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Abstract

The Fréchet mean generalizes the concept of a mean to a metric space

setting. In this work we consider equivariant estimation of Fréchet means

for parametric models on metric spaces that are Riemannian manifolds. The

geometry and symmetry of such a space is encoded by its isometry group. Es-

timators that are equivariant under the isometry group take into account the

symmetry of the metric space. For some models there exists an optimal equiv-

ariant estimator, which necessarily will perform as well or better than other

common equivariant estimators, such as the maximum likelihood estimator or

the sample Fréchet mean. We derive the general form of this minimum risk

equivariant estimator and in a few cases provide explicit expressions for it. In

other models the isometry group is not large enough relative to the parametric

family of distributions for there to exist a minimum risk equivariant estima-

tor. In such cases, we introduce an adaptive equivariant estimator that uses

the data to select a submodel for which there is an MRE. Simulations results

show that the adaptive equivariant estimator performs favorably relative to

alternative estimators.

Keywords: directional data, equivariance, Fréchet mean, isometry, positive

definite matrix, Riemannian manifold, torus.
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1 Introduction

Data analysis settings where observations do not take values in a vector space present

unique challenges. One such setting is metric space pX , dq valued data where there

is not necessarily a notion of addition and scalar multiplication of points in X , but

there is a notion of distance between points. Classical examples of metric space-

valued data are directional data such as sphere-valued data, orthonormal frame data

and subspace data [31, 12]. Detailed expositions of metric space structures on the

Stiefel manifold VkpRnq of orthonormal k-frames in Rn and the real Grassmannian

manifold GrkpRnq of k-dimensional subspaces in Rn can be found in [15, 29]. Other

notable examples of metric space-valued data include positive definite covariance

matrices [30], shape space modelling on the complex Grassmannian [22, 25], and

hierarchical structures that can be represented in hyperbolic spaces [36].

If X is not a vector space then the arithmetic mean is not available as a description

of location. However, the distance function describes the relative locations of points

in a metric space and allows the notion of a mean to be generalized. For k ą 0, the

k-Fréchet mean [17] of the law P of a metric space-valued random object X „ P

taking values in pX , dq, is defined as

EkX “ EkP :“ argmin
xPX

E
`

dpX, xqk
˘

. (1)

In words, a k-Fréchet mean is the collection of points in X that are on average the

closest to X with respect to the kth power of the distance function. When X “ R
under the Euclidean metric, E1X and E2X correspond to the usual median and mean

respectively. Just like medians in R, k-Fréchet means are set valued. The 2-Fréchet

mean is the primary estimand of interest in this article and will be denoted by EX

or EP and will be referred to as the Fréchet mean.

The most basic nonparametric estimator of EP given realizations x1, . . . , xn of

i.i.d. random objects X1, . . . , Xn distributed according to P , is the sample Fréchet

mean X̄, defined by

X̄ :“ E2

ˆ

1

n

n
ÿ

i“1

δxi

˙

“ argmin
xPX

1

n

n
ÿ

i“1

dpxi, xq
2, (2)
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where δXi is a Dirac measure. Being an M -estimator, the convergence properties of

X̄ to EP are non-trivial and are of substantial interest, especially in relation to how

the geometry of X impacts rates of convergence [41, 16, 39]. However, in a parametric

setting the sample Fréchet mean may not be the most efficient estimator as it does

not utilize any information about the parametric family under consideration. It is

the goal of this article to provide alternative estimators of EP in parametric settings

using ideas from equivariant estimation theory.

Parametric models for metric space-valued data are typically tailored to the met-

ric space X . Many of the classical models for directional data such as the Langevin,

Bingham and von Mises-Fisher distributions are exponential families. A method for

constructing exponential families on a homogeneous manifold is provided in [45, 13]

building on work on exponential transformation models [3]. Estimation of Fréchet

means may also be of interest for less exotic spaces if they are endowed with a non-

standard metric. An example of this is provided in Section 4 where the Fréchet mean

of a Wishart-distributed matrix is estimated using the log-Euclidean metric as a loss

function [1]. General parametric models that apply to arbitrary metric spaces are

less common with a notable exception being the Riemannian Gaussian distribution

[38].

Parameter estimation in models of directional data have largely focused on large

sample asymptotics, maximum likelihood methods and Bayesian methods [12, 37].

The problem of specifically estimating a Fréchet mean has not been treated exten-

sively from a decision-theoretic perspective. Recent work in this area has considered

the properties of shrinkage estimators for Fréchet means [48, 49, 33]. These works

highlight that estimators such as the MLE or sample Fréchet mean can be inad-

missible. As an alternative to improving upon X̄ or the MLE via shrinkage, one

could consider finding the optimal equivariant estimator within a class of equivari-

ant estimators. Specifically, every metric space inherits a group that preserves its

metric structure, the isometry group of distance preserving bijections of X . These

isometries act on X and give the Fréchet mean estimation problem the structure

of an invariant decision problem. If it exists, the optimal equivariant estimator for

this problem will perform at least as well as the sample Fréchet mean or MLE, since
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these are both isometrically equivariant. The minimum risk equivariant estimator

of a Fréchet mean can be seen as a natural generalization of the Pitman estimator

for location families on the real line [40]. It is also a proper Bayes estimator if the

isometry group is compact, in which case it must also be admissible.

An outline of this article is as follows: Section 2 reviews relevant group theoretic

concepts. Section 3 introduces the equivariant estimation problem and provides a

form for the optimal equivariant estimator under a transitive isometry group action.

The optimal equivariant estimator can be viewed as a Bayes estimator under a prior

induced by the right Haar measure on the isometry group. It is shown that under cer-

tain conditions, the optimal equivariant estimator can alternatively be characterized

as a Bayes estimator where a uniform prior is place on the Fréchet mean. Explicit

expressions for the optimal equivariant estimator are derived for generalizations of

the von Mises-Fisher distributions on the sphere, hyperbolic space and Stiefel man-

ifold. In these cases the MLE is equal to the MRE. Section 4 explores the more

common scenario where the isometry group does not act transitively. In this case we

propose an estimator that adaptively selects a submodel where the isometry group is

transitive from which an equivariant estimator is constructed. Simulation studies on

the space of positive definite matrices and the p-torus illustrate the efficacy of this

adaptive equivariant estimator.

