pu(bo,01) = 6% [1 + {pe(0y,01)/5}2]/* — 52, where § > 0 is a cut-off constant.
Observe that py (o, 01) behaves like (1/2) p3 (6o, 01) when pg (6o, 61) is small compared to 4§, and
like 0 pe (6o, 01) when pe (6o, 61) is large compared to §. Let 7 be a probability distribution on
O. Using py in the optimization problem (21) yields a robust barycenter problem, and the robust
barycenter is a global minimizer of (21).

In the simplest setting where (X, ), en+ are i.i.d. from 7, tackling the problem (21) can be done by
considering the following geodesic SA scheme:

Ony1 = EXPO,L (Tanrl Expe_"l (XnJrl)/[l + {p®(9n ,Xn+1)/6}2 ]1/2) . (22)

The above is the “recursive barycenter” scheme proposed by [35, 5], except that a move in the
direction of a new observation X, 4 is attenuated when this new observation lies too far from the
current estimate #,, . This means that less weight is assigned to extreme observations. Note that this
strategy and the scheme (22) have been also considered in [14] to solve PCA in a robust manner. We
show in Appendix D.2 that results from Section 2 can be applied and furthermore (22) finds a unique
and global minimizer to (21).

4.3 Numerical Examples on the PCA Problem

We illustrate our results on a PCA problem on Gr,.(R%) with » = 8 and d = 50 using the two settings
HP1 and HP2. We use both the retraction map (16) and the recursion (20).

We first consider the case where (X,),en+ is i.i.d. with zero-mean Gaussian distribution and covari-
ance matrix A. For our experiments, A is a randomly sampled symmetric matrix with eigenvalues

"le(s)(z)]|(m) is the norm the tangent vector e|p(z) associated with the Riemannian metric of Gr,(R%)
given in Section 3.1 and ||z|| is the Euclidean norm of x.

10
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Figure 1: {E[||grad f(BEn ))H[Bn]]}n form, = 0/(n+ A)* in the i.i.d. setting
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Figure 2: {E[||grad f(Bge))H (B, }n forn, = 0/(n + A)® in the Markovian setting

in [10*67 10}. Note that HP1 holds. In Figure 1 we illustrate the convergence bounds provided

by Theorem 11. This figure shows a Monte Carlo estimation of {E[||grad f (Bgfe)) izl : n €
{1,...,105}} for the step-size sequences 1, = J/(n + A)%, o € {0.3,0.5,0.8}. We can ob-

serve that the convergence bounds provided by Theorem 11 which are of order O(1/n*"1=®)) for
a€(0,1/2)U(1/2,1), and O(log(n)/+/n) are met.

In a second experiment, we assume that (X,,),en- is a Markov chain, with state space R, satisfying
the recursion for any k € N, X;11 = M X}, + 441, where M € R?*? and (e},)pen- is a sequence
of i.i.d. random variables with zero-mean Gaussian distribution and covariance matrix A. The matrix
M is chosen so that its spectral radius is strictly less than 1, which implies that HP?2 is satisfied; see
Appendix D.3. The stationary distribution is zero-mean Gaussian with covariance matrix satisfying
the discrete Riccati equation: 3, = MY, M + A. Similarly to the i.i.d. setting and with the same
parameter choices, the convergence bounds provided by Theorem 12 are illustrated in Figure 2.
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A Proofs of Section 2

A.1 Proof of Lemma 1

The proof uses results on parallel transport and geodesics on a Riemannian manifold. For reader
convenience, these concepts are recalled in Appendix E.1 and E.4.

Using v(0) = 6y, Y(1) = 01, by a Taylor expansion of V' oy and the definition of the Riemaniann
gradient (see Appendix E.8), we have

1

V(o) = V00) = | {eradVr(O) 70 dt = [ (arad VEy(e). THHO)

where we have used for the last equality the uniqueness of the parallel transport [27, Theorem 4.32]
and that vy is a geodesic. Therefore, we obtain, using that the parallel transport is a linear isometry
[27, Proposition 5.5], that

[V(81) = V(680) = (grad V (60), ¥(0))., o)
/ (arad V (v(2)). T3 (0) ()—<gradv<v<o>>,v<o>>y(o)!dt,
= [ [femad vy o)~ Themaa v 0D, Thv(0)

1 1
< L/ C(Yip0,) ITEV (Ol ¢y dt < LK(Y)/O ((y)tdt,

where we have used that since y is a geodesic Ty, v(0) = v(¢) and by [27, Corollary 5.6],
V(@) = €(y), and £(v|[0,4)) = tL(y) by [27, Lemma 5.18].

A.2 A technical lemma

We begin this section with a first estimate which will be used in the proofs of our main results
Theorem 4 and Theorem 6. Recall the statement of Lemma 3.

Lemma 14. Assume Al, A2 and let AM), = (grad V(0k), eg, (Xi+1))o, for any k € N. We have
foranyn € N* and ¢ > 0,

SicoMisa(er — BL/2Muss — @) [h(04) 5,
< Y h—oMk+1AM) + (3L/2) ZZ:O“%+1 ey, (Xk+1)||(3k
+V(00) + €Tt + Sop_o Mk {(48) ™+ (BL/2)Mes1 } I[bo, (Xies) I, -
where ¢ is defined by (8).

Proof. For any k > 0 and t € [0,1], consider y¥)(¢t) = Expy {trs1(Ho, (Xps+1) +

bek(Xk—&-l))}' Note that ’f/(k)(O) = nk-i-l{H@k(Xk-i-l) + bgk(Xk_;,_l)} and f(’Y(k)) =
Ni+1 | Hoy (Xkt+1) + boy, (Xi+1)llg, - Then, by Lemma 1, (8) and using that for any 6 € ©,

a,b,c € Tg®, |la+b+c|y < 3(|all; + |65 + llcll7) , we get that for any & > 0,
[V (641) = V(0k) = ks (grad V(Ok), Ho, (Xri1) + bo, (Xi1))g, | < (L/2)0(v™)?
= (In?41/2) | Ho, (Xi41) + bo, (Xig1) 5,
< L/ {105, + oo, (Xir)lF, + lea, (Xusn)ll, | -

Therefore, we get that for any k£ € N,

—Nk+1 (grad V(0k), h(0k))y,
SV (k) = V(Ort1) + it (grad VI(0r), €0, (Xiv1) +bo, (Xrt1))g,  (23)

+ (L2 (IO, + o, (Xicr)I5, + llea, (XerI}, } -

14
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By A2-(a) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain for any k € N* and ¢ > 0,
(grad V(6r), bo, (X+1))o, < Tel|h(Or)5, + (1/4¢)]1bo, (Xis1)l[3, -
Thus, plugging this in (23) and using the first inequality in A2-(a) gives,

Nit1(er — (BL/2Mur1 — T2€) [|h (05,
SV (0k) = V(Ok+1) + et 16 + Nietr (grad V(Or), eg, (Xk41)),

+ Mir1/4e + BL/2ME 1] bo, (Xir1) g, + BL/2ME 11 llea, (Xn+1)llg, -

Adding these inequalities from 0 to n and rearranging terms concludes the proof.

A.3 Proof of Theorem 4

Let n € N*. First note that for any k € N, E[AM}] = 0, using that 6}, is Fj-measurable and MDI.
Therefore, taking the expectation in the inequality given by Lemma 14 and [|bg, (Xx+1)lly, < boo

using A3, we obtain

> nesi(er — BL/2Ank — PR [R5, | < EIV(80)] + coTns
k=0

L/ Y0 E (e, (K I,] 22 S mens {(42)7 + (BL/2mis}

k=0 k=0

Since for any k € N, E[||eg, (Xk+1)||§k] <02 +o0? ||h(9k)||§k using that 0y, is Fj-measurable and

MDI, we get

> nesi(ey — @ — (BL/2){1+ o3 nes )E [ IA(E)15, ]
k=0

<E[V(00)] + olns1 + 3LoZT\0) /2 + b2 {T i1/ (4€) + 3LT), /2
Taking € = ¢, /(4¢?) and dividing by T, 11, we get

Pt Y e (e /4 = BL/2{1 + od s )E [IA6)1;, |
k=0

<E[V(60)] /Trs1 +3LT) {02 + 02}/ (2 041) + ¢y + b2/, -

The proof is then completed using that for any k € N*, (¢, /4 — (3L/2)(1 + o3)Nk+1) > 0 and (5).

A.4 Proof of Proposition 5

(a) Setting w = 1, we prove that MA2 holds. Since e, = sup,cx geco |leo(z)|lo is finite, then MA

2-(a)-(b) hold.

Note that the condition for any 6 € ©, x, 2’ € X, ||8, Py — 8, P¥|ltv < Cp(1—ep)* implies, since
my is the unique stationary distribution for Py, using Jensen inequality and the Markov property,

182 P5 — mollrv < Cp(1—ep)* .

Therefore, the function é given for any # € © and x € X,

“+oo
éo(x) =Y {Pjes(x) — moleq)} |
k=0

is well defined using the Minkowski’s integral inequality for any « € X, 6 € O,

+oo too
léo(@)lly <> IPFea(x) — mo(ea)llo = oo Y _ 18:PF — mollrv < Creae/cp -
k=0 k=0

15
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(26)
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Then, MA2-(c) holds.

To prove MA2-(d), since é satisfies (9), it is sufficient to show that there exists D; > 0 such that
€6, (x) — Tg1éq, (2)llg, < D1l(y)

forany x € X, 0y, 01 € O and 'y a geodesic between 6 and 6;. Consider 6y, 6; € © and y a geodesic
between 6 and 6;. Note that by (25)-(10) and using that the parallel transport associated with the
Levi-Civita connection is a linear isometry [27, Proposition 5.5] and the same argument as proving
(26) for any = € X, setting Aeg(z) = eg, (x) — T3, eq, () and using || Aeg(z)||o < Cl(y),

l|éo, () — Tg, €0, (= )Hel

< Z ||P9]€1€91 (33) - Ta/lPOkoeeo(x) - (7T91 (691) - Tg)/lﬂ-@o(e%))ngl

+oo too
< Z ||P9klA€9(I‘) — Ty, (ASO)HOI + Z ||[P9kl - Pé“o](ego)(x) - [W91 - 7T90K690)||90
k=0

< CCpl(y /€P+ZH Py, — Py )(eq,)(w) — [m0, _”90](690)H90 :

It remains to show that there ex1sts D5 > 0 such that

Z H P01 P90 690)( ) [7791 - 7T90](690)H90 < D2€<’Y) )

which follows from the following decomposition and (10) and (24).

