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Abstract

Principal curves are natural generalizations of principal lines arising as first principal com-
ponents in the Principal Component Analysis. They can be characterized—from a stochastic
point of view—as so-called self-consistent curves based on the conditional expectation and—
from the variational-calculus point of view—as saddle points of the expected difference of a
random variable and its projection onto some curve, where the current curve acts as argu-
ment of the energy functional. Beyond that, Duchamp and Stützle (1993,1996) showed that
planar curves can by computed as solutions of a system of ordinary differential equations.
The aim of this paper is to generalize this characterization of principal curves to Rd with
d ≥ 3. Having derived such a dynamical system, we provide several examples for principal
curves related to uniform distribution on certain domains in R3.

1 Introduction

Principal component analysis (PCA) [23] is still the working horse of dimensionality reduction
algorithms. The dimensionality reduction of data contained in Rd is here realized by projecting
them onto the low-dimensional affine subspace that minimizes the sum of the squared Euclidean
distances between the data points and their orthogonal projections. If the affine subspace is one-
dimensional, PCA just finds a principal line. Considering the data as realization of a random
variable X : Ω→ Rd, we may compute the principal line as minimizer of

E
[
‖X − πg(X)‖2

]
over all lines g in Rd, where πg denotes the orthogonal projection onto g. Throughout this paper
‖ · ‖ denotes the Euclidean norm. There are many attempts to generalize principal lines in the
literature. One direction is to replace the linear space Rd by a nonlinear space. For instance, if
Rd is substituted by a Riemannian manifold, we may ask for the geodesic that minimizes

E
[
d(X, πg(X))2

]
over all geodesics g, where d(·, ·) denotes the distance on the Riemannian manifold. Among the
large amount of literature about PCA on manifolds, we refer to [15,24,27,28] and the references
therein.
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Another generalization keeps the linear space setting but asks for a smooth curve Γ : [0, `]→
Rd that is a critical point of

E
[
‖X − πΓ(X)‖2

]
. (1)

These curves—called principal curves by Hastie [11] and Hastie & Stützle [12]—possess the
so-called self-consistency property, which can be explained via conditional expectations. For
principal curves in the plane, Duchamp & Stützle [9] prove that these are indeed saddle points
of (1). This is quite contrary to the behaviour of principal lines, which are local minima.
Moreover, in the companion paper [8], Duchamp & Stützle show that planar principal curves
are solutions of a system of ordinary differential equation. By solving this dynamical system,
Duchamp & Stützle find principal curves for uniform densities on rectangles and annuli.

From a numerical point of view, there are several papers on efficient computations of principal-
like curves for point clouds, which can seen as finitely many samples with respect to the random
variable X. Usually, these proposed algorithms require additional constraints on the curve
[4, 16, 19]. On the basis of these algorithms, principal curves have found applications in image
processing like the ice floe identification in satellite images in [1] or like the feature extraction
and classification in [3], speech recognition [26], and engineering problems [7]. A more recent
generalization of principal curves to manifolds was considered in [13], and principal curves on
spheres were discussed in [17].

The aim of this paper is to generalize the characterization of principal curves by differential
equations to Rd, d ≥ 3. Based on our findings, we will compute principal curves for uniform dis-
tributions on specific domains. When finishing this paper, we realized that an ingredient of our
computation—namely the generalization of the so-called transverse moments to Rd—has been
mentioned in [6], however, without relating the generalized moments to differential equations.
Finally, we like to mention an other, completely different, powerful method to approximate arbi-
trary measures by measures supported on curves based on the minimization of the Wasserstein
distance [5, 20] or the discrepancy [10] between such measures.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide necessary preliminaries on proba-
bility theory. Then, in Section 3, we recall the definition of principle curves from the stochastic
as well as from the variational point of view. The characterization of principal curves by a
system of differential equations is derived in Section 4. We apply our findings for computing
principal curves with respect to uniform distribution on several domains in R3 in Section 5.
Finally, we draw conclusions in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries in Probability Theory

In the following, we introduce the necessary notation from probability theory [18]. Let (Ω,A, P )
be a probability space. By B(Rd) we denote the Borel-σ-algebra on Rd. For a random variable
X = (X1, . . . , Xd) : Ω→ Rd, the push-forward measure PX : Rd → [0, 1] of P by X given by

PX(A) := P (X−1(A)), A ∈ B(Rd),

is called the distribution of X. We write X ∼ PX . A random variable X : Ω → Rd on a
probability space (Ω,A, P ), is called integrable if X ∈ L1(Ω, P ), i.e.

∫
Ω |X(ω)|dP (ω) < ∞. If

X is integrable, then the expectation of X is defined by

E[X] := (E[X1], . . . ,E[Xd]), E[Xi] :=

∫
Ω
Xi(ω)dP (ω).