2 Mathematical Preliminaries

Associated with a metric space pX , dq is the set of bijections from X to itself that

preserve distances, namely the isometry group

IsopX q :“ tg : g surjective, dpgpxq, gpyqq “ dpx, yq, @x, y P X u. (3)

The isometry group is a group under function composition and acts on X via the

evaluation map gx :“ gpxq. To ease notation G will be used interchangeably with

IsopX q throughout this article. The isotropy group at x0 of a group G acting on a
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space X is the subgroup of G defined by

Gx0 :“ tg : gx0 “ x0u. (4)

Any action of a group G on X partitions X into equivalence classes determined by

the equivalence relation x „ y if there exists a g P G with gx “ y. Each such

equivalence class is called an orbit and the orbit containing x P X will be denoted by

rxs, with X {G denoting the collection of all orbits of this G action. If there is only

one orbit, G is said to act transitively on X . If IsopX q acts transitively on X then X
is called homogeneous and possesses a high degree of symmetry, as every point x P X
“looks the same” as every other point y P X with respect to the metric. In this work

we restrict the metric spaces under consideration to be homogeneous. Moreover,

we make the extra assumption that X is a Riemannian manifold with Riemannian

distance function d. This assumption is not strictly necessary in what follows but it

ensures that IsopX q is sufficiently well-behaved as a topological group. Additional

details on the basics of Riemannian manifolds and their distance functions can be

found in [27, 10].

In Rn the Lebesgue measure λ is invariant under the group operation of addition

as λpAq “ λpA`bq for any Borel A and b P R. A generalization of Lebesgue measure

to a topological group G with its Borel σ-algebra are the left and right invariant

Haar measures, λL and λR which satisfy

λLpgAq “ λLpAq, λRpAgq “ λRpAgq, @A P BpGq, g P G,

where gA :“ tgh : h P Au and similarly for Ag. If the topology of G is locally

compact then λL and λR exist and are unique up to scaling [35]. The measures λL

and λR need not be the same. However, in an abelian group like Rn or a compact

group like the orthogonal group Opnq, the left and right Haar measures agree up to

scaling. The modular function is a continuous homomorphism ∆ : GÑ Rˆ such that

λLpAgq “ ∆pgqλLpAq for all A P BpGq A group is said to be unimodular if its left

and right Haar measures agree or equivalently ∆pgq “ 1, @g P G. As the measure

∆pgq´1λLpdgq “ ∆pg´1qλLpdgq can be seen to be right invariant, λL and λR are

related by λLpdgq “ ∆pgqλRpdgq, again up to scaling. More generally, it is of interest
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to consider measures on topological spaces X that are acted on continuously by a

topological group G. A measure ν on pX ,BpX qq is relatively invariant with multiplier

χpgq if νpgAq “ χpgqνpAq for all A P BpX q, g P G. The multiplier χ : G Ñ Rˆ is

a continuous homomorphism. Further details on the interplay between groups and

measures can be found in [47, 14, 35]. Hausdorff measures on a metric space are

relatively invariant with respect to the isometry group action with multiplier χ “ 1.

For a Riemannian manifold X , the Hausdorff measure is the same as the Riemannian

volume measure volpdxq. If X is a manifold embedded in Rn then volpdxq can be

thought of as the “surface area” measure of X .

3 Estimation Under a Transitive Action

3.1 Equivariant Estimation

An equivariant estimation problem consists of a family of distributions P “ tPθ :

θ P Θu on the sample space X , an invariant loss function Lpδpxq, θq : D ˆ Θ Ñ R`

and a group G that acts measurably on X [5]. For simplicity, let the decision space

D be the same as Θ. The decision problem is to estimate Θ, or a functional thereof,

given an observation X „ Pθ. The group G induces an action on the set of all

probability measures on X given by P Ñ gP where pgP qpAq :“ P pg´1pAqq for all

measurable sets A. It is assumed that P is invariant under this G action, meaning

that gPθ P P for all θ, g. It is always possible to find a family of distributions that

contains P and is invariant, namely GP :“ tgPθ : g P G, θ P Θu. It is also assumed

that the parameterization Θ of P is identifiable so that there exists a unique gθ P Θ

with gPθ “ Pgθ and hence G also acts on Θ. The loss is defined to be invariant if

Lpgθ, gδq “ Lpθ, δq where gδ and gθ are the results of G acting on Θ.

An equivariant estimator is a function δ : X Ñ Θ satisfying δpgxq “ gδpxq. Due

to both the invariance of the loss and the invariance of the family P , the risk function

of any equivariant estimator is constant on Θ-orbits:

Rpθ, δq “ Eθ
`

Lpgθ, gδpXqq
˘

“ Eθ
`

Lpgθ, δpgXqq
˘

“ Rpgθ, δq. (5)
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Consequently, if G acts transitively on Θ the risk functions of equivariant estimators

can be totally ordered since they are constant. It is then of interest to search for

the minimum risk equivariant estimator (MRE). As many standard estimators are

equivariant, equivariant estimation procedures can be motivated as a way to con-

struct estimators that outperform such commonly used estimators. When finding

the MRE it can be beneficial to work with as small of a group as possible that re-

mains transitive over Θ. If H is a subgroup of G then any G equivariant estimator

is H equivariant. Thus the MRE under H will perform at least as well as the MRE

under G.

3.2 Fréchet Mean Estimation Problem

Before introducing the estimation problem, we observe that the Fréchet mean is an

equivariant function under G “ IsopX q [11]. If L2pX q is the collection probability

measures on X with
ş

dpx, yq2P pdyq ă 8 for at least one x P X then the Fréchet

mean can be viewed as a function E : L2pX q Ñ 2X where 2X is the power set of X .

The isometry group acts on L2pX q by P Ñ gP where gP pAq “ P pg´1pAqq for every

Borel set A. With the natural action of G on 2X defined by g
Ť

i xi :“
Ť

i gpxiq P 2X ,

the Fréchet mean is equivariant, meaning that EgP “ gEP . This follows from the

definition (1) of E since if x P EP then
ż

dpx, yq2P pdyq ď

ż

dpz, yq2P pdyq @z P X ,

which implies
ż

dpgx, yqpgP qpdyq “

ż

dpgx, gyq2P pdyq ď

ż

dpz, yq2pgP qpdyq @z P X ,

so that gx P EgP . This proves that gEP Ă EgP and applying this result with

P̃ “ gP and g̃ “ g´1 yields g´1EgP “ g̃EP̃ Ă Eg̃P̃ “ EP , so EgP “ gEP as

needed. The equivariance of the Fréchet mean implies that if EP is a singleton set

then EgP is also a singleton set for all g P G.

The estimation problem of interest in this article is to estimate the Fréchet mean

of Pθ under the squared distance loss function LpEPθ, δq “ dpEPθ, δq
2, given i.i.d.

7



observations X1, . . . , Xn from Pθ. The distribution Pθ is assumed to be a member of

the family of distributions P “ tPθ : θ P Θu on a homogeneous Riemannian manifold

pX , dq where P is invariant under the action of G. Moreover, in this section it is

assumed that this action is transitive over Θ. The Fréchet mean EPθ is assumed to

be a singleton set so that EPθ P X Ă 2X and dpEPθ, δq makes sense as a function

from X ˆ X Ñ R. In practice Pθ typically has a unique Fréchet mean. Theoretical

guarantees of the uniqueness of EPθ usually require that Pθ be supported in a small

metric ball in X [21, 24]. Lastly, the family P is assumed to be dominated by the

Riemannian volume measure volpdxq on X where Pθ has the density ppx|θq with

respect to volpdxq. As volpdxq is an invariant measure under G, Pgθ has the density

ppx|gθq and no modification by a Jacobian term is required.