[Péi - Pé“o](ego)(x) - [7@1 - ﬂ—eo](e@o) = _7T91P0k0690 + 7T90(690)
k—1
+ Z{émpgkliiil - 71—91}[P91 - PGOHPGiO - 71—90}690 .
=0

(b) By assumption, MA2-(a) holds. Besides, by a straightforward induction for any = € X, k € N*,
Prw(z) < MNew(z) + by, Zf;ol A < XFw(x) + by /(1 — X) and therefore MA2-(b) holds. Since
for any 6 € ©, Py = P, my = 7 for some probability distribution 7 on (X, X). In addition, using
Jensen inequality, for any = € X, Pw'/?(z) < \/2w'/?(z) + by %1, By [29, Theorem 16.0.1],
there exist Dy > 0 and p € [0, 1) such that for any x € X,

18 PX — 7|12 < Chplw' /() . 27)
Therefore, é given by (25) is well defined since for any § € © and x € X, using the Minkowski’s
inequality and (11),

[éo(x ||e<Z||Pk€e ) — moleq)llo

+oo
= oo Y _ 8P = 7]l 1/2 < Cheaew*(x) /(1= pp) . (28)
k=0
Then, MA2-(c) holds.

To prove MA2-(d), since ¢ satisfies (9), it is sufficient to show that there exists D3 > 0 such that
[, (z) — T4y 6, (x)]|y, < Dsw'/?(x)£(y). Note that by (25)-(11)-(27) and using that the parallel
transport associated with the Levi-Civita connection is a linear isometry [27, Proposition 5.5] and the
same argument as proving (28) for any x € X, setting Aeg(x) = eq, (z) — Tg, €0, (),

166, () — Ty 0 (x)ly, < Z [P eq, (z) — Tgy Preq, () — (m(eq,) — Teim(es, )|,
“+oo
= Z | P*Aeg — m(Aeg) Ha < CpCl(y)w?(z) Zp’f; ,
k=0 k=0

which completes the proof.
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A.5 Proof of Theorem 6

Under A1-A2-A3-MA2(w) and for a sequence of step sizes (N )xen+, consider the constants Dg,
C(n1) and CY? defined as follows:

Cni) =céss(m +2), (29)
if w is bounded by wo, = supy w,
D = é5,Cy L + 2¢as + 0o Coyy + LeCwoo[l + a1 (0o + boo)]
Ce = C%+ (3L/2)(V%, + €%.C) , (30)
09 = LéwCu(Coo + boo) + LeCl (€00 + boo) ;
if A4 holds,
D¢ = é0oCy L 4 2¢ay + 0o Cy
Co = C%+ (3L/2)(V%, + 2. Cy) , (31)
C9 = LésoCu(Coo + boo) + Le€Coy[(e0o + boo){arh? 4+ 1} + R2 ] .

Lemma 15. Assume A1-A2-A3-MA1-MA2(w) hold for some measurable function w : [1,+00).
Assume in addition either sup,cx w(2) = Woe < +00 or A4. Let My )ken- be a sequence satisfying
(12) and set for any k € N, AM), = (grad V(6x), ep, (Xk+1))o,- Consider (0i)ren defined by (3).
Then,

B[Rt AML| < De Y3_gmi B [[1R(6)15, | + COT + Clny)

Proof. Consider the measurable function é : © x X — T©O which satisfies MA2(w) and for any
k € N, consider y**1) : [0,1] — © the geodesic between 6, and 6;; defined by y*+1) () =
Exp{tni+1(Ho, (Xk+1) + bg, (Xi+1))} for any ¢ € [0, 1]. Note that for any k& € N,

(™) =i | Ho, (Xig1) + bo, (Xns1) g, - (32)

Using that the parallel transport associated with the Levi-Civita connection is a linear isometry [27,
Proposition 5.5] and (TY;)~! = TJ, by uniqueness of parallel transport [27, Theorem 4.32], we
obtain the following decomposition

E l an+1AMk

k=0

5

S

i=1

)

Y

where

A = anJrl <gradv(9k)7 éek (Xk+1) - Pekéek (Xk)>9k ’
k=1

i " (k) .
Ay = an+1 <gradv(9k)a P9k69k (Xk) - Tgl P9k71€9k71(Xk)>6k )
k=1 '

n y(k) X
Az = i <T10 grad V(6;,) — grad V(6_1), ngflegkfl(Xk)>9 :
k=1 k—1
A= (i1 — i) (grad V(6x_1), Po,_ 0, (X1))
k=1
As =1 (grad V(0o), €9, (X1))g, — Nnt1 (grad V(0,), Po, €0, (Xn+1))g
We now bound each term of this decomposition. Note that A is the only term which will be bounded
differently depending on either the assumption sup,cx w(2) = woe < 400 or A4. That is why

we deal first with A;, ¢ € {1,...,5} \ {2}. Note that using MA1 and MA2(w)-(c), we obtain
E[{(grad V(0k), €0, (Xi+1) — Pa, €0, (Xk))o,|Fr] = 0 forany k € {1,...,n}, and therefore

E[A]=0. (33)

Or—1 ’

n
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Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, A2-(b), the definition of e (8), A3, MA2(w)-(a)-(c) and
Jensen’s inequality, we obtain

|As] < Lan+1é(y(k))HP9k—1é9k—1(Xk)||9k—1
k=1

< LY ks {1 How, (Xi)llow_y + Do, (Xi)llo_, } 1 Pos 0, (Xi) oy, »
k=1

n
< Léw annk+1 (eoowl/2(Xk) +boo + ||h(9k—1)‘|9k71> P,y w'/?(Xp) .
k=1

Taking the expectation, using MA2(w)-(b), that (N )ren+ satisfies (12) and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality brings,

E[|43]] < LéasCufleco + bl DLy + iy n2E[IR(0k-1)I3, ]} - (34)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz and Jensen inequality, A2-(a), MA2(w)-(c), for any a,b € R,
(a® + b%)/2 and that () gen~ satisfies (12), we have

ab] <

n
[Aal <> Miker =kl 12Ok llow_, | Por_ 0, (Xi)llon_,
k=1

<2062, ) Mig1 — Mkl {Poy_,w'?(Xi)} + 222 > i h(6k-1)ll5, , -
k=1 k=1

Taking the expectation, using MA2(w)-(b) and (n)ken~ is non-increasing bring,
E [|Aa]] < 2085, Cumi + 2eaz 3ok niE(I1R(Ok-1)I15, ] - (35)
Finally, using A2-(a), MA2(w)-(c) and Jensen’s inequality, we obtain,
| 45| <miel|h(0o)lg, lléa, (X1)llg, + Mns1lh(On)llg, Po. [0, llg, (Xni1)
< G {110 2(X0) [1(00) g, +Nns1 Po, @2 (Xn) (5O, } -

Taking the expectation, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, MA2(w)-(b) and that for any a € R,
a < a® + 1 brings,
0"

E[|As]] < oo (M1CL/2E[1(00) 5. 1*% + M1 CLE[| (0I5,
< Tloo(2 +MICLE[|1(00) 15, ] + 12 11 CwElIR(0:)5 1)
< Coo(2+ Co Yo n2 i EllA(OK)II5,]) - (36)

It remains to treat A, depending on the additional two conditions we consider. We start by proving a
general bound which hold. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (32), MA2(w)-(a)-(c)-(d), (32)
and A2-(a), we get

|Aa|

)

< Loy mirimiw'*(X) lgrad VO, {I1How_, (Xi)llow_, + lbor_, (Xi)llow_. } -
k=1

< Leey mpempw' 2 (X5) [|h(0) g, {eocw?(X)
k=1

+ 1hBk—1)llg, _, + 1o, (Xe)llox— } -

Using that (1) ren- satisfies (12), A3 and for any a, b € R, |ab| < (a? + b?)/2, we obtain

o] < Lee Y 500, (emow(X0) + boow!/2(Xs) )
k=1
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+ (Lez/2) Y w20 (1RO, W + 19O, m3) -
k=1

Changing the index in the second sum, using that for any = € X, w'/?(z) < w(z) since w(z) > 1,
forany a € R, a < a® + 1 on ||h(6)]|g, and the second inequality in (12) we get

‘A2| < Léézniw(xk)(eoo + boo)
k=1

+Lee Y i 1005, (w(Xk) +w(Xps1)]/2 + arw(Xp)eos + boc]) -
k=0

Now, taking the full expectation and using MA2(w)-(b) brings
E|As]] < Let(ese + boe) CuT'y

+ L 030 [R5, ({1/2 + a1(ecs + boo) b (Xi) + (X 11)/2)
k=1

We now distinguish the two cases. If sup, cx w(z) = ws < +00, wWe obtain

E [|A2]] < Let(eoo + boo) CuT'ly + Letwoo{1 + ar(eco + boo)} Y i ElR(B:)]3,] . GT)
k=1

If A4 holds, we get
E[|As|] < L [(eoo + boo){PZoar + 1} + h2] C, T (38)
Combining (33)-(34)-(35)-(36)-(37)-(38), completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 6. The proof only consists in applying Lemma 14 taking £ = ¢, /(4¢?), Lemma 15
using supycn- Nk < ¢1/(4(3L/2 + D¢)) and A3-MA2(w)-(a)-(b). O

B  Proofs for Section 3.1

B.1 Proof of Lemma 7

We preface the proof of the Lemma by a preliminary result which does not assume R1-(iii).
Lemma 16. Assume RI-(i)-(ii) hold.

(a) Under R2,

®o(u) — ull, < LWV (0)|ul|2/2 for any (0,u) € TO.

(b) Under R3, ||®g(u) — ull, < L@ (0)||ul|3/6 for any (0,u) € TO.

Proof. (a)Let# € © and for any u € TyO, consider the first-order Taylor expansion of ®y : Tg© —
TyO, taken at Op,

Bo(u) = o(00) + DRo(On)fu] + | (1= ) D2yt ] (39)

where D®, and D?2®, denote the first and second derivative of ®,. For the first term,
Dy(0g) = Exp; ' o Retg(09) = Exp, ' (6) = 0, (40)

where the second equality follows because Rety(0g) = 6, by Rl-(i) and by definition that Exp,(0y) =
6. For the second term, using that Exp, L and Rety are continuously differentiable as function
between smooth manifolds, DExp,(0g) = Id by definition and R1-(i), we obtain that

D®,(0g) = DExp; ' (Retg(0g))DRetg(0g) = DExp, ' ()DRetq(0g) = Id . (41)
The proof is then completed using (40), (41) and R2 in (39).
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(b) Let @ € O and consider the second-order Taylor expansion of &y : Tgy© — TyO, taken at Op:
1
By (u) = u + D*®g(0p)[u,u] /2 + 27" / (1 —1)?D3®g (tu) [u, u, u] dt . 42)
0

where D3®y is the third derivative of ®y. The proof relies on the use of normal coordinates with
origin at 6 [27, Chapter 5]. These coordinates are smooth and simply defined identifying Ty© with
R? through Exp, '. More precisely, setting an orthonormal basis {b; : i € {1,...,d}} of T¢®©,
define for any 6 ¢ Cut(6),

@'(0) = (Bxpy ' (0).b)