If X is square-integrable, i.e. X ∈ L2(Ω, P ), then the covariance matrix is defined as

Cov[X] :=
(
Cov[Xi, Xj ]

)d
i,j=1

=
(
E[(Xi − E[Xi])(Xj − E[Xj ])]

)d
i,j=1

∈ Rd×d.
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The following theorem, which is a straight-forward generalization of [18, Thm 8.12] from R
to Rd, verifies the definition of the conditional expectation of a random variable.

Theorem 2.1. Let (Ω,A, P ) be a probability space, and let X : Ω → Rd be a random vector
with X ∈ L1(Ω, P ). For any sub-σ-algebra F ⊂ A, there exists a random variable Z : Ω → Rd
with the following properties:

(i) Z is F-measurable, i.e., Z−1(B) ∈ F for any B ∈ B(Rd), and

(ii) the expectations are equal on F , i.e., for all F ∈ F holds∫
F
X(ω)dP (ω) =

∫
F
Z(ω)dP (ω).

If Z̃ : Ω→ Rd is another random vector satisfying (i) and (ii), then

P (F∗) = 0, F∗ := {ω : Z(ω) 6= Z̃(ω)} ∈ F .

In particular, Z is uniquely determined almost everywhere (with respect to the measure P |F).

The random vector Z is called the conditional expectation of X given F , and we use the
notation E[X|F ] := Z. For X : Ω→ Rd, and for a random variable Y : Ω→ Rp, we define the
conditional expectation of X given Y by E[X|Y ] := E[X|σ(Y )] : Ω→ Rp, where σ(Y ) denotes
the smallest σ-algebra containing the set system {Y −1(B) : B ∈ B(Rp)}). By the factorization
lemma [18, Cor 1.97], there exists a measurable function ϕ : Rp → Rd such that

E[X|Y ](ω) = ϕ(Y (ω)), ω ∈ Ω. (2)

We call ϕ the conditional expectation of X given Y (ω) = y and use the notation E[X|Y =
y] := ϕ(y). Denoting by EY the expectation with respect to probability space (Rp,B(Rp), PY ),
where PY is the push-forward measure of Y , we observe

E[X] =

∫
Rp

E[X|Y = y] dPY (y) = EY [E[X|Y = ·]] .

3 Principal Curves

Throughout this paper, we consider smooth Jordan curves Γ : [0, `Γ] → Rd parameterized by
their arc-length. This means that Γ ∈ C∞([0, `Γ]) does not intersect itself, i.e., s1 6= s2 implies
Γ(s1) 6= Γ(s2). The distance to the curve is given by d(x,Γ) := miny∈Γ ‖x − y‖, where the
minimum is realized at least once since Γ is compact. If x has several such closest points on Γ,
then x is said to be an ambiguity point. The set of ambiguity points AΓ is of Lebesgue measure
zero, see [11, Lem 4.3.2] and [12, Prop 6]. The projection index λΓ : Rd → [0, `Γ] was introduced
by Hastie [11] as

λΓ(x) := sup

{
s ∈ [0, `Γ] : ‖x− Γ(s)‖ = inf

t∈[0,`Γ]
‖x− Γ(t)‖

}
, x ∈ Rd.

Based on the projection index, we define the projection πΓ : Rd → Γ as composition x 7→
Γ ◦ λΓ(x). By slight abuse of notation we identify Γ with its image here. Note that the
projection is always singe-valued even for the ambiguity points. Hastie [11, Thm 4.1] has shown
that λΓ is measurable for smooth curves. Hence, for a random variable X : Ω → Rd, the
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Figure 1: Two examples for curves and uniformly distributed random variable X. Left: X
corresponds to the uniform distribution on the quarter circle of radius 1. Its principal
curve is just the quarter circle of radius 2

3 . The barycenters of the Voronoi cells
converge to the curve if the curve is sampled denser. Right: X corresponds to the
uniform distribution on the square of side length 1. For a quarter parabolic curve
(blue dots), we calculate the barycenters (red dots) of the corresponding Voronoi cells.
These centers do not converge to the curve even if the regions become arbitrary thin;
so the shown curve is not principal.

composition λΓ ◦X : Ω → [0, `Γ] is also a random variable as well as Γ(λΓ(X)), and we have
πΓ(X) = Γ(λΓ(X)). By the factorization in (2), we can write the conditional expectation as

E[X|λΓ ◦X](ω) = φ ◦ λΓ ◦X(ω), (3)

with E[X|λΓ(X) = s] = φ(s). A curve Γ is called self-consistent if and only if

E[X|λΓ(X) = s] = Γ(s) PλΓ(X) − a.e.

for all s ∈ [0, `Γ]. A smooth, self-consistent Jordan curve is called a principal curve of X [12].
For uniformly distributed random variables X : Ω → R2, the definition says that a principal

curve is characterized by the fact that the barycenter of the region λ−1
Γ (I) related to some

interval I ⊂ [0, `Γ] converges to Γ if the length of I becomes arbitrary small. Numerically, some
example regions λ−1

Γ (I) may be calculated using the Voronoi cells with respect to finitely many
samples on Γ, which allow a numerical validation whether a curve is principal for a given uniform
distribution. This definition and numerical interpretation is illustrated in Figure 3.