The above problem is an equivariant estimation problem under the component-

wise action ofG on X n defined by gpX1, . . . , Xnq :“ pgX1, . . . , gXnq. By the definition

of an isometry, the loss is invariant since

Lpθ, δq “ dpEPθ, δq
2
“ dpgEPθ, gδq

2
“ dpEPgθ, gδq

2
“ Lpgθ, gδq,

and the family Pn “ tPθ ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Pθ : θ P Θu is invariant under G. The collec-

tion pX1, . . . , Xnq will be denoted by X or x throughout and similarly pnpx|θq :“
śn

i“1 ppxi|θq with respect to the base measure volpdxq :“
Śn

i“1 volpdxiq on X n.

As shown above, Fréchet means are equivariant. In particular, the Fréchet mean

under the empirical distribution, which is the sample Fréchet mean (2), is equivariant.

The MLE defined by

δMLEpxq :“ EPθ̂, θ̂pxq :“ argmax
θPΘ

n
ÿ

i“1

logpppxi|θqq, (6)

where θ̂pxq is assumed to be the unique maximizer of the log-likelihood for allX P X n,

is also equivariant. If the MRE exists and differs from these estimators it must

necessarily outperform them in terms of squared distance loss.
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3.3 Finding the Isometrically Equivariant MRE

The value of an equivariant function δ on an X n{G orbit rx0s is uniquely determined

by the value of δpx0q. Informally, the general idea presented below is to find the

optimal value of δpx0q P X for every possible orbit rx0s by minimizing the expression

EpLpθ, δq|rxs “ rx0sq. The primary tool used to find EpLpθ, δq|rxs “ rx0sq is the

factorization of the base measure volpdxq on X n into a product of measures on G

and X n{G [14].

As a first step towards this factorization, the isometry group is given the compact-

open topology that is generated by the subbase

VK,U “ tf P IsopX q : fpKq Ă Uu, K Ă X compact, U Ă X open.

Under this topology the isometry group of any Riemannian manifold is a Lie group

by the Myers-Steenrod theorem [34], and thus is a locally compact Hausdorff space.

Haar measures therefore exist for G. By [9] there exists a function ψpxq ą 0 such that

ψpgxq “ ∆pgqψpxq, implying that ψpxqνpdxq “ volpdxq where νpdxq is a relatively

invariant measure on X n with multiplier ∆pg´1q. A factorization of the ∆pgq´1-

relatively invariant measure νpdxq is given in [14] where

Rpθ, δq “

ż

Xn

dpδpxq, EPθq
2pnpx|θqvolpdxq “

ż

Xn

dpδpxq, EPθq
2pnpx|θqψpxqνpdxq

(7)

“

ż

Xn{G

ˆ
ż

G

dpδpgxq, EPθq
2pnpgx|θqψpgxqλRpdgq

˙

ν̃pdrxsq (8)

“

ż

Xn{G

f̃prxsqν̃pdrxsq. (9)

Viewing the inner integral in (8) as a function fpxq of x, the right invariance of

λR shows that fphxq “ fpxq for all h P G. Thus fpxq is constant on G-orbits so

there exists a function f̃ : X n{G Ñ R` with f̃prxsq “ fpxq for all x P X n. The

factorization Theorem 5.5 of [14] asserts the existence of a measure ν̃ on X n{G such

that the integrals in (7) and (8) are equal. A regularity assumption is needed for

this factorization; the map pg, xq Ñ pgx, xq must be proper. The action of the
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isometry group IsopMq of a Riemannian manifold M on M is known to be proper

[28]. Moreover, the restriction of a proper map to a closed subset of its domain is

also proper. As G is a closed subset of IsopX nq (see Lemma 3) it follows that G acts

properly on X n as is needed for the above factorization. Using the various invariance

properties of d, δ, EPθ and p along with the relationships ∆pgqλRpdgq “ λLpdgq and

λLpdg
´1q “ λRpdgq, the expression in (8) can be rewritten as

Rpθ, δq “

ż

Xn{G

ˆ
ż

G

dpδpxq, g´1EPθq
2pnpx|g

´1θqψpxq∆pgqλRpdgq

˙

ν̃pdrxsq

“

ż

Xn{G

ˆ
ż

G

dpδpxq, g´1EPθq
2pnpx|g

´1θqψpxqλLpdgq

˙

ν̃pdrxsq

“

ż

Xn{G

ˆ

ψpxq

ż

G

dpδpxq, EPgθq
2pnpx|gθqλRpdgq

˙

ν̃pdrxsq. (10)

As G is transitive over Θ, to find the MRE it suffices to minimizes Rpθ, δq at a single

value of θ. The expression in (10) expresses the risk as a function of the orbit rxs,

which is enough to determine the explicit form of the MRE.

Theorem 1. Let X1, . . . , Xn
i.i.d.
„ Pθ be X valued random objects where X is a

homogeneous Riemannian manifold. Assume that Pθ lies in the invariant fam-

ily of distributions P that is dominated by the Riemannian volume measure on

X , and that IsopX q acts transitively on P. If the MRE under the loss function

LpEPθ, δq “ dpEPθ, δq
2 exists, it has the form

δMREpxq “ argmin
δPX

E
`

Lpθ, δq|rxs
˘

“ argmin
δPX

ż

G

dpδ, EPgθq
2pnpx|gθqλRpdgq. (11)

This is a formulation of the classical result that the MRE is the Bayes estimator of

Pθ under a prior distribution for Θ that is the pushforward of the right Haar measure

under the map g Ñ gθ [50, 44]. Like the Fréchet mean optimization problem, the

optimization problem in (11) is theoretically unwieldy. However, if (11) has a solution

at x0 then it also has a solution for all x̃ with rx̃s “ rx0s by equivariance.

The Bayesian setup implied by (11) has a prior distribution placed on G rather

than on Θ. It might be expected that placing a right Haar prior on G is similar

to placing a uniform prior over Θ. Due to the transitivity of the action of G on Θ,
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each left coset of the isotropy group Gθ0 defined by (4) can be bijectively identified

with Θ by the map gGx0 Ñ gx0. Consequently, Θ – G{Gθ0 and Θ inherits the

quotient topology of G{Gθ0 where θ0 is an arbitrarily chosen point of Θ. A further

factorization of the λR appearing in (11), into measures on Gθ0 and G{Gθ0 is possible

because Gθ0 is compact. Letting λGθ0 denote the Haar measure on Gθ0 Corollary 7.4.4

of [47] implies

ż

G

dpδ, EPgθ0q
2ppx|gθ0qλRpdgq

“

ż

G{Gθ0

ˆ
ż

Gθ0

dpδ, EPghθ0q
2pnpx|ghθ0qλGθ0 pdhq

˙

ν̄pdrgsq. (12)

As in (8), the inner integral in (12) viewed as a function of g is constant on the

left cosets of G{Gθ0 and so the inner integral is a function of rgs “ gGθ0 . The

measure ν̄pdrgsq is the unique ∆pgq´1-invariant measure on G{Gθ0 relative to the

action pa, bGθ0q Ñ abGθ0 .