Then, ¢ = {¢* : i € {1,...,d}} are smooth coordinates around 6. Therefore, by definition ®,
is simply Retg read in these coordinates. Then by [27, Equation (4.15)], setting for any ¢t € R,
v(t) = Retg(tu) for u € TyO, we get that, in these coordinates,

d d
Dy (t) = D*®(tu)uul + > > DY (£ (v(1)s
k=1 i,j=1
where Dy is the covariant derivative along y, {1"iC ; 14,4,k €{1,...,d}} are the Christoffel symbols
and {0y : k € {1,...,d}} are the coordinate vector fields on TO corresponding to ¢. But using [27,
Proposition 5.24], we get that I‘ﬁj (v(0)) = I‘ﬁj(H) = 0foranyi,j,k € {1,...,d}. Therefore,

Dyv(0) = D*®4(0)[u, u] (43)
and by R3, D;v(0) = 0, which implies that D?®,(0)[u, u] = 0. Plugging this result into (42) and
using the bound on the third derivative of ®y given by R3 completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 7. Recall that for any (0, u) € TO and g € G, we denote by g - u = Dgg(u) and g
is an isometry, i.e. [|g - ull,., = [lully, see Appendix E.7. The proof consists in showing that for any

(6,u) € TO,and g € G,

1@6(u) —ullg = [[Pg0(g - 1) —g-ullg, - (44)

Indeed, suppose that this result holds and consider a fixed 6, € ©. Since © is assumed to be
homogeneous RI1-(iii), for any (0, u) € TO, there exists g € G such that §y = ¢ - 6, which implies
by (44),

[@o(u) —ully = ([P (g - u) —g-ullg, -
Using that g € G is an isometry and Lemma 16 completes the proof.
We now show (44). Let g € G and (6, u)TO. Since g~ is an isometry, we have ||®g(u) — ul, =
g7 -g-@o(u) —g~" - g-ull, = l9®o(u) — g - ull,4 so we only need to show that gy (u) =
®,4.9(g - w). Using that g maps geodesics to geodesic (see (123) in Appendix E.7) and R1-(iii)
successively, we get that g®y(u) = Expg_,é(gRetg(u)) = ®,4.9(g - u) and the proof follows.

O

B.2 Projective Retraction on the Sphere

Consider the Euclidean unit sphere manifold © = S = {x € R¥*! : ||z|| = 1}, where ||-|| stands
for the standard Euclidean norm on R4+1, By [1, Example 3.5.1] for any 6 € S?, TS = {u €
RtL . 4T = 0}. The Riemannian metric g is the canonical metric on the sphere, defined as the
restriction of Euclidean scalar product from R?*! to the tangent space TyS?. The corresponding
Riemannian exponential is given by:

Expy(u) = cos([Jul]) 6 + sin([[u]])(w/ [|lu]) - (45)
The following result holds.
Proposition 17. The projective retraction Rety defined for any (0,u) € TS? by

Retg(u) = (6 +u)/ |0 + u| (46)
satisfies R1-R2-R3.

20



PREPRINT - MAY 20, 2021

The retraction (46) is both a first-order and second-order retraction, and ®4 also has a bounded
first-order derivative. Consequently, Theorem 11 and Theorem 12 can be applied according to
conditions on the noise properties. We remark that by comparing (45) with (46), the retraction map
Retg has a better numerical stability as it does not involve evaluating the trigonometric functions.

Proof of Proposition 17. First, for any § € S?, the Riemannian exponential map is given for any
u € TpS? by (see [27, Proposition 5.27 and its proof])

Expg (u) = cos([[ull) 0 + sin([|ul]) (w/ [|ul]) - 47)

In addition, the retraction Ret given by (46) can be written as
U
Retg(u) = Expy (arctan(||u|)”u”> (48)
This can be proven by replacing the identities,

1
sin(arctan([[u])) = —1

cos(arctan(||ul])) = —— e
V1 [|ul]? 1+ flul?
into (47). Indeed, this yields,

u

1 1
= 0+ U
IIUII) VIt ull VI ul?

To see that this is equal to Retg(u), note that 1 + ||ul|?> = |6 + u||?, because ||§]] = 1 and u is
orthogonal to 6 (since u € TyO). Then, (48) follows from (46).

The following are now proven.

Expg (arctan(||u||)

e Condition R1-(i) is satisfied : this condition is just the definition of a retraction, as given in [1].

e Condition R1-(ii) is satisfied : the cut locus of a point  on the sphere S% is Cut(0) = {—6} [27]
(Page 308). The Riemannian (that is, spherical) distance between 6 and —0 is pg (6, —0) = 7. On
the other hand, from(48), pe (6, Retg(u)) < 7 because arctan(||ul|) < /2 for all u € TyO. It is
then clear that Retg(u) # {—0} for any u € Ty©.

e Condition R1-(iii) is satisfied : the isometry group of © = S%is G = O(d), the group of d x d
orthogonal matrices. The action of G on © is given by matrix-vector multiplication, g - § = g6 and
g - u = gu. From (46),

g-(0+u)
g-Retg(u) = =——= (49)
116 + ull

However, since g is an orthogonal matrix, g preserves Euclidean norms, so ||0 + u|| = ||g - (6 + u)]|.

Replacing into (49),
g (04 u) g-0+g-u
g - Retg(u) = = (50)
lg-@+wll llg-0+g-ul

where the second equality follows since the action of g is linear. Finally, the right-hand side of (50) is
Retg.9(g - u).
e Condition R2 is satisfied : from (48) and R1-(ii),

By(u) = arctan(||u||)ﬁ (51)
U
The required second derivative can now be computed, thanks to the identity,
2
2 _
D*®(tu)[u,u] = @@9 (tu) (52)
Indeed, using (51) and (52),
Dy tufusa] = S anctantelul) o = Jol? () 2 )
d il ]

where fo is the second derivative of the arctan function, so |fo(z)| < 1 for real . Now, since
© = 59, here ||u||, = ||ul|. Thus, Condition R2 is satisfied with #(1)(6) = 1.
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e Condition R3-(i) is satisfied : recall (43) from the proof of Lemma 16. This states,
D;v(0) = D*®(0)[u, u]
From (52), it then follows,

2
Dyv(0) = Ers) Py (tu)
t=0

Since @y is given by (51), an elementary calculation shows the right-hand side is here equal to zero.

e Condition R3-(ii) is satisfied : the proof is similar to the above one for R2. Here, instead of (52), it

is enough to use
3

d
D3®, (tu)[u, u,u] = @Qg(tu)

Using (51), this shows that R3-(i) is satisfied with .Z(?) (§) = 2.
e &y has bounded first derivative : from (51), by differentiating,

D®y(u)[v] = 1 (w,v) u n arctan(||ul|) (v (u,v) u >

L fluf® full fJul il el [l

for any u and v in T¢©. Then, by an elementary calculation, and recalling that, since © = 5%,
Riemannian scalar products and norms are equal to Euclidean ones, | D®q(u)[v]||, < 2|v||,. Thus,

the operator norm of D®g (u) is bounded by D = 2. O

B.3 Proof of Proposition 10

First, by [16, Equation 2.32], the Riemannian exponential map at 6 is given for D € T¢Gr,(R?),
with D = B, C, C € R@d=)x7;
0o -CT I
Expy(D) = [(B,BJ_) exp ( C 0 > ( Ogrscr )] (53)

where exp is the matrix exponential. In addition, we show below that the retraction Ret defined by
(16) can be written on the form

Reto(D) = Expy(®s(D)) ®¢(D) = B, Varctan(a)U ' (54)

for D € Typ© with D = B, C, where C has singular value decomposition C = V a U ". Here, V is
(d — 1) x (d — r) orthogonal and U is r X r orthogonal. Moreover, arctan(a) is obtained by taking
the arctangent of each element of the matrix a. Accepting (54), it is possible to show that.

o Condition and R1-(i) is satisfied : this condition is just the definition of a retraction, as given in [1].
e Condition R1-(ii) is satisfied : when © = Grr(]Rd), the cut locus of each € O is given by [33],

Cut(8) = {Expe(BLC’)

C=VaUT;alw = 5} .

where ||a||cc = max;; |a;;|. From (54), for any D € T©, one has
Retg(D) = Exp,(B,C(D)) where C(D) =V arctan(a) U " .

Since || arctan(a)||eo < /2, it follows that Retg(D) ¢ Cut(0).
e Condition R1-(iii) is satisfied : the isometry group of © = Gr,(R?) is G = O(d), the group of
d x d orthogonal matrices. The action of G on © is given by g - § = g() (the image of the subspace
6 of R? by the orthogonal tranformation g). If D € Ty©, then g - D = gD is a matrix product.
Note that, if @ = [B] for some B € St,.(R?), then g - § = [¢gB]. Applying this property in (16),

9-Retg(D) = g([B+ D) = [¢B + gD (55)
But, since g - = [gB] and gD = g - D, (55) implies

g - Retg(D) = Retgg(g- D)
e Condition R2 is satisfied : the required second derivative is computed using the identity (this is a
repetition of (52)),
d2

D?®4(tD)[D, D] = @%(m) (56)
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Using (54) and (56),
D?®y(tD)[D,D] = BV (a©a® fata)) UT (57)

where ® denotes the Kronecker product, and f5 is the second derivative of the arctan function (again,
this is applied to each element of the matrix (ta)). From [16] (Page 314)

HDQ%(tD)[D,D]Hz =tr((a®a® frta))(a®a® fata)) ")

where tr denotes the trace. Then, using the fact that | fo(z)| < 1 for real z, the right-hand side is less
than tr(aa "), which is equal to HD||3 . Thus, Condition R2 is satisfied with .21 (§) = 1.
e Condition R3-(i) is satisfied : recall (43) from the proof of Lemma 16. This states,

Di(0) = D24 (0)[D, D]
Setting ¢ = 0 in (57), it then follows
Diy(0) = BLV (a©a® f2(0))UT

which is equal to zero since f2(0) = 0.

o Condition R3-(ii) is satisfied : the proof is similar to the above one for R2. Here, instead of (56), it

is enough to use
3

d
D3®y(tD)[D,D, D] = @cpg(m)
by computing the derivative, as in (57), it can be shown that R3 is satisfied with .Z(?)(§) = 2.

e Oy does not have bounded first derivative : assume r > 1. Recall that $y(D) is given by (54),
which can be written

Py(D) = BLp(de(D)) (58)
where, 15 : R — R and ¢ : R=7)x" _ RE=1)X" are given by

Yo(D) = B[ D (C)=Varctan(a)U" (59)

whenever C' has singular value decomposition C' = Va U T Indeed, if D = B, C, then Ye(D) =C,
so (58) is equivalent to (54). From (58) and (59), by an application of the chain rule

D®y(D)[D] = B1Dyp(C)[B] D)

for D € Ty©, where C = 1)y(D). Now, to show that D®4(D) is not bounded, it is enough to show
that De(C) is not bounded. However,

Dip(C)[w] = DV [w] (arctan(a)) U + VD (arctan(a))[w] U " + V (arctan(a)) DU [w]

for w € R(?=7)*" where DV, D (arctan(a)) and DU denote the derivatives of V, arctan(a) and U,
as functions of C, by an abuse of notation. To simplify the proof, assume, without loss of generality,
that C'is a square matrix (for example, if d — r > r, it is enough to add zero columns to C). With
this assumption, the following formulae hold [37],

DViw]=V[Fo (V'wUa+aU w'V)]
D (arctan(a))[w] = Lg—p) [VT'LU U]

DUw]=U[F® (aV wU+UTw' Va)]

where F is the matrix with entries Fj; = (a3 — a7)~" for i # j and Fj; = 0. However, taking

w = VwaU" where wisa (d —r) x (d — r) antisymmetric matrix, yields D (arctan(a)) [w] = 0
and DU [w] = 0, while

DViw] =V [G © W]
where G has matrix elements G;; = afa?/(a} — a7) for i # j and G; = 0. Clearly, these do not
remain bounded as a; — a; — 0.
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Proof of (54) here, let s = d — r and assume, without any loss of generality, that s > r.