Principal curves have a nice variational characterization. To this end, we consider the energy
functional

D2
X(Γ) := E[‖X − Γ(λΓ(X))‖2],

whose critical points are principal curves.

Theorem 3.1 (Hastie & Stuetzle [12, Prop 4]). Let X : Ω → Rd be a random variable with
finite covariance and smooth density. Further, let Γ : [0, `Γ] → Rd be a smoooth Jordan curve
parameterized by arc-length. Then the curve Γ is a principal curve of X if and only if

dD2
X(Γ + t∆)

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

= 0,

for any curve ∆ ∈ C∞([0, `Γ]) with ‖∆‖ ≤ 1, ‖∆′‖ ≤ 1.

4



4 Characterization via Differential Equations

A third characterization of principal curves in the plane is given by a dynamical system [8]. In
this section, we generalize the derivation to curves Γ : [0, `Γ] → Rd in higher dimensions, i.e.
d ≥ 2. For this, we associate to Γ(s) a reference frame T (s), N1(s), . . . , Nd−1(s) ∈ Sd−1 smoothly
depending on s, where T (s) := Γ′(s) ∈ Sd−1 denotes the tangent, and where N1(s), . . . , Nd−1(s)
are pairwise orthogonal vectors spanning the normal space of Γ in s ∈ [0, `Γ]. Recall that the
curvature of a curve is given by κ(s) := ‖T ′(s)‖. The principal curvatures with respect to the
chosen moving reference frame are now defined by

κi(s) := 〈T ′(s), Ni(s)〉, i = 1, . . . , d− 1. (4)

In other words, the principal curvatures (κ1, . . . , κd−1) are the coordinates of the normal Γ′′ = T ′

with respect to the frame N1, . . . , Nd−1. Due to the orthogonality 〈T,Ni〉 = 0, we have

0 =
d

ds
〈T (s), Ni(s)〉 = 〈T ′(s), Ni(s)〉+ 〈T (s), N ′i(s)〉, i = 1, . . . , d− 1,

implying
κi(s) = −〈T,N ′i(s)〉, i = 1, . . . , d− 1. (5)

There are different kind of frames in the literature, e.g., the Frenet frame, the Bishop frame,
and various modifications [2, 29]. The Frenet frame is unique, but may fail to be well defined
at certain points even if the curve is sufficiently regular. In contrast, the Bishop frame—also
known as parallel frame—is defined at every point and varies continuously as we move along the
curve. This frame is described by the system of first order differential equations

T ′(s)
N ′1(s)
N ′2(s)
...

N ′d−1(s)

 =


0 κ1(s) κ2(s) · · · κd−1(s)

−κ1(s) 0 0 · · · 0
−κ2(s) 0 0 · · · 0

...
...

...
. . .

...
−κd−1(s) 0 0 · · · 0

 ·


T (s)
N1(s)
N2(s)
...

Nd−1(s)

 .

In the numerical part, we will rely on a different frame based on spherical coordinates.
Henceforth, let X be a compact region in Rd, which will later denote the support of the density

pX . The normal coordinate map of Γ with respect to the chosen reference frame is the map
νΓ : [0, `Γ]× Rd−1 → Rd given by

νΓ(s, u1, . . . , ud−1) := Γ(s) + u1N1(s) + · · ·ud−1Nd−1(s), (6)

and the normal coordinate transformation µΓ : X→ [0, `Γ]× Rd−1 is defined by

µΓ(x) :=


λΓ(x)

〈x− πΓ(x), N1(λ(x))〉
...

〈x− πΓ(x), Nd−1(λ(x))〉

 .

The components (s, u1, . . . , ud−1) of µΓ(x) are called the normal coordinates at x. For given s ∈
[0, `Γ], let X(s) be the cross-section of X with the hyperplane Γ(s)+u1N1(s)+ · · ·+ud−1Nd−1(s).
The normal coordinates around Γ(s) in X(s) are denoted by

R(s) = {(u1, . . . , ud−1) ∈ Rd−1 : πΓ(Γ(s) + u1N1(s) + · · ·+ ud−1Nd−1(s)) = s,

Γ(s) + u1N1(s) + · · ·+ ud−1Nd−1(s) 6∈ AΓ}.
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For the later substitution, we need that νΓ is a diffeomorphism on (λ−1
Γ (I) ∩ X) \ AΓ for all

measurable I ⊆ [0, `Γ] meaning that

(νΓ ◦ µΓ)|(λ−1
Γ (I)∩X)\AΓ

= id |(λ−1
Γ (I)∩X)\AΓ

,

and that νΓ and µΓ are differentiable on the related domains. The partial derivatives of νΓ are
given by

∂νΓ

∂s
= Γ′(s) + u1N

′
1(s) + · · ·ud−1N

′
d−1(s),

∂νΓ

∂ui
= Ni(s), i = 1, . . . , d− 1.