Corollary 1. Under the same assumptions as Theorem 1, if ν̄pdθq is the unique

∆pgq´1-invariant measure on Θ – G{Gθ0, then the MRE, if it exists, has the form

δMREpxq “ argmin
δPX

ż

Θ

dpδ, EPθq
2pnpx|θqν̄pdθq. (13)

One notable case where (13) takes a particularly simple form is when P is pa-

rameterized by its Fréchet mean, so that θ “ EPθ and thus Θ “ X . The induced

G action on Θ is exactly the same as the action of IsopX q on X . If in addition G is

unimodular so that ∆pgq´1 “ 1, then the Riemannian volume measure on Θ “ X is

the unique ∆pgq´1-invariant measure under this action and ν̂pdθq “ volpdθq.

Being a Bayes estimator, standard Markov chain Monte Carlo techniques can be

utilized to compute the value of the MRE at a given value of x. This is done as

follows:

(1) Compute the value of EPθ0 for some conveniently chosen θ0 P Θ.

(2) Draw a Monte Carlo sample of g1, . . . , gk from the density pnpx|gθqλRpdgq.
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(3) Apply each isometry gi to the point EPθ0 and obtain the resulting points

X 1
i :“ giEPθ0 “ EPgiθ0 , i “ 1, . . . , k.

(4) Compute the sample Fréchet mean of X 1
1, . . . , X

1
k and take this to be the Monte

Carlo approximation of the MRE at x, δMREpxq.

The Fréchet mean EPθ0 in step (1) can be found by evaluating the sample Fréchet

mean of a large number of i.i.d. Monte Carlo draws from Pθ0 . If Θ – X and G is

unimodular then steps (2) and (3) in the above procedure can be replaced by:

(21) Draw a Monte Carlo sample of θ1, . . . , θk from the density pnpx|θqvolpdθq.

(31) Compute the Fréchet means EPθi , i “ 1, . . . , k and take X 1
i :“ EPθi .

However, it is often easier to work in G since in G only EPθ0 needs to be calculated to

find the MRE, while in Θ each of EPθ1 , . . . , EPθk must be computed. The particular

choice of Monte Carlo algorithm used in step p2q or p21q is problem dependent. When

n is small and G is compact a simple method for obtaining g1, . . . , gk in p2q is to

use uniform λR proposals in a Metropolis-Hastings algorithm. As n grows larger

the posterior pnpx|gθq becomes more peaked and more sophisticated proposals are

needed.

The invariant estimation problem formulated here and its solution easily general-

ize to the case of estimating a k-Fréchet mean for an arbitrary k. The loss function

used can also any positive power of dp¨, ¨q. Moreover, the MRE depends on the choice

of the Riemannian distance d only through the isometry group IsodpX q and the ob-

jective function of the optimization problem (11). If d is a Riemannian distance on

X and d̃ is another, not necessarily Riemannian, distance on X with Isod̃pX q a closed

subgroup of IsodpX q, then Isod̃pX q acts properly on X and the above factorizations

of voldpdxq remain valid. In such cases, the MRE with a loss function d̃pδ, EPθq
2 is

given by (11) with d replaced by d̃ and with λR replaced by the right Haar measure

λ̃R on Isod̃pX q. It is up to the statistician to choose an appropriate distance function

that reflects the loss for the problem at hand.
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3.4 Applications

3.4.1 von Mises-Fisher Distributions on the Sphere and Hyperbolic Space

One of the simplest examples of a non-Euclidean k-dimensional homogeneous Rie-

mannian manifold is the k-sphere, Sk Ă Rk`1. The distance between two-points on

Sk is defined to be the length of the shortest path between these points that lies

on the sphere. Any orthogonal transformation in Opk ` 1q maps Sk to itself and

preserves the lengths of paths on the sphere. In fact IsopSkq “ Opk ` 1q, which

agrees with intuition for S2 since reflections or rotations of a sphere do not distort

the geometry of the sphere. It is also clear that IsopSkq is transitive since a point can

always be rotated to any other point on the sphere. The von Mises-Fisher family

of distributions on the sphere have densities ppx|µ, κq9 exppκxᵀµq parameterized by

pµ, κq P Θ :“ Sk ˆR` with respect to the volume measure. The parameters µ and κ

are interpreted as location and concentration parameters respectively. If U P Opk`1q

is an isometry of Sk then UPpµ,κq has the density ppU´1x|µ, κq9 exppκpUᵀxqᵀµq so

that UPpµ,κq “ PpUµ,κq. The set of orbits for the entire von Mises-Fisher family is

Θ{G – tκ : κ ą 0u “ p0,8q where G is transitive over any subfamily of distributions

that have a fixed value of κ.

As might be expected, the Fréchet mean of Ppµ,κq is µ for κ ą 0. The sphere is a

two-point homogeneous space, meaning that for any p1, q1, p2, q2 P Sn with dpp1, q1q “

dpp2, q2q there exists an isometry taking p1 to p2 and q1 to q2. The following theorem

provides a way to determine the Fréchet mean of a specific class of distributions on

two-point homogeneous spaces. This theorem extends results for shape spaces that

appear in [23].

Theorem 2. If X is a two-point homogeneous Riemannian manifold and X is a

random object taking values in X with the density f
`

dpx, µq
˘

hpxq with respect to the

Riemannian volume measure, then EX “ µ if f is a decreasing function.

Proof. See the Appendix for a proof of Theorem 2.

As the distance between points x, y P Sk is given by dpx, µq “ arccospxx, µyq,
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the von Mises-Fisher density can be expressed as ppx|µ, κq9 exppκ cospdpx, µqq and

Theorem 2 implies that EPpµ,κq “ µ.

For a fixed value of κ “ κ0 and an i.i.d. sample X1, . . . , Xn
i.i.d.
„ Ppµ,κ0q, the MRE

of EPpµ,κ0q “ µ under the squared distance loss can be found using (13):

δMREpXq “ argmin
δPSn

ż

Sn
dpδ, µq2 exp

ˆ

κ0}Sn}
`

µᵀ Sn
}Sn}

˘

˙

volpdµq, (14)

where Sn “
řn
i“1Xi. Note that the compactness of Opk ` 1q implies it is unimod-

ular and the remarks that immediately follow Corollary 1 apply here. Due to the

conjugacy of the von Mises-Fisher distribution, δMREpXq can be recognized as the

Fréchet mean of PpSn{}Sn},κ0}Sn}q conditional on Sn, which is Sn{}Sn}. The MRE in

this case is equal to the MLE of µ and moreover does not depend on the orbit κ0.