Recall that, in (54), D = B, C where C' has singular value decomposition C' = Va UT. Here, V
and U are orthogonal, and @ = (a,0,xs_,) |, with 7 x 7 diagonal matrix o.. Write ®4(D) under the
form

®y(D) = B, C(D) where C(D) =V arctan(a) U " (60)
Using (53), it follows

Expy(®4(D)) = [Q exp< C(OD) ‘C(OD)T ) ( oIX )] ©1)

where ) = (B, B,). The aim is to show this is equal to Rety(D), given by (16). Using the
expression of C'(D) in (60), and performing the matrix multiplication, it is possible to check that

( c(p) P ) = ( . ) ( arctan(a) ~exctan(a)” ) ( vt ) (62)

Recall exp(AX A™1) = Aexp(X)A~! for any square matrices A and X, where A is invertible. It
follows from (62),

(om0 )= (7 v ) (e ) (7 )

By plugging this into (61), and noticing that

. (7 v ) Com )l =10 )

Expy(®4(D)) = [Q ( v 1% )exp< arctgn(a) _arCtgn(a>T ) ( OIX )] ©

If f =(¢,0.%s_,) | where ¢ isr x r diagonal, then, under the assumption that s > r, (this is proven
in detail, at the end of the present proof),

(5 1)) - () )

where C(¢) = cos(¢) and S(f) = sin(f), with the functions cos and sin applied to each matrix
element of ¢ and f, respectively. The identity (64) can be used to evaluate the matrix exponential in
(63), since a = (a,0,.x5_,) . This yields,

ps@p) = [0 (V) ((Safucianien )]

However, since cos(arctan(z)) = 1/(1422)'/? and sin(arctan(z)) = x/(1+22)'/2, this becomes

oo = [a (" ) (5 )acsor ] <[o (¥ ) (4]

where the second equality holds because (I, 4+ «) is invertible (the diagonal elements of « are the
singular values of C', and are therefore positive). It follows from (65) that

eninuon - [o (5] = o ()]

where the second equality holds because U " is an invertible  x r matrix (which therefore does not
change the span of the columns of the overall matrix product). Performing the matrix product in (66),
and noting UU " =1, and C = Va U, it finally follows that

Expy (g (D)) = [Q ( o )} = Expy(®(D)) = [(3,39 ( G )]

From D = B, C, this immediately implies
Expy(®4(D)) = [B + D]
which means Exp,(®y (D)) = Retg(D), as required in (54).
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Proof of (64) this follows from
w(0 )= (99 sy
()= (50 e ©7

where C'(¢) and S(f) are as in (64) and where (recall it is assumed that s > r),

C(¢)_( cos(¢)  Opxs—r )

0577‘)(7" 08*7‘)(877‘

To prove (67), write
_fT -
( v ) =3 6ibps (68)
i=1

where f = (¢,0,xs_,) | with diagonal ¢, and where
br+7,' = €r4i,i — Cirdi

with e; 1 a matrix all of whose elements are zero, except the one at row j and column &, which is
equal to 1. One easily checks the matrices b,; commute with each other. Therefore, (68) implies

T

T
exp( S)c (J)c > = 1:[1 exp(¢; byii) (69)

However, it is elementary that
exp(; bryi) = L+ (cos(¢i) — 1) ari + sin(e;) bry (70)
where I is the d x d identity matrix and
Arti = €4+ €rqirti
Finally, (67) follows from (69) and (70), after noting the matrix products, for i # k,

Appidpik = 0 ar+ibr+k =0
br+iar+k =0 br+ibr+k =0

which can be checked immediately.

C Proofs for Section 3.2

C.1 A technical lemma

We preface our proofs by a version of Lemma 14 adapted to the new scheme (17).

Lemma 18. Assume AI-A2-R1. Consider the sequence (0p,)necnsets satisfying the scheme (17).
Setting, for any k € N, AM}, = (grad V(6k), eg, (Xk+1))0,, we have for any n € N* and £ > 0,

S0 Mkr1(er — 2Ingia = ) [h(0)115, <V (00) = V(Ont1) + X peo Mk 1AMy, + coTnpa
+ 2 hmo Nk+1llgrad V(0x) llo, [| Aoy ns s (Xit1) o,
+2L 370 o Mg (leon (Xe+ )15, + A6, mpsr (Xe+1)117,)
+ > ho Mkt {(4e) ™t 4+ 2Lnp g1 | 0o, (Xiy )13,

where e, A and are defined by (8) and (18) respectively.

Proof. Forany k > 0 and ¢ € [0, 1], consider
YW (t) = Expg, (i1 { Hop(Xet1) + bo, (Xit1) + Dognips (Xat1)}) -
Note that }./(k) (0) = T]k_;,_l{Hgk (Xk+1) + bgk (Xk+1) + Agk Mkt (Xk+1)} and that
0y ™) = npp1 | Hop (Xis1) + 0o, (Xnt1) + Doy mss (Xrt1) |0, - Then, by Lemma 1, (8) and using
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that for any 6 € ©, a,b,c,d € TyO, |la+b+c+d||Z < 4(||lallz + b2 + [lcl|Z + ||d]|2) , we get
that for any & > 0,

V(Ors1) = V(0k) = iy (grad V(0r), Ho, (Xg11) + bo, (Xit1) + Doy myys (Xk+1)>9k’
< (L/2)0y™)? = (Inf 1 /2)1Ho, (Xis1) + bo, (Xir1) + Doy ner (Xar1)IIF,
< 2Ini . {IRO)IIG, + 100, (X )13, + llea, (Xnr )15, + 1860, mess (Xer)l3, } -
Therefore, we get that for any k£ € N,
—Nk+1 (grad V(0k), h(0k))g,
< V(0k) = V(0rs1) + g1 (grad V(01), €9, (Xppt1) + bo, (Xi41) + Aok,nk+1(Xk+1)>9k
+ 23 41 {[Ih(O0) 113, + 1o, (Xk+1) 113, + leo, (Xis )15, + 1800 m,0s (Xa)7, } o
By A2-(b) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain for any £ € N* and ¢ > 0, 7
(grad V (0x), bo, (Xy+1))e, < Telln(Ok)II5, + (1/4€)]1b6, (Xir1) o, -
Thus, using A2-(a), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and plugging this in (71) gives,
Nkr1(er — 2Lnkgr — )[R0 15, < V(0k) = V(kr1) + Nis1 (grad V(0k), e, (Xiy1))g,
+ et 1llgrad V(0u)llo, 186, mess (Xer)llon + 2L07 41 186, ey (Xt 1) I3,
+ M1 /4e + 203 4] 1bo, (Xi) 13, + 2InE 1 lleo, (Xn) 15, +Misacy -

Adding these inequalities from 0 to 7 and rearranging terms concludes the proof. O

C.2 Proof of Theorem 11

If MD2(a) holds for a € N*, then MD2(a) holds for any @ € {0, 1, ..., a} and m ) will then stand

for a constant such that almost surely, E|leg, (Xn41)[|§ |Fn] < ms). Before giving the proof of
Theorem 11, we specify the statement of this result in Theorem 19 below. In particular, we give an

explicit expression of A, +)1 We define

—_ [e[A(2L +3.2Wehy)] 7t if R2-MD2(4) hold a2
e /(8L) if R3- MD2(6) hold ,
oo _ 2g;1(2L+3éhoo$(1>(é))(bgo +my) if R2-MD2(4) hold , 73)
4T L(B2, + myy) if R3- MD2(6) hold ,
O = 54Ler (LM (0))*{h, + b + my} (74)
O = 32 2™ (G)chy, {B3 + b2 +mey)} | (75)
C® = 3523 (0){bS, + hS, +mg)} (76)

where 6 € © is fixed and can be chosen arbitrary.

Theorem 19. Assume AI-A2-A3-A4, RI, MD1 hold. Suppose either R2, MD2(4) or R3, MD2(6).
Consider (81)ken defined by (13). Then, if sup,cy- Nk < 7, for 1 defined in (72), for any n € N

E 801,13, | < 2(eiTas) HE V()] + CRTEL + AL} + 2(bocthoc + o) e

it A _ et if R2, MD2(4) hold, C'" is defined in (74)
n 0(3)F(3) +COTO) ifR3, MD2(6) hold, CD, C\O) are defined in (75)-(76) ,

(77)

Cg) is given by (73) and I,, € {0, ... ,n} is a random variable independent of F,, and distributed
according to (5).
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Proof of Theorem 19. In all the proof 6 € O is a fixed element of ©, which will be used as we

will apply Lemma 7. Also for ease of notation, we simply denote .,2%(01 ) = M) (é) and similarly
2 = 22)(p).

Using the assumptions in Theorem 11, the proof consists in bounding each term of Lemma 18 after
taking the expectation. We first make a first estimate which holds if either R2 or R3 hold.

Using MDI1 and that 6}, is F-measurable, we have for any k& € N, E [AM}] = 0. In addition, by A
2-(a)-A4 we have

lgrad V (0r)llo, | A0, nir (Xi+1)llon < Chool| Agy iy (K1) loy -
Therefore, taking expectation in Lemma 18, we get using V' is non-negative, A3 and MD2(4) or MD
2(6), forany n € N* and e > 0,

S oMk (er — 2Lnp1 — OE[A(04)]2,] < E[V(00)] + coTnia
oo o M1 [ By s (Xi1) o, + 2L(0% + m)) T2, (78)

+ 2o M1 186, s (K1) 15, +[b2/ (4€)] Tgr -
Therefore, it remains to bound the terms involving the retraction bias A, for which we distinguish the
two different sets of conditions R2-MD2(4) or R3, MD2(6).