Using (5), and exploiting the orthonormality of the frame, we obtain the Jacobian determinant

| det(JνΓ)|(s,u) = |T (s) + u1N
′
1(s) + · · ·+ ud−1N

′
d−1(s), N1(s), . . . , Nd−1(s)|

= |〈T (s), T (s) + u1N
′
1(s) + · · ·+ ud−1N

′
d−1(s)〉T (s), N1(s), . . . , Nd−1(s)|

= 1 + u1〈T (s), N ′1(s)〉+ · · ·+ ud−1〈T (s), N ′d−1(s)〉
= 1− u1κ1 − · · · − ud−1κd−1.

Now we can describe the self-consistency of curves with respect to a random variable based on
its transverse moments

µj(s) :=

∫
u∈R(s)

uj11 · · ·u
jd−1

d−1 pX

(
Γ(s) +

d−1∑
i=1

uiNi(s)
)
du, j ∈ Nd−1

0 . (7)

Further, the canonical basis of Rd−1 is denoted by e1, . . . , ed−1 ∈ Rd−1.

Theorem 4.1. Let X : Ω→ Rd be a random variable having a distribution with smooth density
function pX , where supp pX = X and pX is strictly positive in the interior of X. We consider
smooth Jordan curves Γ : [0, `Γ]→ X for which νΓ is a diffeomorphism on (λ−1

Γ ([0, `Γ])∩X)\AΓ.
Then Γ is self-consistent with respect X if and only if its principal curvature κ fulfills the linear
system of equations

µ(s) = G(s)
(
κ1(s), . . . , κd−1(s)

)T
(8)

with
G(s) :=

(
µei+ej (s)

)d−1

i,j=1
, µ(s) :=

(
µei(s)

)d−1

i=1
.

The Gram matrix G(s) is invertible, so that

κj = (G−1µ)j , j = 1, . . . , d− 1. (9)

Proof. Based on Theorem 2.1 and the factorization of the conditional expectation in (3), for all
measurable sets I ⊆ [0, `Γ], the self-consistency φ(s) = E[X|λΓ(X) = s] = Γ(s) means∫

(λΓ◦X)−1(I)

X(ω) dP (ω) =

∫
(λΓ◦X)−1(I)

E[X|λΓ ◦X](ω) dP (ω) =

∫
(λΓ◦X)−1(I)

(φ ◦ λΓ ◦X)(ω) dP (ω)

=

∫
(λΓ◦X)−1(I)

(Γ ◦ λΓ ◦X)(ω) dP (ω).

This can be rewritten as∫
λ−1

Γ (I)

x pX(x) dx =

∫
λ−1

Γ (I)

(Γ ◦ λΓ)(x) pX(x) dx =

∫
λ−1

Γ (I)

πΓ(x) pX(x) dx (10)
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or, equivalently, ∫
λ−1

Γ (I)

(x− πΓ(x)) pX(x) dx = 0

for all measurable sets I ⊆ [0, `Γ]. Regarding that νΓ is a diffeomorphism on (λ−1
Γ (I) ∩X) \ AΓ,

and that AΓ is a null set, we can rewrite the last integral condition in terms of the normal
coordinates ∫∫

(s,u)∈µΓ(λ−1
Γ (I)\AΓ)

( d−1∑
i=1

uiNi(s)
)
pX

(
Γ(s) +

d−1∑
i=1

uiNi(s)
)
| det(JνΓ)|du ds = 0.

Since the above equation holds for all I ⊆ [0, `Γ], the integrand with respect to s thus has to be
zero almost surely, i.e.∫

u∈R(s)

( d−1∑
i=1

uiNi(s)
)
pX

(
Γ(s) +

d−1∑
i=1

uiNi(s)
)
| det(JνΓ)| du = 0, s-a.s. (11)

Exploiting that the of Ni(s) are orthonormal and the smoothness of pX , we see that the param-
eter integral is continuous, so that we obtain∫

u∈R(s)

uj pX

(
Γ(s) +

d−1∑
i=1

uiNi(s)
)(

1−
d−1∑
i=1

uiκi(s)
)
du = 0, j = 1, . . . , d− 1

for all s ∈ [0, `Γ]. Note that the Jacobian determinant is here always positive, since µΓ and νΓ

are diffeomorphisms. Using the transverse moments notation in (7) this can be rewritten as the
system (8). Since the first-order monomials u 7→ ui, i = 1, . . . , d− 1, are linear independent on
every open subset in Rd−1, we infer that the Gram matrix G is invertible.