Now suppose that instead of d, the extrinsic distance d̃px, yq “ }x´y} is used, where

Sk is viewed as an embedded submanifold of Rk`1 [6]. As Isod̃pSkq “ Opk ` 1q “

IsodpSkq the MRE is given by (14) with d replaced by d̃. The MRE is identical to

the previous case as the Fréchet mean of PpSn{|Sn},κ0}Sn}q with respect to d̃ is also

Sn{}Sn}. A similar result can be found in [42] where the simultaneous estimation

problem of µi P S1, i “ 1, . . . ,m is considered given independent observations of

Xij „ Ppµi,κq, i “ 1, . . . ,m, j “ 1, . . . , ni. It is shown that the MRE of pµ1, . . . , µmq

is the maximum likelihood estimator in this setting. Our result generalizes the so-

lution of [42] in the m “ 1 case to higher dimensional spheres and has a coordinate

free derivation.

The condition of two-point homogeneity implies that X is a symmetric space [46].

Other examples of symmetric, two-point homogeneous spaces include Lie groups

with bi-invariant Riemannian metrics, Grassmannians and hyperbolic space [28].

Hyperbolic space is of special interest in differential geometry as it is the “model

space” of negative curvature. The construction of the hyperboloid model of hy-

perbolic space proceeds identically to the construction of spheres except that the

Minkowski pseudo-inner product, px, yq “
řk
i“1 xiyi ´ xk`1yk`1, is used instead of

the Euclidean inner product. The hyperboloid is defined as the collection of points

HkpRq “ tx P Rk`1 : px, xq “ ´R2, xk`1 ą 0u. Distances in the hyperboloid model
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are given by dpx, yq “ R arcoshp´px, yq{R2q, a formula reminiscent of the angular

distance between points on a sphere dSkpRqpx, yq “ R arccospxx, yy{R2q. The von

Mises-Fisher analogue on the hyperboloid is the hyperbolic distribution with density

ppx|κ, µq9 exppκ px, µq{R2q, µ P HkpRq, κ ą 0 with respect to volpdxq [20, 2]. An

application of Theorem 2 shows that the Fréchet mean of a hyperbolic distribution

is EPpκ,µq “ µ. The connected component containing the identity of the isometry

group IsopHkq “ O`
pk, 1q is transitive over Hk and thus is transitive over Θ for a fixed

value of κ. It then suffices to consider only the action of this connected component

subgroup SO`
pk, 1q when finding the MRE. Despite it not being compact, SO`

pk, 1q

is unimodular because it is a semisimple Lie group [26]. By (13) and the same argu-

ment as in the spherical case, if Sn “
řn
i“1Xi the MRE for µ is RSn{

`

´pSn, Snq
˘1{2

,

which also coincides with the MLE.

3.4.2 Langevin Distribution on the Stiefel Manifold

The equivariance of the Fréchet mean functional also provides another tool that can

be used to determine the Fréchet mean of a distribution.

Lemma 2. The isotropy group Gθ is contained in the isotropy group GEPθ . If EPθ

is not a singleton set this containment still applies where GEPθ is the isotropy group

with respect to the action of G on the power set of X .

Proof. If g P Gθ then gEPθ “ EgPθ “ EPgθ “ EPθ so g P GEPθ .

The above lemma is most useful when Gθ is large, thereby limiting the possible

values of EPθ. As an application, consider the Stiefel manifold VkpRpq that consists

of all matrices X P Rpˆk with XᵀX “ Ik. Viewing the Stiefel manifold as an

embedded submanifold of Rpˆk it can inherit either the extrinsic Frobenius norm

distance or the intrinsic, induced Riemannian distance, although other distances are

also useful [15]. As the Frobenius norm satisfies }UAV ᵀ ´ UBV ᵀ}F “ }A ´ B}F

for all A,B P Rpˆk, U P Oppq, V P Opkq, the Stiefel manifold contains the direct

product of Oppq and Opkq in its isometry group. Similarly, the isometry group under

the induced Riemannian distance also contains G :“ Oppq ˆOpkq.
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The Langevin distribution on VkpRpq generalizes the von Mises-Fisher distribu-

tion and has a density ppx|θq9etrpxᵀθq, θ P Rpˆk with respect to volpdxq. Under the

action of pU, V q P Oppq ˆ Opkq, the Langevin distribution transforms according to

pU, V qPθ “ PUθV ᵀ . A Langevin subfamily of interest is θ “ λH, H P VkpRpq, λ ą 0.

In this family each column vector of X is concentrated around the corresponding

column vector of H and all columns of X concentrate around the columns of H by

equal amounts. Notice that if H0 “ rIk, 0p´k,ks
ᵀ then GλH0 contains matrices of one

of the two forms

ˆ

«

Ik 0

0 V

ff

, Ik

˙

, V P Opp´ kq, or pTij, Tijq, 1 ď i, j ď k,

where the Tij “ I´eie
ᵀ
i´eje

ᵀ
j`eie

ᵀ
j`eje

ᵀ
i are transposition matrices that permute the

rows and columns of a matrix under left and right multiplication by Tij. It is seen that

the only elements of VkpRpq that are fixed by these group elements are matrices of the

form rdiagp˘1q, 0p´k,ks
ᵀ. If unique, EPλH0 must be one of these matrices by Lemma

2. By considering left multiplication by reflection matrices diagp1, . . . ,´1, . . . , 1q, it

is clear that out of these matrices, H0 “ rdiagp1q, 0p´k,ks
ᵀ is the closest on average

to X so EPλH0 “ H0 for all λ ą 0. By the equivariance of Ep¨q, EPλH “ H for any

H P VkpRpq.

If either the squared intrinsic or extrinsic distances are used as loss functions,

then given a single observation X „ PλH , the MRE of H is X. This follows by

the conjugacy of this family of Langevin distributions, whose density functions are

symmetric in X and H. By the remarks following (13), the MRE of EPλH is the

Fréchet mean EPλX “ X, where again we note that G is unimodular. An implication

of this result is that X is an admissible estimator of H under these losses, because it

is a Bayes estimator under a proper prior distribution. That the prior is proper is a

direct consequence of the finiteness of the right Haar measure on the compact group

G. When n ą 1 this particular subfamily of distributions is no longer conjugate and

the posterior Fréchet mean implied by (13) must instead be found numerically.
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4 Estimation Under a Non-transitive Action

4.1 Adaptive Equivariant Estimator

Many models P of interest have a G-action that does not act transitively on P .