If R2-MD2(4) hold. Using Lemma 7-(a), A3-A4 and Holder inequality shows that
1800 micss (Xas1)llo, < L Dmpr | Ho (X)) + bo, (X[,
< 3L {10015, + b2 + llea, (X113, }
1860 micss (Xes1)ll5, <9 x 3LV PPnigy {hie + b5 + leo, (Xne1)5, } -
Therefore, plugging these estimates in (78), using MD2(4), we get that
S on—oMkt1(e) — 2Lnggy — Ee)E[||h(05)]13,] < E[V(60)] + colnta
+3.2Wehy, > k=0 n%—&-l {E[Hh(gk)Hgk} + b2, + m(2)} +2L(b2, + m(2))F5124)*1
2724 4+ b4+ mpy )T 2 /(4)]Tg -
Rearranging terms and taking £ = ¢, /(4¢?), we get
> hmoMet1(3¢1 /4 = (2L + 3L M ehoo i )E[|A(01)17,] < E[V(60)] + (cp + 036 /c1) T
+ (2L + 3L Weh, ) (b2 + me)) T2 42720 (b2 + hd +mp )T,
Using supyen- Nk <1 < ¢ [4(2L + 3.2Meh,, )] ! ensures that ¢; /4 > (2L + 3.2 Wehoo M1
for any £ € N and the proof follows.
If R3, MD2(6) hold. Using Lemma 7-(b), A3-A4 and Holder inequality shows that
186, mi s (Xka) oy < LMLl Hoy (Xkr1) + bo (Xig )5,
< 322 (s + 0%+ llea, (X)) [13, }
1860 m1ps (Xrr)ll5, < 3°[LPPnipy {hS + 0% + llea, (Xa1)l16, } -
Therefore, plugging these estimates in (78), using MD2(6), we get that
Y heoMkr1(er — 2Lnps1 — S)E[[[R(00)I15,] < E[V(60)] + T n+1
+32. O3 B3, + b3, +mes) } TE), +2L(02 +me) TP,
+35 LS, + hS, + me) )T E) +[b2, /(46)| T -

Rearranging terms and taking € = ¢, /(4¢?), we get

> h—o Mkt1(3¢1/4 — 2L 1)E[[(00) 113, ] < E[V (60)] + (¢ + b3, /c1)Tnta

2002 + m) )T 322 Peh {3, + b5, + mg) ) T
+35 L@ BS, + hS, + m(e) T

Using that supy - Nk <1 < ¢;/(8L) ensures that ¢, /4 > 2Lny; for any & € N which completes
the proof. O
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C.3 Proof of Theorem 12
Under MA3(w), for any p € [1, 3], CP) stands for a constant such that

sup E [wP (Xji1)] < CP) .
keN

In addition, in the sequel, 0 € O is a fixed element of ©, which will be used as we will apply Lemma 7.
Also for ease of notation, we simply denote £ = () () and similarly () = 22 (9).

Before giving the proof of Theorem 12, we specify the statement of this result in Theorem 20 below.
In particular, we give an explicit expression of B (B) . We define

n+1-
— [&/[42L + De +32Wehy)]"! if R2 holds 9)
" e /[A(2L + Dg)) ! if R3 holds |,
DO _ CY9 + (b2, + Ce ) (3theo LM +2L)  if R2 holds 80)
B\ CY + 2L (b2 + Cuel) if R3 holds ,
D) = 3 W[Lea Cou{h? + 1% + 2. CPY + Lechao (B2 + 02 +€2.Cu}],  (81)
D = 322 [Lea, Cu{h, + b2 + € CPY + Lochoo{h2, + b2 +e3.C3/2Y  (82)
D) =322z, {hio + 034 eioqg?/?)} (83)
DS = 235 L[ L@ 2{nS, + b5, + 8 CP)} . (84)

Theorem 20. Assume Al-A2-A3-A4, RI, MAI-MA2(w)-MA3(w) hold for some measurable function
w : X = [1,400). Suppose in addition that R2 or R3 holds. Assume that (M) ken+ Is a sequence of
stepsizes and a1, as > 0 satisfying (12).

Consider (01,)xen defined by (13). Then, if sup,en- Nk < 0, for 1 defined in (79), for any n € N
E[l|A(6r,)

5, 1< 2(c ) HEV(00)] + Clm) + DT, + B } + 2(bocthos + ) /4
3 3 4 4 . 3 4 .

with B, = D%QF%L + DE%)F%I if R2 holds, D%; DE%) are defined in (81)52)

mt DT+ DOTO i R3 holds, D), D'V are defined in (83)-84) ,

C(n1), Dg) are given by (29)-(80) and I,, € {0,...,n} is a random variable independent of F,,
and distributed according to (5).

We begin the proof by showing a similar lemma to Lemma 15.

Lemma 21. Assume A1-A2-A3-A4-MA1-MA2(w)-MA3(w) hold for some measurable function
w: X = [1,400). Suppose in addition that R2 or R3 holds. Let () ren+ be a sequence satisfying
(12) and consider (0k,)xen defined by (17). Set for any k € N, AMj, = (grad V(0k), eo, (Xk+1))o,.-
It holds that for any n € N,

B[S o Mkt AMi)| < De 3o i E [1h(0)]13,] + COT), + Cm) + Bro
where D¢, C9,C(n1) are given in (31)-(29) and
@B
Bro— EthI‘n4+1 if R2 holds
EWTS  ifR3 holds ,
B = D) = 32W[LenCop{h2 + b2 + €2 CP} + Lochoo {h2 + b% + €2.Cu}]
B = D& = 322 [Leo, Cou{hd, + b2, + 3 CY + Leehoo {h3, + b3, + 3. C3/2Y] .

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of Lemma 15 in which we need to deal with the retraction bias.
Consider the measurable function é : © x X — T© which satisfies MA2(w) and for any k£ € N.

By (13), we can consider yE+1) [0,1] — O, the geodesic between 6 and 6,1 defined by
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yEED () = Exp{ti+1(Ho, (Xit+1) + bo, (Xit1) + Do mpys (Xi41))} for any ¢ € [0,1]. Note
that for any k € N,
(™) =g Ho, (Xeg1) + bo, (Xig1) + Doy mips (Xet1) o »
< T]kJrl{”H@k (XkJrl) + bek (XkJrl)”@k + ||A9k,ﬂk+1(Xk+1)H9k} .

Using that the parallel transport associated with the Levi-Civita connection is a linear isometry [27,
Proposition 5.5] and (T¥;)~! = TJ, by uniqueness of parallel transport [27, Theorem 4.32], we
obtain the following decomposition

E l— anJrlAMk

k=0

(86)

5

>4

=1

where

A = anJrl <gradV((9k), éek (XkJrl) - Pekéek (Xk)>9k ’
k=1

- ) ® .
Ay = M <grad V(0k), Poyéo,(Xx) — Tq; Pak,leek,l(Xk)>9k ;
k=1

n
(k) ~
A3 = Min <TT0 gradV(9k)—gradV(Gk—l)aPekfleekfl(Xk)% ;
k=1 k=1

n

k=1

As =m1 (grad V(0o), €0, (X1))g, — Mn+1 (grad V(0n), €9, (Xn+41))g, -

We now bound each term of this decomposition. As for the proof of (88) in the proof of Lemma 15,
using using MA2(w)-(a), we have

Or—1

E[A]=0. (88)
Similarly, using the same argument as (35) and (36) in the proof of Lemma 15, we get

E [|Aa] € 280cCumy + 2202 Y miE [A(B:-1) 3, ] -
=t (89)

E [|As]] < o (2 +Cuw > M E [||h(9k)||§k]> :

k=0
It remains to deal with A, and A3 for which we distinguish the case where R2 or R3 holds.
In the case where R2 holds. Using Lemma 7-(a), A3-A4 and Holder inequality shows that
1860 micss (Xas1)lloy < LDt | Hop (Xit1) + b, (K1),
< 3L {10015, + b2 + llea, (X1 ll3, } -

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (86), A2-(b), the definition of e (8), A3, MA2(w)-(a)-(c) and
Jensen’s inequality, we obtain

A3 < LY i 6y ™) Poy €0,y (Xi) o,
k=1

< LY ik {1 How, (Xe)loe_r + 160 (Xi) o } | Por_, 00y (Xi)llo, s
k=1

+ L Zﬂkﬂkﬂ ||A9k—1gﬂk (Xk?)”@k—l H‘Pek—lé‘gk—l (Xk) ||9k—1
k=1

< Léoo Y MiMkt1 (eoowW(Xk) +boo + Ilh(f)kfl)IIek,l) Py, w'/(Xy)
k=1
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+3LWLése > ninpa {Hh(ek,l)nzk_l + 0%+ egow(Xk)} Py, w'?(Xy) .
k=1

Taking the expectation, using MA2(w)-(b), A4, that (1 )xen~ satisfies (12) and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality brings,
N 2 n
E | 4s]] < LéasCuflea + bl Tty + Ximy nFE(IR(05-1) 13, .1}
+3Lene LV 012 + 0% + 2.0 (90)

It remains to treat A, depending on the additional two conditions we consider. We start by proving a
general bound which hold . Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, MA2(w)-(a)-(c)-(d), (86) and A
2-(a), we get

[Aa| < As1+ Aso on

Apy = Le ) nierniw'* (X) llgrad V(0 llo, {11 How, (Xe)llow_, + 1o,y (Xi)llo_, } -
k=1

< Lee ) erimew!? (Xi) |00 llo, {eocw > (Xk) + [1R(Ok-1)llo,—, + b0, (Xi)llow_ } +
k=1

Aso = Le Y mprmew'?(Xp)|lgrad V(0x)[lo, | 2o,y i (K)o
k=1

<3LeZM Y mprmillegrad V(0 o, {Ih0)7, + b2 + e2ow(Xi)} -
k=1
Similarly to the proof of (38) in the proof of Lemma 15, we have
E[|A1s]] < Lot [(eoo + boo){h2car + 1} + h2] C, T2 . (92)
Using A2-(a), MA2(w)-(a)-(b), A4, and (N )ren+ satisfies (12), we get

E[|Ags|] < 3Lt lMhoo {h% + b2 + Cue? JTE) (93)
Combining (88)-(89)-(90)-(91) (92) and (93) in (87) completes the proof.
If R3 holds. Using Lemma 7-(b), A3-A4 and Holder inequality shows that

”A9kﬂ1k+1 (Xk-l-l)”@k < 3(2)1—]2—%1“]{‘% (Xk-‘rl) + bek (Xk-i-l)”gk ;
<3223 (B3, + b3 + llea, (Xarn)l5, } -

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (86), A2-(b), the definition of e (8), A3, MA2(w)-(a)-(c), and
Jensen’s inequality, we obtain

A3 < LY s by ™) Poy 0, (Xi) o,
k=1
n

< LY kg {1 How, (Xe) oy + 10— (Xi)llo_, } |1 Pos_, 00, (Xi)llon s
k=1

+ L Zﬂkﬂkﬂ ||A9k—laﬂk (Xk)||9k—1 HPGk—léGk—l (Xk) Hek—l
k=1

< Lés annkJrl (eoowl/Q(Xk) + boo + Hh(gkfl)”(?k_l) ng_1w1/2(Xk)
k=1

+ 3220 L6 Y ninen {hi;o +O3 4+ eiow3/2(Xk)} Py, w?(Xy) .
k=1
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Taking the expectation, using MA2(w)-(b), A4, MA3, that (N )xen+ satisfies (12) and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality brings,