In the following, we fix the moving reference frame by parameterizing the tangent vector using
spherical coordinates

T (ζ) :=



cos(ζ1)
sin(ζ1) cos(ζ2)

sin(ζ1) sin(ζ2) cos(ζ3)
...

sin(ζ1) sin(ζ2) · · · sin(ζd−2) cos(ζd−1)
sin(ζ1) sin(ζ2) · · · sin(ζd−2) sin(ζd−1)


∈ Sd−1

where ζi ∈ [0, π], i = 1, . . . , d − 2 and ζd−1 ∈ [0, 2π) are functions of s. Note that T (ζ) and its
partial derivatives Tζi := d

dζi
T satisfy the recursions

T (ζ) =

(
cos(ζ1)

sin(ζ1)T (ξ)

)
, Tζ1(ζ) =

(
− sin(ζ1)

cos(ζ1)T (ξ)

)
, Tζk(ζ) = sin(ζ1)

(
0

Tξk−1
(ξ)

)
,

where ξ := (ζ2, . . . , ζd−1)T. Consequently, we have ‖Tζ1‖ = 1 and ‖Tζk‖ =
∏k−1
i=1 sin(ζi), k =

2, . . . , d− 1. Defining the vectors

Ni(ζ) :=
Tζi(ζ)

‖Tζi(ζ)‖
i = 1, . . . , d− 1,

7



for ζk 6∈ {0, π}, k = 1, . . . , d − 2, we see that {T (ξ), N1(ξ), . . . , Nd−1(ξ)} forms an orthonormal
basis of Rd. Later we will argue that the instabilities are not problematic for the numerical part.

Considering the curvature of Γ given by

d

ds
T (s) =

d−1∑
i=1

ζ ′i(s)Tζi(s),

we conclude from (4) that

κi(s) =

〈
d

ds
T (s), Ni(s)

〉
= ζ ′i(s)‖Tζi(s)‖, i = 1, . . . , d− 1.

Inserting these identities into (9), the self-consistency of a curve with respect to X is equivalent
to the system of differential equations

Γ′(s) = T (ζ(s)),

ζ ′j(s) = (G−1µ)j/‖Tζi(s)‖ = (G−1µ)j

/ i−1∏
k=1

sin(ζk).

Note that the moments µj(s) are functions depending both on the point Γ(s) and our specific
frame characterized by ζ(s). Therefore the right-hand side of the differential equation system is
a function in (Γ(s), ζ(s)) and may be solved using linear multistep methods for instance.

The first and second order transverse moments can be interpreted stochastically by defining
the transverse density at time s by

p⊥(u, s) :=
p(Γ(s) + u1N1(ζ(s)) + · · ·+ ud−1Nd−1(ζ(s)))

µ0(s)
, u ∈ R(s).

The mean and the covariance matrix of the transverse density p⊥(·, s) with respect to the normal
coordinates are given by

v⊥(s) :=
(µe1(s)

µ0(s)
, . . . ,

µed−1
(s)

µ0(s)

)T
,

cov⊥(s) :=
(µei+ej (s)

µ0(s)

)d−1

i,j=1
− v⊥(s) v⊥(s)T.

Since the 0th transverse moment cancels out, we arrive at the ordinary system of differential
equations

Γ′(s) = T (ζ(s))

ζ′(s) = D−1(s)
(

cov⊥(s) + v⊥(s)v⊥(s)T
)−1

v⊥(s)
(12)

with
D(s) := diag(‖Tζ1(s)‖, . . . , ‖Tζd−1

(s)‖).

Our findings are summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 be fulfilled. Assume that Γ can be represented
by the above frame with ζk(s) 6∈ {0, π}, k = 1, . . . , d − 2, s ∈ [0, `Γ]. Then the curve Γ is self-
consistent with respect to X if and only if it is a solution of the system of differential equations
(12).

8



From a numerical point of view the above instabilities causes by the ambiguousness of the
spherical coordinates appear to be non-problematic. Notice that the scenery, i.e. the random
variableX with density pX , the starting point Γ(0), and the initial tangent Γ′(0) may be rotated
such that the spherical coordinates of Γ′(0) satisfy ζk 6∈ {0, π}, k = 1, . . . , d− 2. If the solution
of (12) is computed step-by-step by a linear multistep method, we may stop the computation
whenever the spherical coordinates of the tangent become ambiguous. Rotating the scenery
with the computed curve again, we can continue the computations.

5 Principal Curves of Uniformly Distributed Random Variables

In this section, we are interested in the concrete computation of principal curves of uniformly
distributed random variables with densities supported at certain specific domains in R3. For the
numerics and the considerations on symmetries, we have to assume that Γ fulfills the following
admissibility assumptions:

(i) X contains no ambiguity points with respect to Γ. This implies that the normal map is
the left inverse of the normal coordinate map

νΓ ◦ µΓ = idX,

(ii) the map νΓ : [0, `Γ]× Rd−1 → Rd is a diffeomorphism onto its image.

Excluding any ambiguity points, we are able to compute the transverse moments µj(s) in (7)
by only knowing the current position Γ(s) and the corresponding tangent Γ′(s) = T (ζ(s)) since
the domain of integration R(s) becomes simply the cross-section X(s).