Recall that the risk function of any equivariant estimator δ is constant over G-orbits

of the parameter space, Rpgθ, δq “ Rpθ, δq for all g P G. Transitivity of G ensures

that the risk functions of equivariant estimators can be totally ordered. In the non-

transitive setting the risk functions of equivariant estimators have a total ordering

when restricted to a single orbit. That is, if G acts on the family P then for any

θ0 P Θ, G will act transitively on the subfamily Prθ0s :“ tPθ : rθs “ rθ0su Ă P and

the results from the previous section directly apply to Prθ0s.
This suggests the possibility of using a two-step estimation procedure where the

Θ-orbit that contains the true θ is first estimated and then the MRE is computed

conditional on this estimated orbit. Formalizing this, for each θ0 P Θ let δrθ0s be the

MRE for the sub-family of distributions Prθ0s where it is assumed that this MRE

exists for every such sub-family Prθ0s. Let xrθs : X n Ñ Θ{G be an estimator of

the true orbit of θ. We define the xrθs-adaptive MRE to be the estimator δ
xrθs

. The

orbit estimators that we use in the following sections are derived from estimators

θ̂pX1, . . . , Xnq of the full parameter θ where xrθspX1, . . . , Xnq “ rθ̂pX1, . . . , Xnqs.

Lemma 3. If xrθs is G-invariant, the adaptive MRE δ
xrθs

is equivariant. In particular,

if xrθspXq “ rθ̂pXqs for an equivariant estimator θ̂ : X n Ñ Θ then the adaptive MRE

is equivariant.

Proof. If θ̂ : X n Ñ Θ is equivariant then xrθs “ rθ̂s is invariant since

xrθspgXq “ rθ̂pgXqs “ rgθ̂pXqs “ rθ̂pXqs “ xrθspXq.

For an invariant xrθs the adaptive MRE is equivariant as

δ
xrθspgXq

pgXq “ δ
xrθspXq

pgXq “ gδ
xrθspXq

pXq.

17



It is expected that if the orbit estimate is accurate, the adaptive MRE will perform

similarly to the MRE under the sub-family Prθs containing the true value of θ. Thus,

it is hypothesized that δ
xrθs

will perform well when the sample size is large.

The estimation procedure described above is closely related to empirical Bayes

estimation. The orbit rθs can be viewed as a hyperparameter for the Bayesian model

X1, . . . , Xn
i.i.d.
„ Pgθ, g „ λR. As the Bayes estimator of EPθ for a fixed orbit rθs is

δrθs, the empirical MRE δ
xrθs

can be viewed as a empirical Bayes estimate of EPθ that

uses the data to estimate the hyperparameter rθs. Connections between equivariant

estimation under a non-transitive action and the James-Stein estimator are discussed

in [4]. There the action of Oppq on Rp is considered when estimating µ given a single

observation from the model X „ Nppµ, Iq. If X „ Nppµ, Iq then UX „ NppUµ, Iq for

U P Oppq and the P orbits of this model can be indexed by rµs “ }µ}. For a fixed

orbit rµs “ }µ}, let δ}µ} be the MRE restricted to take values in the sphere of radius

}µ}. That is, δ}µ} is MRE out of all estimators whose action space is Spp}µ}q. It is

shown in [4] that the James-Stein estimator is equal to δ
y}µ}

when x}µ} “ }X}2´p`2.

Note that X is the MRE under the full, transitive isometry group of Rn which

includes the translations xÑ x` a. As the James-Stein estimator dominates X for

p ą 2, this demonstrates how it can be beneficial to minimize the size of the group

under which equivariance of an estimator is required.

4.2 Numerical Illustration: Positive Definite Matrices

Covariance estimation of pˆ p positive-definite matrices Sp` is another classical set-

ting where non-transitive group actions are useful. Suppose X „ Wishartppn,Σq

with n known and it is desired to estimate Σ under an orthogonally invariant loss

LpUΣUᵀ, UδUᵀq “ LpΣ, δq, U P Oppq. The orthogonal group acts on a covariance

matrix X by X Ñ UXUᵀ where UXUᵀ „ Wishartppn, UΣUᵀq. Each parameter

space orbit can be indexed by the eigenvalues of Σ so that Θ{G “ Rp
`. It is possible

to extend this action from Oppq to GLppRq which makes the resulting action transi-

tive over Θ. However, not all loss functions will be invariant under the full GLppRq
action.
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In this subsection we consider the loss function given by the log-Euclidean dis-

tance on Sp` defined by dpX, Y q :“ } logpXq ´ logpY q}F where logp¨q is the matrix

logarithm and } ¨}F is the Frobenius norm. The Euclidean distance applied to covari-

ance matrices can exhibit a swelling effect where it is possible that the determinant

of a mean of matrices is larger than the determinant of any individual matrix in

the mean. Motivation for using the log-Euclidean distance stems in part as a way

to mitigate this swelling effect. The log-Euclidean distance is especially useful in

medical imaging applications where determinants of covariance matrices have direct

physical interpretations.

The matrix logarithm is a bijection between Sp` and the set of p ˆ p symmetric

matrices. If X has the eigendecomposition X “ Udiagpλ1, . . . , λpqU
ᵀ the matrix

logarithm is defined by logpXq “ Udiagplogpλ1q, . . . , logpλpqqU
ᵀ. It follows that

logp¨q is Oppq equivariant, logpUXUᵀq “ U logpXqUᵀ, which shows that Oppq is

contained in IsopSp`q for the log-Euclidean metric. The log-Euclidean metric is

not fully GLppRq invariant, contrasting with other commonly used losses such as

L1pΣ, δq “ trpδΣ´1q ´ logp|δΣ´1|q and L2pΣ, δq “ trpδΣ´1 ´ Iq. Working in log co-

ordinates, the log-Euclidean Fréchet mean EX of X corresponds to the Euclidean

mean of logpXq, logpEXq “ EEucplogpXqq.

The decision problem considered in the simulation study below is to estimate

the Fréchet mean of X{n under the log-Euclidean loss LpΣ, δq “ dpΣ, δq2 when

X „ Wishartppn,Σq. As d is induced from a Riemannian metric on Sp` [1] the theory

from Sections 3 and 4.1 applies and an adaptive equivariant estimator can be em-

ployed. Alternative estimators of EpX{nq include the sample Fréchet mean of X{n,

which is simply X{n, and the MLE, which is EpY {nq where Y „ Wishartppn,X{nq

conditionally on X. The eigenvalues of any equivariant estimate of Σ, such as the

MLE X{n, can serve as an orbit estimate for the adaptive MRE. An orbit esti-

mate can also be obtained from the sample Fréchet mean by a method of moments

procedure where the method of moments estimator for Σ satisfies the equation

X{n “ EpY {nq, Y „ Wishartppn,ΣMoMq.