E[|43]] < LéwCu{lece + boo]T\)y + S nZE[A(64—1)I13, ]}
+ 32 Léa LD CWh3, + 63 + 30O (94)

oo T w

It remains to treat A5 depending on the additional two conditions we consider. We start by proving a
general bound which hold . Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, MA2(w)-(a)-(c)-(d), (86) and A
2-(a), we get

[Ag| < Ao1+ Aso (95)

Asy < Loy mipanew 2 (Xi) [1h(0k) o, {ecow (Xi) + [(Ok-1) o, + 106, (Xi)llox_.}
k=1

Aso = Le Y mprmew'?(Xp)|lgrad V(0x)[lo, | Ao, s i (X6
k=1

< 8L 2Dy meanillgrad V00 llo, {h + b + eoctw®/2(X0) | -
k=1

Similarly to the proof of (38) in the proof of Lemma 15, we have

E[|A12]] < Lot [(e00 + boo){h2ar + 1} + h2] Cu T2 . (96)
Using A2-(a), MA2(w)-(a)-(b), MA3, A4, and (N )ken- satisfies (12), we get

E[|Ags|] < 32Lel @ hoo{h3 + b3 + C3/Pe3 37 | (97)
Combining (88)-(89)-(94)-(95) (96) and (97) in (87) completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 20. Taking expectation in the bound provided by Lemma 18 and ¢ = ¢, /(4¢%),
and using V' is non-negative, A2-(a), A3, MA2(w)-(a)-(b), we get

o M1 (3¢ /4 — 2Lnis ) )ER(0)3,] < EIV (80)] + B[S f_g Mies 1 AM] + €Tt
+hoo Y p—o Mk+1E[1 A0y miy (Xt 1) 16, ]
+2Le2 Cu T2y + 20 30 _om3 1 Bl Ag, mypy (Xir1)[13,]
02 (@ /ey Dngr + 20T} (98)

A bound on E[}"}_ N1 AMy] is provided by Lemma 21. It remains therefore to deal with

the two terms 31 1 1 B[ A,y , (Xii1) ) and 3o 2 E(1 A0,y (X113, These
two terms will treated differently depending if R2 or R3 holds.

If R2 holds. Using Lemma 7-(a), A3, A4, MA2(w)-(a) and MA3(w), and Holder inequality shows
that

1860 12 (Xes1)llo, < LD | Hop (Xir1) + b, (Xies1) [,
E[[| Ay i (Xnr1)lloy] < 3L Dnpen {I[R(OK)I1F, + b3 + €30}
Elll A0y s (Xes1)I13,] <9 x 3L2 VP2 { e + b +ebCD )
Therefore, plugging these estimates in (98) and using Lemma 21, we get that
> k=0 Mkt1(3c1/4 — 2L )E[[[(00)113,] < B[V (60)] + (cp + b3, /1) Tt
n 2 3) (3
+ De oo i B [I1n(00)13,] + CET) + Cna) + BT,
+3.2 Wehoo i M4 lB(00) o, + (3 + Cued) (3choe 2D + 2L)T )2,
+233L[L PR, + b4, + et O
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Rearranging terms and using sup,cn- Nk < 1, With 7 satisfying (79), we get
(€1/2) o 1 ElR(O0)13,] < E[V(00)] + (ca + b2/ c1) Tt
F[CO + (12 + Cue ) (Bhoe LD + 2L) L) + C(ny) + Efg T
+233LLZW2 {4, + bt + et o
which completes the proof.
and taking € = ¢, /(4¢?), we get
Yo Me+1(3c /4 — (2L + 3.2 Wehee i )El[R(00)113,] < E[V (0)] + (ca + b2 /c1) Tt
+ (2L + 3L Weh, ) (b2 + me)) T2 42720 (b + bt +mp) )T,

Using supyen- Nk <1 < ¢ [4(2L + 3.2Mehy, )] ! ensures that ¢, /4 > (2L + 3L Wehoo Mp+1
for any £ € N and the proof follows.

If R3 holds. Using Lemma 7-(b), A3, A4, MA2(w)-(a) and MA3(w), and Holder inequality shows
that

1860 miss (Xir1)llow < L3 [1Ho (Xit1) + bo, (Xas1) 15,
B0, 0 (Xt o] < 322 { i + b + 208 )
B A0, e (Xnen) 3] < 8712 Pni ey {BS +0% + 0}
Therefore, plugging these estimates in (98) and using Lemma 21, we get that
o M1 (3¢1 /4 = 2L )E[[[A(O)I[3,] < E[V(60)] + (c; + 3,2 /c1) T
+ De Sh_oME i E [1A(60)I3,] + COT\2, + Cm) + EGGTL,
2LV, + Cope2 )T +32.2@eh,, {h3 +05, + €308 2>}r§f’+)1
235 LLLP12{RS, + b5, + 5 O IT)
Rearranging terms and using supy,cn- Nk < 1, With ] satisfying (79), we get
(€1/2) 3o M1 B[l 2 (013, ]
E{V(0)] + (¢ + 3 /e1)Tng1 + [C2 + 200 + CueZ T2y + Clm) + BT,
+ 828 Do { W + b + e CFD Y TR 4235 LLZ RS, + 85, + 5, CPINY),

Therefore, plugging these estimates in (78), using MD2(6), we get that
Son—oMkt(c) — 2Ingr1 — Ee)E[||h(0:)]15,] < E[V(6o)] + colnta
+32.LDzh o {hS, + 3, +mea } T, + 2002 + m())T2,
F3 LD+ hS, + me) )T+ b2/ (4e) T s -
Rearranging terms and taking € = ¢, /(4¢?), we get
Yo M1 (3c1 /4 = 2L ) E[|[A(O4)I[3,] < E[V(0o)] + (cp + 03,2 /c1) T
+2L(b2 + mg)) T2 4322 @eh {3, + b3, + mes } T,
—1-35.,?(2){()20 + hgo + m(G)}Fn+1 .

Using that supy - Nk <1 < ¢;/(8L) ensures that ¢, /4 > 2Ln; for any & € N which completes
the proof.

O
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D Proof of Section 4

D.1 Proofs of Section 4.1

Proposition 22. Consider the setting of Section 4.1 and assume HP2. Consider e;p)(v) = {Iq —
BBT}xx"B — {I; — BBT}AB, for any [B] € Gr,.(R?), x € R% Then, for any [By|,[B1] €
Gr,.(R%), z € X and geodesic curvey : [0,1] — Gr,.(R?) between [By) and [B1),

He[Bl](x) - Tgle[Bo](x)H[Bl] < Cly)(1 + Hx||2) . 99)

In particular, for any x € R%, [B] — e[p)(z) satisfies (11).

Proof. Note that by [16, Section 2.5.3], forany [B] € Gr,(R%), z € R, e(p)(x) = —grad f*([B])+
grad f([B]) where grad is the Riemannian gradient on Gr,.(R?), f* = — Tr(B T (zx")AB)/2 and
f([B)) = —Tr(B" AB)/2. Therefore, to conclude that (99), using Lemma 27, it is sufficient to
show that Hess f([B]), Hess f*([B]) : TpGr,(R?) — T|p)Gr,(R?) have operator norm upper

bounded uniformly for [B] € Gr,.(R%) by C{1 + |z||*} for some constant C. First, since f does
not depend on z and Gr,.(R%) is compact, there exists C; > 0 such that for any [B] € Gr,(R%),
||[Hess f([B])H[B] < C1. In addition, by [16, Section 2.5.4], Hess f*([B]) : D1 € T(5Gr,(R%) —
{ls = BB"}(za")Dy — D1B" (z2")B € T(5Gr,(R%). Therefore, using the definition of the
canonical metric on Gr,.(R) given in Section 3.1, we get that there exists Cy > 0 such that for any
[B] € Gr,.(R%), || Hess feUBD g < C2 ||#||* which completes the proof. O

D.2 Proofs of Section 4.2

Recall that we consider the Huber-like dissimilarity measure, p;; : © x © — R, given for any
90, 91 €0 by

2 2742 2
pu(fo,01) = 0 [1+{P®(90,91)/5} ] -0, (100)
where 6 > 0.

We present lemmas to verify A2—A3, MDI for the robust barycenter problem. In addition, we show
that the function () of (21),

fo) = /@ pu(0,z) w(dz) ford € © ,

is strictly g-convex. Thus the the robust barycenter of a probability distribution 7 on © exists and
is unique. Consequently, as the geodesic SA scheme (22) finds a stationary point of (21), the strict
g-convexity of f guarantees that such stationary point is globally optimal and is unique.

Lemma 23. Let © be a Hadamard manifold with sectional curvature bounded below by —k?, € ©
and § > 0. Define for any 6 € O,

Va(0) = p3(x,0) and Vi(0) =02 [Va(0)/62 +1]"/* — 5%,
Then, V1 is a smooth function and its Riemannian gradient is given for any € © by
grad V; () = — Exp;l(ﬂ:)/[‘/'2(0)/62 +1]

Moreover, for any 6 € ©, v € TgO \ {0}, its Hessian satisfies
0 < Hess V1(0)(v,v) < (14 dk) ||v||3 .

172 (101)

Proof. The proof relies heavily on the computation of grad V5 and the Hessian comparison of V5
done in [22, Theorem 5.6.1]. Indeed, [22, Theorem 5.6.1] shows V5 is smooth and that for any § € O,

grad Va(#) = —2Exp, ' (6) .

Hence, (101) follows by composition since Vi (f) = w o V() where @ : t — 62[t/6 + 1]1/% — §2
fort € R,.
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For any v € T, 0, recall that Hess V4 (0)(v,v) = (V,grad V1(0), v)y, where V is the Levi-Civita
connection — see Appendix E.8. The product rule for the covariant derivative [17, p. 73] for a smooth
function f and vector field Y on © gives V(fY) = VI ® Y + {VY. Applying this result to
—1/2 _
(0) = [Va(0)/0* +1] 7%, Y(0) = —Bxp; ()

and using Y = grad V5 /2 gives
Hess V1 (0) = — Exp, ' (z) ® Expgl(x)/[52 {1+ ‘/2(9)/52}3/2}

+Hessvz(e)/[ﬂl+V2(9)/52}1/2} . (102)

Let € © and v € TyO \ {0}. On the one hand, we have Exp, ' (z) ® Exp, ' (z)(v,v) =
(Expy ' (z), v)2. Therefore, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

_ _ _ 2
0 < Exp, ' (¢) @ Expy ' (2)(v,0) < [[Expy ' (@) 0]l = o (0,2) vl .  (103)
since |[Exp, ()|l = pe (6, z). On the other hand, [22, Theorem 5.6.1] implies that
2 |v]|5 < Hess Va(8)(v,v) < 2pe (6, x) coth [kpe (0, 2)] |05 - (104)
Now, combining (103)-(104) in (102), and using ¢ coth(t) < 1 4 ¢ for ¢ > 0, it follows that
Hess V1 (6)(v,v) < [1+ /{p@(ﬁ,x)]/{l + 1/2(9)/52}1/2 ||v||§
< (1+rd) [Jolly |
where we have used 1 + V2(0)/6% > max(1, p (6, z)/6?). Similarly, we obtain
3/2 1/2
Hess Vi (0)(v,0) > — (s30,2) [0l3) / (8 {1+ Va(0)/52}/%) + Il /{1 + Va(0) 5%}
>0,
which concludes the proof. O

Lemma 24. Let © be a Hadamard manifold with sectional curvature bounded below by —k?2.
Furthermore, consider the Lyapunov function given by (21) and stochastic approximation scheme
(22). Then, A2 and A3 are satisfied, withc =¢ =1, L = 1 + k, and bo, = 0. Moreover, MD] is
satisfied, with g = 62 and o1 = 0.