5.1 Symmetric and Rotation-Invariant Domains

We start with densities having a special symmetric support which will result in principal curves
lying in a plane. Without loss of generality, we call the density pX with compact support X
reflectionally symmetric if pX(x1, . . . , xd−1, xd) = pX(x1, . . . , xd−1,−xd). The hyper-plane Hd
orthogonal to ed is here the reflection plane. Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let pX be reflectionally symmetric. If the admissible principal curve Γ starts in
∂X ∩Hd, then Γ remains in Hd.

Proof. Denote by H+
d := {x : xd > 0} and H−d := {x : xd < 0} the half-spaces with respect to

Hd. Assume Γ(s1) ∈ Hd and Γ(t) ∈ H+
d for t ∈ (s1, s2). Since Γ is smooth, we may choose s2

such that the hyper-plane λ−1
Γ (s2) is not reflectionally symmetric with respect to Hd, whereas

λ−1
Γ (s1) is perpendicular to Hd. Figuratively, the section λ−1

Γ (Ī) is squeezed in H+
d and stretched

in H−d . Mathematically, λ−1
Γ (Ī) ∩ H−d has a greater mass than λ−1

Γ (Ī) ∩ H+
d . Consequently, the

conditional mean E[·] of λ−1
Γ (Ī) lies in H−d , whereas the conditional mean E[πΓ(·)] lies in H+

d .
Thus, the integral (10) cannot hold true, which contradicts the self-consistency meaning that
Γ cannot leave the hyper-plane Hd. The basic idea of the proof is schematically shown in
Figure 2.

Again without loss of generality, we call the density pX with compact support X rotationally
symmetric if pX(x1, . . . , xd−1, xd) = pX(y1, . . . , yd−1, xd) for ‖x1, . . . , xd−1‖ = ‖y1, . . . , yd−1‖.

Corollary 5.2. Let pX be rotationally symmetric. If the admissible principal curve Γ starts in
∂X, then Γ is contained in a hyper-plane.
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Figure 2: For simplicity, the region X (gray) is shown as cuboid. If the curve Γ (blue) leaves

the plane H3, the section λ−1
Γ (Ī) becomes non-symmetric. The additional region in

H−3 , which is here schematically shown by the green, dashed line, pulls the conditional
expectation into H−3 , whereas Γ(I) is contained in H+

3 .

Proof. After a suitable rotation, we may assume that Γ starts in ∂X∩Hd. Since the rotationally
symmetric density pX is reflectionally symmetric too, the assertions follows immediately form
Lemma 5.1.

Example 5.3. If the density pX on the cylinder C := {x : x2
1 +x2

2 ≤ r, x3 ∈ [a, b]} is rotationally
symmetric, then every admissible principal curve starting at the boundary ∂C degenerates to a
planar curve.

We call the density pX with compact support X = Br rotationally invariant, if pX(x) = pX(y)
for ‖x‖ = ‖y‖, where Br denotes the ball of radius r > 0.

Corollary 5.4. Let pX be rotationally invariant. If the admissible principal curve Γ starts in
∂Br, then Γ is the straight line segment through the origin.

Proof. Due to Corollary 5.2, Γ is contained in a hyper-plane. Since this holds true for every
hyper-plane through Γ(0) and the origin, the principal curve has to be a line segment.

5.2 Rectangular Triangles and Squares

Next, we like to derive principal curves for uniform densities on rectangular triangles in R2. The
two-dimensional special case of our moving reference frame is just

T (ζ) :=

(
cos ζ
sin ζ

)
and N(ζ) :=

(
− sin ζ
cos ζ

)
with ζ ∈ [0, 2π). We start by studying the system of differential equations (12) for the infinite
domain X = R2

≥0 := {(x1, x2) ∈ R2 : x1, x2 ≥ 0} equipped with the Lebesgue measure λ.

Of course λ is not a probability measure on R2
≥0. However, the quantities µ1, µ2 in (7) are

well defined up to the multiplicative factor 1/V (X), whenever 0 < ζ < π/2. Here V (X) is the
area of X. Since this factor cancels out in the differential equations, we may think of pX ≡ 1.
For particular initial conditions of the curve Γ : [0,∞) → R2

+, we shall (numerically) find a
family of curves—admissable inside the interior of R2

+—that oscillates slowly around the line
Γ0(s) = (s, s), s ≥ 0. Note, that Γ0 is the most obvious principal curve for the domain R2

+.

10



If Γ(s) = (x1(s), x2(s)) is admissible such that ζ ∈ (0, π/2), then u of the normal map (6)
lives in R(s) = [u−(s), u+(s)] with

u−(s) := −x2(s)/ cos(ζ(s)), u+(s) := x1(s)/ sin(ζ(s)).

Based on the width
w(s) := u+(s)− u−(s),

we obtain

p⊥(u, s) =

{
w(s)−1, u−(s) ≤ u ≤ u+(s),

0, else,

v⊥(s) = 1
2(u+(s) + u−(s)),

var⊥(s) = 1
12w(s)2.