Simulation results show that this equation has an approximate solution for ΣMoM .
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δ

Sample Fréchet MLE MRE, xrθs “ X{n MRE, xrθs “ ΣMoM

p “ 2, n “ 5 1.796 2.234 2.004 0.216

p “ 2, n “ 10 0.723 0.803 0.715 0.168

p “ 2, n “ 40 0.143 0.146 0.144 0.055

p “ 4, n “ 5 9.754 16.021 14.555 1.379

p “ 4, n “ 10 2.664 3.361 2.795 0.890

p “ 4, n “ 40 0.513 0.548 0.506 0.289

Table 1: Risk of estimator δ, Rpθ, δq

The resulting adaptive MRE is given by δrΣMoM s, where we recall from Subsection

4.1 that δrΣ0s is the MRE of the sub-model where Σ is restricted to lie in the same

Oppq orbit as Σ0.

The estimated risks of the sample Fréchet mean, MLE and adaptive MRE with

MLE and ΣMoM orbit estimates are shown in Table 1 for Σ “ diagp1, . . . , pq. These

risks were computed by averaging the observed losses of each estimator over 500

different simulated data sets of sample size n P t5, 10, 40u. Given an orbit, the

MREs are computed by the procedure described in Section 3 where a Metropolis

Hastings algorithm over G “ Oppq with uniform proposals is run for 1500 iterations.

In each case it is seen that the adaptive MRE improves upon the estimator from

which its orbit is derived from. The adaptive MRE with the ΣMoM orbit performs

especially well under every scenario. Surprisingly, even in the n “ 5 case where the

orbit estimates may be inaccurate the performance of the adaptive MREs is superior

to the sample Fréchet mean and MLE.
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4.3 Numerical Illustration: Data on the Torus

A product Riemannian manifold X “M1ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆMp is the Cartesian product of the

Riemannian manifolds Mi and is equipped with the distance function

dX ppx1, . . . , xpq, py1, . . . , ypqq
2 :“

p
ÿ

i“1

d2
Mi
pxi, yiq.

Examples of commonly used product manifolds include Rp “ R ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ R and the

(flat) p-torus, Tp :“ S1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ S1 which is the primary focus of this section. Tori

have been used to represent multivariate angle measurements such as torsion angles

in proteins and other biological molecules [8].

In a general product manifold X “ M1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆMp the Fréchet mean of a ran-

dom object X “ pXp1q, . . . , Xppqq P X behaves just like the mean of a random

vector. The mean of a product is the product of the marginal means, EdXX “

pEdM1
Xp1q, . . . , EdMkX

ppqq. In particular, sample Fréchet means can be computed by

computing the marginal sample Fréchet means. If each Mi is a homogeneous space

then X is also homogeneous since IsopM1qˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ IsopMpq Ă IsopX q acts transitively

on X . To ease notation we denote IsopM1q ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ IsopMpq by G̃. Equivariant esti-

mation of the Fréchet mean EX in the product manifold setting is most interesting

when the components of X are dependent. If the Xpiq are independent and each

IsopMiq acts transitively over the family of marginal distributions of Xpiq, equiv-

ariant estimation of EX on X is no better than separately performing equivariant

estimation on the marginal distributions.

The decision problem of interest in this section is to estimate the Fréchet mean

of a random object X taking values in the p-torus under the squared distance loss

dTppEX, δq
2. The distribution of X is assumed to have a density with respect to

volpdxq on Tp of

ppx|µ, κ,Λq9 exp

ˆ p
ÿ

i“1

κix
ᵀ
iµi `

ÿ

iăj

λijx
ᵀ
i pRµipRµjq

ᵀ
qxj

˙

, R “

«

0 ´1

1 0

ff

, (15)

xi, µi P S1, κi ą 0, λij P R, Θ “ tpµ, κ,Λq : µ P Tp, κ P Rp
`,Λ P Rppp´1q{2

u.
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This family of distributions is a multivariate generalization of the von Mises-Fisher

distribution on the p-torus that also induces dependence between the S1 components

of Tp [43, 32]. The first term in the exponent in (15) is equal to
ř

i κi cosp=xi´=µiq

while the second term is
ř

iăj λij sinp=xi ´=µiq sinp=xj ´=µjq, where = gives the

angle of a point in S1 relative to p1, 0q. The first term reflects the affinity of xi to

be close to µi and the second term controls the correlation between =xi ´ =µi and

=xj ´=µj. Figure 1 illustrates how the value of the λij’s alters this distribution for

p “ 3. It is seen that when the λij’s have the same sign and are large relative to the

κi’s. observations in each respective circle tend to cluster more around ˘Rµi while

if the λij’s are smaller then observations cluster around the µi’s. Fréchet means for

this distribution are therefore most meaningful when the magnitude of the λij’s is

not too large.
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Figure 1: First row: κi “ 2, λij “ 1, Second row: κi “ 2, λij “ 3

An isometry g “ g1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ gp P G̃ acts on this family by gPpµ,κ,Λq “ Ppgµ,κ,Λq,

implying that Θ{G̃ “ Rp
`ˆRppp´1q{2. The normalizing constant of (15) is not known,

however it does not depend on µ since the normalizing constants associated with
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Parameter Values θ δ

Sample Fréchet MLE

κi “ 2, λij “ 1, n “ 25 1.73 1.44

κi “ 2, λij “ 1, n “ 5 1.88 1.82

κi “ 2, λij “ 3, n “ 25 8.98 1.33

κi “ 2, λij “ 3, n “ 15 8.14 0.99

κi “ 2, λij “ 3, n “ 5 3.04 0.86

Table 2: Ratio of risks of estimator δ to the adaptive MRE, Rpθ, δq{Rpθ, δ
rpκ̂,λ̂qsq

Ppµ,κ,Λq and gPpµ,κ,Λq must be the same. The maximum likelihood estimate of θ “

pµ, κ,Λq can be found by first finding the restricted maximum likelihood estimate

µ̂κ,Λ :“ argmaxµ`pµ, κ,Λq using the known µ-gradients of the likelihood. The full

maximum likeihood estimates can then be found numerically by maximizing the

profile likelihood `pµ̂κ,Λ, κ,Λq over κ and Λ.

By estimating the orbit by the MLE pκ̂, λ̂q, the adaptive MRE procedure is

applicable here. Notice that the conditional distribution ppxi|x´i, µ, κ, λq is a von

Mises-Fisher distribution so that Monte Carlo samples from Ppµ,κ,λq can be efficiently

drawn using Gibbs sampling [32]. Moreover, the posterior ppµ|x, κ, λq under a uni-

form prior density is symmetric in x and µ, implying that Gibbs sampling can also

be used to sample from the posterior distribution in (13). Given Monte Carlo sam-

ples of µ1, . . . , µk from this posterior distribution the adaptive MRE is the sample

Fréchet mean of EP
pµ1,κ̂,λ̂q

, . . . , EP
pµk,κ̂,λ̂q

where κ̂, λ̂ are the MLE orbit estimates of

κ and λ. Table 2 provides simulation results for n P t5, 25u, p “ 3 and κi and λij-

values that are constant across i and j. The risks for each estimator are estimated

by averaging the observed loss across 1000 simulated data sets from (15). Without

loss of generality µi is taken to be p0, 1q for all i in the simulations, since the risks

of the estimators are independent of µ by equivariance. It is seen that in most cases

the adaptive MRE performs significantly better than the MLE and sample Fréchet

mean even though the parameter space orbit has to be estimated in the adaptive

MRE. Agreeing with intuition, the adaptive MRE does not perform as well in the
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case where n “ 5, κi “ 2, and λij “ 3 since in this setting the MLE orbit estimate

will not be accurate as the sample size is too small. Moreover, the effect of the choice

of orbit on the performance of the adaptive MRE may be larger in this case since

λij is relatively large.