Proof. To show that A2 holds with the stated values of ¢, ¢ and L, note that the scheme (22) can be
written

On+1 = Expyg, Mnt1 Ho, (Xnt1))
where the stochastic update Hy, (X,,+1) is given by

Hla) = ~Bxw; @) / [1+ {po(6. )/

Then, both grad V' and Hess V' can be computed differentiating under the integral in (21). Using
Lemma 23, we know that for any = € O,V : 0 +— 6%(1 + p3(0,2)/6%)'/? — 6% is smooth.
Using ||Exp, ' (2)|le = pe(f, ), we have that for any z,6 € ©,||grad V;(0)]¢ < 1 and, for any
x,0 € ©,v e Tyo,

T/Q . (105)

[Hess V1.(6) (v, v)] < (14 #6) [|v]f5 -

Under these domination conditions, using Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have for
any 0 € O,

e £0) = - [ By o) / [14 pet6.0/0)"] " wtan)

and for any v € TyO,

Hess f(0)(v,v) = /@HessVl(t?)(v,v)ﬂ'(dx) .
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Thus, for any v € TyO \ {0},
0 < Hess f(6)(v,v) < (14 k0) ||v||3 . (106)

This last inequality proves that the operator norm of Hess f is upper bounded by 1 + d«. Therefore,
using Lemma 27, it follows that A2-(b) holds with L = 1 4 Jk.

It remains to prove that Assumptions MDI is satisfied with oy = §2 and o; = 0. To do so, note first
from (105), that

| Ho, (Xos) I, = [Bxpy! (Xusn)lly, /(14 {pa(ba, Xos1) /61 )

Since ||Exp, ' (Xn41)lI3. = p3(0n , Xnt1). it follows that || Hy, (X,41)[|3, < 62. Thus, in the
notation of (8), '

E |lles,, (Xn+1)llp,

since the conditional variance is bounded by the mean square. Now, the required values of o and o
can be read from (107). O

Fu| =B [IHo, (Xns1) = 0615, ‘]-"n] < 52 (107)

Proposition 25. Let © be a Hadamard manifold with sectional curvature bounded below, and let 7
be a probability distribution on ©. Assume there exists some T € O such that

/ po(r,z)m(dz) < 4o0. (108)
e

Then, the function f : © — R given by (21) is geodesically strictly convex, but not strongly convex,
in general. Moreover, f has a unique global minimizer 0* € ©. In other words, T has a unique
robust barycenter 6*.

Proof. Under condition (108), the function f takes finite values, f(0) < 4oc for any 6 € O. Indeed,
note the following inequality, which holds for all z > 0,

5 [1+{x/5}2]”2 _ <5z

From (100) and (21), this inequality implies
fo) <o / po(0,z)w(dz) forfec®
e

and, furthermore, by the triangle inequality,

f0) <6 [ (pe(0,7) + pe(r,z)) m(dx) = pe(f),T)Jr/ pe(r, ) m(dz) (109)
(C] e

Then, it follows from (108) and (109) that f(6) < 4oo for § € ©.

Further, from (106) in the proof of Lemma 24, Hess f(68) = 0, so f has strictly positive-definite
Riemannian Hessian, and is therefore geodesically strictly convex. To see that f(6) may fail to be
strongly convex, consider the case where m = §, (here, J, is the Dirac distribution, concentrated at
T € 0). By (21), it then follows

£(0) = pu(6,7) (110)
Then, let y(t) be a geodesic through 7, given by y(t) = Exp, (tu) for t € R, where u € T;-© has
lu|l- = 1. If £(0) is given by (110), then it follows from (100)

(Fov)t) = & [L+{t/oy2] " — &

but this is not a strongly convex function of ¢ € R. Therefore, f is not geodesically strongly convex
on © [39, p. 187].

It remains to show that f has a unique global minimizer 8*. Since f is geodesically strictly convex,
and bounded below (indeed, f is positive), it is enough to show that f is coercive, in the sense that
f(8) = +o0 when pg (8, 7) — +o0. To do so, note the following inequality holds for all real x,
1/2 )
02 [1+{a/o?] " = 0?2 (-0
{z/0} > \/5( )
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Then, using (100) and (21), this inequality implies

0 > /@ (po(6,2) — 8) n(da)

or, by the triangle inequality,

10) > 5 [ 0o(6.7) = po(ra)| =) m(de)  foro € @

However, this directly yields

1) 1)
10) > 5 polt.7) = = /@ (po(r,2) + 8) 7(dz)

Clearly, the right-hand side increases to 400 when pg (0, 7) — +o00. Thus, f is indeed coercive.

Finally, to show that f has a unique global minimizer 6*, let f, = inf{f(0);60 € ©} and (0,, ;n =
1,2,...) a sequence of points in © such that lim f(,,) = f.. since f takes finite values, f. <
+00. Therefore, there exists some R > 0 such that pg(6,,,7) < R for all n. This is because,
otherwise, pg (0, ,7) — +00, and thus f(6,,) — 400, since f is coercive. Because O is a complete
Riemannian manifold, the metric ball B(r, R) has compact closure (a consequence of the Hopf-
Rinow theorem [27]). This implies that the sequence 6,, has a convergent subsequence, whose limit
0* belongs to the closure of B(r, R). By continuity of f, it is clear that f(6*) = lim f(6,,) = f«.
so 0* is indeed a global minimizer of f. This global minimizer is unique because f is geodesically
strictly convex.

D.3 Details and specification for Section 4.3

The entries of matrix M are chosen such that (a) for any ¢ € {1,...,50}, M, is a sample
from the uniform distribution on [0.1,0.7]; (b) for any k£ € {1,...,23} and i € {1,d — k},
M, = U, 1(0.14+0.8(i—1)/27), where U; j, is a sample from the uniform distribution on [0.05, 0.1];
(¢) |[M]| < 1. By a straightforward induction, we have since for any k& € N, X1 = M X}, + 0ep41,

where o > 0,
k—1

X, = MkXo +0o ZMk717i€i+1 .
i=0

Therefore, for any & € N*, X, follows a Gaussian distribution with mean MF X, and covariance
matrix o2 3¢~ MF~1={[MF~1-]T. Denote by P the Markov kernel associated with (X})xen
Then, it is straightforward to verify that it is strongly aperiodic and irreducible with the Lebesgue
measure as an irreducibility measure. In addition, the zero-mean Gaussian distribution with covariance
matrix X, = 02> ;2 M/[M‘]T is the unique stationary distribution of P. Note that X, is well
defined since |M| < 1. In addition, using that ||M]|| < 1 again, an easy computation shows that
there exists ¢ > 0 small enough such that setting w(z) = exp(c ||z||*), there exists A € (0,1) and
b, € Ry such that Pw(x) < Aw(x) + by, for any z € R?. Therefore HP2 holds for this example.
In addition, 3, satisfies the discrete Riccati equation: 3, = MX, MT + 5215, which it is solved
using the function dare of the Python library control?.

E Preliminaries on Riemannian Geometry

This section reviews some basic concepts about Riemannian geometry. These concepts are essential
to develop our main results on convergence of Riemannian SA.

E.1 Metric Tensor and Distance

A smooth manifold (at least C?) © is equipped with a smooth metric tensor field g € T2T*0, see
[27, Proposition 2.4]. To each § € O, this associates a scalar product gy on the tangent space TyO.
When there is no confusion, we denote that [27, Chapter 2, pages 11-12],

go(u,v) = (u,v), , u,ve THO

Zhttps://python-control.readthedocs.io/en/0.8.3/intro.html
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and the corresponding norm on T © is called the Riemannian norm, ||u||, = (u, ) é/ 2
With the metric tensor, it is possible to define the notion of length of a curve. If ¢ : I — O is a
differentiable curve, defined on some interval I C R, with velocity ¢, then its length is [27, page 34]

(o) = [ 160l at (111

The length £(c) is invariant by reparametrization : £(c o ¢) = £(c) for any diffeomorphism ¢ : J — I,
from an interval J onto I. Thus, without loss of generality, we consider only curves that are restricted
toc:[0,1] — ©.

This can be used to turn © into a metric space. Indeed, if © is connected, the following is a
well-defined distance function; satisfying the axioms of a metric space [27, Theorem 2.55],

pa(0,0") = inf{l(c)|c:[0,1] = ©;¢c(0)=0,c(1)=6¢}, 6,0 0. (112)
This is called the Riemannian distance induced by the metric tensor g.

The infimum in (112) is always attained for any 6, 6’ € ©, provided that the distance pg (-, -) turns ©
into a complete metric space. This is a corollary of the Hopf-Rinow theorem, a fundamental theorem
in Riemannian geometry [27, Corollary 6.21].

E.2 Levi-Civita Connection

In the Riemannian mainfold, the curve y which attains the infimum in (112) is called a geodesic.
Intuitively, a geodesic is a C? curve which has zero acceleration. This intuition can be formalized
by introducing an affine connection V [27, page 89], compatible with the metric tensor g, called
the Levi-Civita connection, or just Riemannian connection (to be precise, V = V9, depends on the
choice of g).

To each vector u € Ty© and smooth vector field X on O, the connection V associates a vector
V.X € TyO. This vector is called the covariant derivative of X in the direction of u. This is bilinear
in u and X, and satisfies the product rule

Vu(fX) = (uf) X(0) + f(0) Vu X, (113)

for any differentiable function f : © — R, where u f denotes the derivative of f along u. Moreover,
one has the following,

VxY -VyX =[X,Y], (115)
for any differentiable vector fields X,Y on ©, where [X, Y] is the Lie bracket of the vector fields X

and Y, itself a vector field. Here, (114) states that V is compatible with the metric, and (115) states
that V is a connection with zero torsion.

The Levi-Civita connection [27, Theorem 5.10] is defined as the unique affine connection V which
satisfies (114) and (115). Note that the uniqueness of this connection can be guaranteed by the
Koszul’s theorem, also known as the fundamental theorem of Riemannian geometry.

E.3 Geodesic Equation

It can be proved using (113) that V,, X depends only on the values of X along a curve tangent to
the vector u [27, Proposition 4.26]. This motivates the following definition. Consider ¢ : I — ©
as a smooth curve on © and X is an extendible vector field along c, this means that X : [ — T©O
satisfies X (t) € T(+)© forany ¢ € I, see [27, pages 100-101]. The covariant derivative of X along
c is defined by

DX =V:Xoc, (116)
where X is a vector field on © satisfying, for any ¢ € I, X (¢) = X o ¢(t). The reader should not
confuse the index ¢ in D;, which is just a notation, with an actual real number ¢ € I.