Note that the covariance matrix here reduces to the variance of the transverse density.
Inserting the mean v⊥ and the variance var⊥ into (12), we arrive at the following system

ẋ1(s) = cos(ζ(s)),

ẋ2(s) = sin(ζ(s)),

ζ̇(s) =
3

2

x1(s)
sin(ζ(s)) −

x2(s)
cos(ζ(s))

x2
1(s)

sin(ζ(s))2 − x1(s)x2(s)
sin(ζ(s)) cos(ζ(s)) +

x2
2(s)

cos(ζ(s))2

.

(13)

In order to determine a principal curves, we like to start on the x1-axis, where the tangent vector
is parallel to the x2-axis, i.e.,

x1(0) > 0, x2(0) = 0, ζ(0) =
π

2
. (14)

Unfortunately, we cannot insert this initial conditions into (13), since x2(s)/ cos(ζ(s)) is unde-
fined at these points. However, by l’Hospital’s rule, we can use the continuous continuation as
s→ 0 and incorporate the inital conditions. We use this observation and extend the system of
differential equations to

ẋ1(s) = cos(ζ(s)),

ẋ2(s) = sin(ζ(s)),

ζ̇(s) =


3
2

x1(s)
sin(ζ(s))

− x2(s)
cos(ζ(s))

x2
1(s)

sin(ζ(s))2
− x1(s) x2(s)

sin(ζ(s)) cos(ζ(s))
+

x2
2(s)

cos(ζ(s))2

, 0 < x1, x2, 0 < ζ(s) < π
2 ,

1
2x
−1
1 (s), 0 < x1, x2 = 0, ζ(s) = π

2 .

(15)

Note that the system is homogeneous of degree −1 meaning that if Γ(s) is a solution, then
for t > 0 the scaled version t−1Γ(ts) is also a solution. We solve this system numerically using
the method odeint [14,25] in the Scipy-Python software, which is based on the solver lsoda of
the Fortran library ODEPACK and is used in the remaining examples too. The result is shown
in Figure 3 left. Numerically we observe the following: Let Γ : [0, `]→ R2

≥0 be a solution of (15)
with initial conditions (14). Then for any t > 0 the domain

Xt := {Γ(s) + uN(ζ(s)) : (s, u) ∈ (0, t)× R} ∩ R2
≥0

is a rectangular triangle and Γ is a principal curve for the uniform distribution on Xt. Moreover,
the angle ζ(s) oscillates around π

4 , i.e, the function ζ(s) − π
4 has infinitely many zeros. In

particular, this would imply that there are infinitely many closed principal curves for the square,
see Figure 3 right, which converge to the trivial non-smooth solution.
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Figure 3: Left: A solution to (15) with x1(0) = 1, x2(0) = 0, ζ(0) = π
2 (blue) and for comparison

the diagonal (orange). Right: The derived non-trivial closed principal curve for the
square (red) by composition of 8 identical principal curves on rectangular triangles.
We show the normals (black) and the border of the projection domain.

5.3 Triangular-Based Prism

Let ∆(E1, E2, E3) be some triangle in the x1x2-plane, and let

P∆ := {x ∈ R3 : (x1, x2, 0) ∈ ∆(E1, E2, E3), x3 ∈ [0, h]}

be the corresponding prism of height h. We want to compute a principal curve starting at
some point Γ(0) ∈ ∆(E1, E2, E3) with tangent ζ(0) = (π/2, π/2). If Γ is admissible, then the
cross-section between the prism and the normal planes at s ∈ (0, `Γ) are not allowed to intersect
with the two bases of the prism. Therefore, the cross-sections are again triangles. To compute
the vertices of this triangles within the normal coordinates, we may solve the equation systems

u1N1(ζ(s)) + u2N2(ζ(s))− ve3 = Ei − Γ(s).

Notice that the system matrix [N1, N2,−e3] is triangular, simplifying the computation of u1 and
u2. On the basis of these vertices, we may split the integration over u1 within the definition of
the transverse moments into integrals of the form

µ̃(j,k)(s) :=

∫ v2

v1

∫ c+du1

a+bu1

uj1u
k
2 du2 du1.
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Figure 4: Principal curve in the triangular prism whose base corresponds to the points (0, 1, 0),

(
√

3/2,−1/2, 0), (−2,−1/2, 0). The length of the prism is chosen such that both
bases are parallel. The intersection of the normal planes X(s) with the surface of the
prism are shown as red triangles. Since they do not intersect each other, the curve
is admissible. The barycenters of the related Voronoi cells (green dots) numerically
coincide with the curve. Note the scaling with respect to the x3-axis.