5 Discussion

In this work we have shown how estimating the Fréchet mean of a distribution can

be viewed as an equivariant estimation problem under the isometry group action.

Expressions for the minimum risk equivariant estimator are derived in terms of the

right Haar measure over the isometry group of the sample space manifold. The MRE

can be found explicitly for exponential family models related to the von Mises-Fisher

distribution where the density is a decreasing function of the Riemannian distance.

These models are parameterized in terms of their Fréchet means and a concentration

parameter. Developing additional exponential family models on Riemannian mani-

folds that allow for tractable inferences to be made on the Fréchet mean is a future

area of interest. It is also of interest to consider models that go beyond random

sampling and incorporate dependence between manifold-valued random objects.

When it is not possible to determine the MRE explicitly it can be computed by

MCMC over the isometry group, which typically is Opkq or some product thereof.

Monte Carlo methods for simulating manifold-valued random variables is an active

area of research [19, 18]. The existence of the MRE is guaranteed only when the isom-

etry group acts transitively on the parameter space and the posterior distribution

under the right Haar prior has a unique Fréchet mean set. We have proposed an adap-

tive MRE procedure for cases where the action is non-transitive. Non-transitivity is

anticipated in settings where the isometry group is “small”, such as the case where

the sample space is not homogeneous. For example, stratified spaces, like the BHV

space of trees [7], are not homogeneous but still can have non-trivial isometry groups

that can incorporated into an adaptive MRE procedure.

Simulations on the space of positive definite matrices and the torus provide some
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evidence that the adaptive MRE performs well relative to the estimator it is derived

from. It is an open question as to whether the adaptive MRE will always asymptot-

ically dominate any consistent, equivariant estimator from which it is derived.

6 Appendix

6.1 Proofs

Lemma 1. The Fréchet mean under the intrinsic, angular metric of Sn of the von

Mises-Fisher distribution Ppµ,κq is µ for all κ ą 0.

Proof. For X „ Ppµ,κq we show that Sn, EpdpX, pq2q ą EpdpX,µq2q for any p ‰ µ.

As the von Mises-Fisher distributions are invariant, by two-point homogeneity of the

sphere it can be assumed without loss of generality that µ “ pcospθq, sinpθq, 0, . . . , 0q

and p “ pcospθq,´ sinpθq, 0, . . . , 0q with sinpθq ą 0. Define R to be reflection about

the second coordinate, Rpx1, x2, . . . , xn`1q “ px1,´x2, . . . , xn`1q. Decomposing Sn

into the sets H1 :“ tx P Sn : x2 ą 0u and H2 “ Hc
1 it is found that

EpIH2

`

dpX, pq2 ´ dpX,µq2q
˘

“

ż

H2

`

dpx, pq2 ´ dpx, µq2
˘

exppκxᵀµqvolpdxq

“

ż

H2

`

dpRx,Rpq2 ´ dpRx,Rµq2
˘

exppκpRxqᵀRµqvolpdxq

“

ż

H1

pdpx, µq2 ´ dpx, pq2q exppκxᵀRµqvolpdxq,

where a change of variables from Rx to x is used in the last line. Pairing this

expectation with the case when X P H1 gives

E
`

dpX, pq2´dpX,µq2
˘

“

ż

H1

pdpx, pq2 ´ dpx, µq2q
`

exppκxᵀµq ´ exppκxᵀRµq
˘

volpdxq.

(16)

This completes the proof because the integrand above is positive over H1, since

xᵀµ ą xᵀRµ whenever x2 ą 0.
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The ideas used in the proof above hold more generally for any two-point homo-

geneous space.

Theorem 2. If X is a two-point homogeneous Riemannian manifold and X is a

random object taking values in X with the density f
`

dpx, µq
˘

hpxq with respect to the

Riemannian volume measure, then EX “ µ if f is a decreasing function.

Proof. The same proof as in Lemma 1 applies with H1 “ tx P X : dpx, µq ă dpx, pqu

and H2 “ Hc
1. The analogue of the reflection R is an isometry R with Rppq “

µ, Rpµq “ p. Notice that if dpx, pq ď dpx, µq then dpRx, µq ď dpRx, pq, implying

that RH2 “ H1

Ť

tx : dpx, pq “ dpx, µqu. As fpdpx, µqq ą fpdpx, pqq in H1, the

integral analogous to (16) is positive as needed.

Lemma 3. Gθ0 is compact and G is closed in IsopX nq.

Proof. The topology of G is the compact-open topology which means that gn Ñ g

if and only if gn|K Ñ g|K uniformly for any any compact K Ă X . By a result in

[27], since G is a Lie group acting properly on X , GEPθ0
is compact. As Gθ0 Ă GEPθ0

it suffices to show that Gθ0 is closed in G. Suppose that gn Ñ g with gn P Gθ0

so Pgnθ0 “ Pθ0 for all n. As G is a Lie group under the compact-open topology

gn Ñ g implies g´1
n Ñ g´1. For any set S Ă X let Sε “ tx : dpx, Sq ă εu be its

ε-enlargement. By the uniform convergence on compacts, for any ε there exists an

m such that n ě m implies g´1
n K Ă pg´1Kqε and g´1K Ă pg´1

n Kqε. This gives the

inequalities

Pθ0pKq “ Pθ0pg
´1
n Kq ď Pθ0ppg

´1Kqεq, (17)

Pθ0pg
´1Kq ď Pθ0ppg

´1
n Kqεq “ Pθ0pg

´1
n Kεq “ Pθ0pKεq, (18)

where the first equality in (18) holds because each g´1
n is an isometry. Taking εÑ 0

in (17),(18) shows that PθpKq “ Pgθ0pKq which implies that Pθ0 “ Pgθ0 because Pθ0

and Pgθ0 are inner regular.

To prove the second statement, let g̃n :“ gn ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ gn Ñ g̃ in the compact-open

topology of IsopX nq. Then pgnx, . . . , gnxq Ñ g̃px, . . . , xq so g̃px, . . . , xq “ py, . . . , yq

for some y P X . Define g : X Ñ X by gpxq “ y. It can be checked that g P IsopX q
and g ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ g “ g̃ so g̃ P G as needed.
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