A geodesic is thus a smooth curve y : I — O, whose velocity v is parallel along y. If Dy is the
covariant derivative along vy, then 7y satisfies the geodesic equation [27, page 103],

Dy(t)=0, tel. (117)
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The left-hand side of this equation is precisely the acceleration of the curve vy.

The geodesic equation is a non-linear ordinary differential equation of second order. For given initial
conditions y(0) = 6 and y(0) = u, it has a unique solutiony : (—¢,¢) — ©, for some € > 0 [27,
Theorem 4.27]. If this solution can always be extended to a curve y : R — O, then O is called a
complete Riemannian manifold. The Hopf-Rinow theorem states that this is equivalent to © being a
complete metric space, with the distance function (112) [27, Theorem 6.19].

E.4 Parallel Transport and Parallel Frames

Recall D, the covariant derivative, associated with the Levi-Civita connection, along a curve c :
[0,1] — ©, given in (116). Then, a vector field X is said to be parallel along c if it satisfies the
parallel transport equation
D:X(t)=0.

This is a first-order linear ordinary differential equation (ODE). Say ¢(0) = 6y, then, for a given
initial condition X (0) = wu, where u € Ty, 0O, it follows that u — X (¢) is a linear mapping from
T, O to T;(+)© [27, Theorem 4.32]. This is denoted T§,;, and by uniqueness of the solution to the
ODE, TY, is its linear inverse [27, Equation (4.22)].

It is useful to derive an equivalent condition to (114), which holds for vector fields X and Y along ¢
[27, Proposition 5.5].

d

T Yoy = DX, Y) ) + (X, DeY) - (118)
This equation yields that ¢ — (X,Y") ) is constant if X and Y are parallel vector fields along c.
Thus T§, preserves scalar products. In particular, if (b; ;¢ = 1,...,d) is an orthonormal basis of
Ty, O, then the vector fields along c, defined by

ei(t) = TG bi,
form an orthonormal basis of the tangent space T.(;)©, for each ¢ € I. This is called a parallel

orthonormal frame along c [27, Equation (4.23)]. By linearity of T§,, if v € T}, © is written
u= Zle u’b;, then

d
Thu = > w'eilt) . (119)
=1

In other words, parallel transport is obtained by simply propagating the cooordinates u of the vector
u along a parallel orthonormal frame.

E.5 Riemannian Exponential Map and Cut Locus

From now on, let us assume that © is a complete Riemannian manifold. A curve that attains the
infimum in (112) is called a length-minimizing curve. While this curve is not always unique, it
is always a geodesic [27, Theorem 6.4]; in other words, it is a twice differentiable solution of the
geodesic equation (117). On the other hand, it is very important to keep in mind that a geodesic is
not always a length-minimizing curve.

To give a concrete example, consider the geodesics of a sphere with its usual round metric [27,
Example 2.13] which are simply its great circles, i.e., intersections of the sphere with planes passing
through the origin. Clearly, a portion of a great circle whose length is greater than 7 is not length-
minimizing. Therefore, geodesics which start at some point € on a sphere, are length-minimizing
until they reach the opposite point —f. One says that the cut locus of the point € on the sphere is the
set {—0}.

Since O is complete, for u € TyO, there exists a unique geodesic y,, : R — © with y,,(0) = 6 and
V.(0) = u. Then, [27, page 128] define the exponential map Exp : TO — © as:

Expy(u) =vu(1) , (120)

which is a smooth map. For u € T©O, with ||ul[, = 1, let ¢(u) > 0 be the largest positive number ¢
such that y,, is length-minimizing when restricted to the interval [0, ¢] [27, page 307]:

c(u) =sup{t >0 : po(6,vu(t)) =1} . (121)
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The tangent cut locus of € is then defined by
TCut(0) = {c(u)u : u e TyO; |ull, =1} .
Finally, the cut locus of 6 is given by [27, page 308]
Cut(f) = Expy {TCut()} .

For example, if © is a unit sphere, then TCut(6) is the set of tangent vectors u € TpO such that
|lul|; = 7. On the other hand, Cut(6) = {—0}, since ||u||, = 7 implies Exp,(u) = —6.

E.6 Injectivity Domain

The cut locus of a point in a complete Riemannian manifold gives valuable information regarding the
topology of the manifold. Indeed, if © is a complete Riemannian manifold and € is any point in O,
then © can be decomposed into the disjoint union of two sets

© =D(6) U Cut(d) , (122)
where D(0) is the injectivity domain,
D(0) = Expy {TD(0)} , where TD(0) = {tu : u € TyO; ||ul, =1and 0 <t < c(u)} ,
where c(u) is given by (121). We observe:

Proposition 26. [27, Theorem 10.34] The Riemannian exponential map Expy is a diffeomorphism

of TD(8) onto D(0). Therefore, the inverse of the Riemannian exponential Exp, L is well-defined,
and a diffeomorphism, on D(0) = © — Cut(6).

In fact, TD(0) is an open, star-shaped subset of the tangent space Ty©, so it has the topology of
an open ball. Thus, (122) states that the topology of O is completely determined by Cut(#). This
theorem also ensures that Cut () is a closed set of measure zero.

E.7 Isometries and Homogeneous Spaces

An isometry g on the Riemannian manifold O is a diffeomorphism g : ©® — © which preserves
the Riemannian metric. To express this, let g - 6 = ¢(f), and g - u = Dgp(u) for each § € © and
u € Ty©. Here, g(0) € O is simply the image of § under the map g, and Dgy denotes the derivative
of gatf,so Dgy : Tgy© — T4.00. We say that g is an isometry if [27, page 12]

(g-u,g-v>g_9:<u,v>9 u, v € TyO .

In other words, the linear map v — g - u from Ty© to T,.9© preserves scalar products. In particular,
it also preserves norms, so [lg - ul|,., = |ully.

Isometries also preserve objects derived from the Riemannian metric such as distance, geodesics,
among others. In particular, if y : I — © is a geodesic, and g : © — O is an isometry, then
Y =govy:I — O isalso a geodesic [27, Corollary 5.14]. Now, if v(0) = 6 and y(0) = u, then
v'(0) = g - 0 and ¥'(0) = g - u. From the definition of the Riemannian exponential (120), it is seen
that

g - Expy(u) = Exp, (g - u) . (123)
The set G of all isometries of a Riemannian manifold © forms a group under composition. A deep
theorem, called Myers-Steenrod theorem, states that G can always be given the structure of a Lie
group, such that for each § € O, the group action g — ¢ - 6 is a differentiable map [17, page 66].

One calls © a Riemannian homogeneous space if its group of isometries G acts transitively. Transitive
action means that for any 6,6’ € © there exists g € G such that g - § = 6’. When O is a Riemannian
homogeneous space, knowing the metric of © at just one point, o € O, is enough to know this metric
anywhere [17, page 67].

E.8 Riemannian Gradient, Hessian, and Taylor Formula

The metric tensor (-, -) and Levi-Civita connection V, on the Riemannian manifold ©, can be used to

generalize classical objects from analysis, like the gradient and Hessian of a C2 function V : © — R,
as we introduce next.
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The Riemannian gradient of V' is a vector field grad V' on O, uniquely defined by the property [27,
Equation 2.14]
(gradV,u), = DV (0)(u), wueThO, (124)

where DV (6) : Tg© — R is the differential of the function V at 6. As V' is a real-valued function,
it is useful to know that differentials, directional derivatives and covariant derivatives coincide
DV (0)(u) = uV(0) = V., V(0). This definition makes it clear that the Riemannian gradient grad V'
depends on the choice of metric on the manifold ©, and does not arise from the manifold structure of
©, in itself.

The Riemannian Hessian of V', denoted Hess V' is defined using the Levi-Civita connection. Precisely,
it is the covariant derivative of the gradient grad V. For 6 € O, this gives the Hessian Hess V' (6) :
Tg@ — Te@,

Hess V(@) u = V,grad V() . (125)
The Riemannian definition of the Hessian coincides with the covariant Hessian obtained from the

Levi-Civita connection [27, Example 4.22]. The covariant characterization gives, for any vector fields
X, YonO,

(HessVX,Y) = VxVyV = Vo vV =X(Y V) = (VxY)V,

where the last equality comes from the remark regarding directional derivatives. One can see that
(115) yields that the linear operator Hess V(0) : T9© — TyO is self-adjoint with respect to the
Riemannian scalar product (-, -) o- Therefore, and not without a slight abuse of notation, we will also
call Hess the resulting symmetric bilinear form

Hess V(0)(u,v) = (Hess V(0)u,v), , u,v € TyO.

Using the gradient (124) and the Hessian (125), one can derive the following Taylor formula for the
function V. If y : [0, 1] — © is a geodesic such that y(0) = 6 and y(1) = 6;; which we simply
call a geodesic between 6 and 6;; then we have

V(1) = V(6o) = (grad V(6o),¥(0))g, + Hess V(v(t.)) (v, 7)/2,

for some ¢, € (0,1).

E.9 Bounded Hessian Implies Lipschitz Gradient

We can now state a result that can be very useful when the Riemannian Hessian is bounded.

Lemma 27. IfV has a continuous Riemannian Hessian Hess V (6) : To© — TyO, with operator
norm upper bounded uniformly for 6 € © by C' > 0; then the Riemannian gradient grad V satisfies
the Lipschitz property (4) with Lipschitz constant L = C.

Proof. Let (e;;i = 1,...,d) be a parallel orthonormal frame along y. Define VV'? : [0,1] — Ty©
by

VVi(t) = (grad V(y(t)), ei(t))y oy » t€[0,1]. (126)

Also, note from (119), applied to ¢ = y and u = grad V' (), that

d
TYgrad V(6h) = Y VV'(0)ei(1) .
i=1

Then, since (e;(1);4 = 1,...,d) is an orthonormal basis of Ty, ©,
2 a ; ;
lgrad V (61) — T, grad V(6o)lly, = Y (VV'(1) = VV*(0))? (127)
i=1

But, by applying (118) to ¢ =y with X = gradV oy and Y = e;, it follows from (116), (125) and
(126),

STV() = (Hess VIO, esld)y ) + (grad Vv (0), Dies By - (129)
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Then, since each e;(t) is parallel along y, D:e;(t) = 0. Plugging (128) into (127) yields, by the
mean-value theorem, followed by Jensen’s inequality,

d

L o\ 1/2
lexad V(61) — T3, grad V (60) |, = (Z [ s V). ) ,

i=1

</ (
= | e Vool -

The last equality comes from the fact that (e;(¢); i = 1,...,d) is an orthonormal basis of T.,(;)©.

Finally, using the definition of the operator norm || - ||op, v (¢) on T () ©, the bound in the assumption
and (111),

d

i=1

) 1/2
[(Fess Vy())¥(0), ei()) o | ) dt

1
Jesad V(01) = Thewad Vo)l < [ [Hess VO llapto 70y dt < NECY) .

This concludes the proof.
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