The required first and seconds transverse moments are thus summations about the partial mo-
ments

µ̃(1,0) =
(d− b)

3
(v3

2 − v3
1) +

(c− a)

2
(v2

2 − v2
1),

µ̃(2,0) =
(d− b)

4
(v4

2 − v4
1) +

(c− a)

3
(v3

2 − v3
1),

µ̃(1,1) =
(d2 − b2)

8
(v4

2 − v4
1) +

(cd− ab)
3

(v3
2 − v3

1) +
(c2 − a2)

4
(v2

2 − v2
1),

µ̃(0,1) =
(d2 − b2)

6
(v3

2 − v3
1) +

(cd− ab)
2

(v2
2 − v2

1) +
(c2 − a2)

2
(v2 − v1),

µ̃(0,2) =
(d3 − b3)

12
(v4

2 − v4
1) +

(cd2 − ab2)

3
(v3

2 − v3
1)

+
(c2d− a2b)

2
(v2

2 − v2
1) +

(c3 − a3)

3
(v2 − v1).

Based on the moments, a principal curve of the triangular prism may be computed by solving
the differential equation system. The results for a specific triangle are shown in Figure 4. The
normal planes do here not intersect so that the solution curve is admissible. The computed curve
coincides numerically with the curve through the means of the sections π−1

Γ ([tk, tk+1]), where tk
corresponds to the time steps of the solution curve; so the solutions curve is self-consistent and
hence a principal curve. Using the above procedure, we are able to compute principle curves of
prism with arbitrary polygonal base.
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5.4 Infinite Cylinder

The arclength parameterization of a helix Γ ≡ H is given by

H(s) :=

a cos(ks)
a sin(ks)
bks

 , k := 1/
√
a2 + b2, a, b > 0.

The corresponding Frenet frame reads as

T (s) =

−ak sin(ks)
ak cos(ks)

bk

 , N(s) =

− cos(ks)
− sin(ks)

0

 , B(s) =

 bk sin(ks)
−bk cos(ks)

ak


Moreover, it has constant curvature κ and torsion τ given by

κ =
a

a2 + b2
= ak2, τ =

b

a2 + b2
= bk2.

In what follows, we let
Cr := {(x1, x2, x3)T : x2

1 + x2
2 ≤ r2}

be the infinitely long cylinder of radius r. To find appropriate parameters, we consider (11).
More precisely, we will compute the integral

H̄(s) := A−1
s

∫
π−1
H (s)

(H(s) + u1N(s) + u2B(s))(1− u1κ)du1du2,

As :=

∫
π−1
H (s)

(1− u1κ)du1du2,

whose value has to coincide with H(s) if the helix is a principal curve, i.e. if (11) holds true.
Without loss of generality we may assume s = 0 so that

H̄(0) = H(0) + ū1N(0) + ū2B(0) =

a0
0

+ ū1

−1
0
0

+ ū2

 0
−bk
ak


where

ū1 := A−1
0

∫
Er
u1(1− κu1)du1du2, ū2 := A−1

0

∫
Er
u2(1− κu1)du1du2,

Er := {(u1, u2) : (a− u1)2 + (bku2)2 ≤ r2}, A0 :=

∫
Er

(1− κu1)du1du2.

Straightforward calculation leads to

ū1 = a

(
1− r2

4b2

)
, ū2 = 0

such that
H̄(0) =

(
ar2/(4b2), 0, 0

)T
.

Setting H̄(0) equal to H(0) and imposing the non-negativity of the Jacobian determinant, i.e.
κu1 ≤ 1, (u1, u2) ∈ Er, we infer that the helix is a principal curve for the uniform measure of
the cylinder Cr if

b = r/2, 0 ≤ a ≤ r/4.
Numerical experiments indicate that for r/4 < a < 2r/3 there exists b < r/2 such that the helix
is also a principal curve, see Figure 5. Note the limiting case b = 0 and a = 2/3, where the
helix degenerates to a circle. However, in these cases the helix has points of ambiguity inside
the cylinder.
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Figure 5: Helices for several parameters (a, b) ∈ {(0.2, 0.5), (0.6, 0.35), (0.66, 0.1)} (from top to
bottom). The curves are sampled equidistantly (blue dots). For some sampling points
the Voronoi regions intersected with the cylinder of radius r = 1 are depicted in
golden color. Note that for the second and third set of parameters the helices are not
admissible curves for the infinite cylinder.
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6 Conclusion

We have derived a dynamical system for finding principal curves of random variables in Rd for
d ≥ 2 and have numerically computed the solution for uniformly distributed random variables
with density functions supported on certain domains. It will be of interest to consider also other
distributions as, e.g. Gaussian mixtures. Another issue would be to have a look at principle
curves on manifolds as started in the papers [13,17].

Further, so far only the squared Euclidean norm was incorporated into the considerations.
Unfortunately, classical PCA based on this ,,distance” is sensitive to outliers so that robust
methods were considered in the literature, e.g. by skipping the square in the Euclidean norm
or taking the  L1 norm. For an overview of robust subspace recovery, we refer to [21] and the
references therein and to recent results on robust principal lines [22]. So far we are not aware
of a robust principal curve approach.

Acknowledgement: Funding by the DFG under Germany’s Excellence Strategy – The Berlin
Mathematics Research Center MATH+ (EXC-2046/1, Projektnummer: 390685689) is acknowl-
edged.
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