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Abstract
Principal Geodesic Analysis (PGA) is applied to a climate time series. First, we transform each

multidimensional sequence into the path signature. Since the signature lives in a curved space, usual
principal component analysis (PCA) is not applicable. Instead, we treat the signature space as a
geodesic manifold. By replacing the notion of straight lines with that of geodesics, the domain of
PCA can be extended to the curved space. Then, the first principal component is derived as the
geodesic that minimizes the unexplained variance in the data. As an application, we computed the
leading modes for one-year NINO SST time series, which are divided into segments that represent
annual variations of monthly averages. It is interesting that some months in a year reveal characteristic
undulations that could indicate the early signs of upcoming El Ninõ events.

1 Introduction
The usefulness of the principal component analysis (PCA; Pearson (1901)) in data analysis is indisputable.
In particular, it has been used in the earth sciences to extract characteristic structures within observational
datasets. In this field, it is also called the EOF analysis (e.g., Stephenson and Benestad, 2000).

On the other hand, multidimensional sequential data, such as time series data and profile observation
data, frequently appear in data analysis. It is known that such sequential data can be efficiently repre-
sented as paths by converting them into tensors called signatures (e.g., Lyons et al., 2007). Signature
spaces are known to have rich algebraic and geometric structures, especially as a Lie group (e.g., Friz and
Victoir, 2010).

Principal component analysis on the data constituting Lie groups has been vigorously investigated by
Pennec and his group. It is essential that geodesics be made concrete rather than introducing specific
connections to Lie groups. This makes the principal geodesic analysis (PGA) by Fletcher et al. (2004)
feasible for structured data.

In this study, we describe how to apply PGA to sequential data through signature transformation.
We also illustrate its usefulness by applying PGA to real climate time series (NOAA, 2021).

2 Theoretical background

2.1 Signatures constitute a Lie group
• A path is a function with bounded variation from unit interval [0, 1] ⊂ R to Rd, defined as X : t 7→
(X

(1)
t , · · · , X(d)

t ). The 0-th and 1-st iterated integrals (e.g., Lyons et al., 2007; Friz and Victoir,
2010) of path X are defined as

S()(X)0,t = 1, (1)

S(i)(X)0,t =

∫ t

0

dX(i)
s = X

(i)
t −X

(i)
0 , i = 1, · · · , d. (2)

For k = 2, 3, · · · , the k-th iterated integral is defined recursively as

S(i1···ik)(X)0,t =

∫ t

0

S(i1···ik−1)(X)0,sdX
(ik)
s , (3)

where i1, · · · , ik = 1, · · · , d.
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• Then, step-n signature x (e.g., Lyons et al., 2007; Friz and Victoir, 2010) is defined as an element
of tensor algebra:

Tn(Rd) =
n⊕
k=0

(Rd)⊗k 3 x = 1 +
∑

i1=1,··· ,d

x(i1)ei1 + · · ·+
∑

i1,··· ,in=1,··· ,d

x(i1···in)ei1 · · · ein , (4)

where x(i1···ik) = S(i1···ik)(X)0.1 is the iterated integral of path X, and ei is the basis of Rd.

1. The I-th coordinate for the signature is x(I), where I is a multiindex. In this sense, we can
regard x ∈ RN , N = 1 + d+ · · ·+ dn = (dn+1 − 1)/(d− 1).

2. Since the iterated integrals should satisfy the shuffle relation (e.g., Lyons et al., 2007) , e.g.
x(1)x(2) = x(12) + x(21), the signatures are located in a limited area in RN .

This implies that the set of order-n signature has a manifold structure (not flat).

• Signature is also an element of a group G. Because, for x = Sn(X) ∈ G, y = Sn(Y ) ∈ G, we have

1. Product: If x, y ∈ G, then xy = Sn(X ∗ Y ) ∈ G.
2. Unit: e = Sn(•) = 1 ∈ G that satisfies ex = xe = x.

3. Inverse: x−1 = Sn(
←−
X ) ∈ G that satisfies x−1x = xx−1 = e.

• Since the signature is in both Group and Manifold, it is in a Lie group.

• The group has exponential map: exp : TeG → G and its inverse: log : G → TeG. In particular,
Log signature v = log x is an element of tangent space at the origin: v ∈ TeG.

• A simple example with n = 2, d = 2 is as follows.

– Signature space G is a 3-dimensional manifold embedded in R6:

G =
{
1 + x(1)e1 + x(2)e2 + x(11)e11 + x(12)e12 + x(21)e21 + x(22)e22

∣∣∣x(i)x(j) = x(ij) + x(ji)
}

∼=
{(

a, b,
a2

2
,
ab

2
+ c,

ab

2
− c, b

2

2

)∣∣∣∣a, b, c ∈ R
}
.

Moreover, if x, y ∈ G, then xy ∈ G and x−1 ∈ G.
– Log-signature space g is a 3-dimensional vector space:

g =

{
x(1)e1 + x(2)e2 +

x(12) − x(21)

2
(e12 − e21)

}
∼= {(a, b, c)|a, b, c ∈ R} .

Moreover, if u, v ∈ g, then [u, v] ∈ g.

– Therefore, G is regarded as a 3-dimensional manifold (not necessarily endowed with a Rie-
mannian metric), and furthermore a Lie group.

2.2 Motivation toward Pennec’s theory
• It is not possible to define a bi-invariant metric for most Lie groups, including the signature space.

• Since the tangent PCA (Fletcher et al., 2004) uses a metric in TeG, it is not a legitimate method.

• However, without using a metric, we can extend the notion of principal component analysis to a
curved space.

• In that geometry, the only thing we should employ is geodesics.

• By replacing straight lines to geodesics, we can perform the principal geodesic analysis (PGA)
(Fletcher et al., 2004; Sommer et al., 2014) instead of PCA.
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2.3 Essence of Pennec’s theory
• A geodesic γ(t) satisfies ∇γ̇(t)γ̇(t) = 0 (autoparallel). In particular, we consider geodesics starting

from origin γ(0) = e.

• A 1-parameter subgroup β(t) starting from origin e is determined by β̇(0) = X ∈ TeG, and written
as β(t) = exp (tX), using the exponential map of the Lie group G. It is an integral curve of the
left-invariant vector field X̃ determined by X ∈ TeG.

• We assume that the manifold is endowed with a Cartan-Schouten connection (CSC): ∇X̃ Ỹ =
1
2 [X̃, Ỹ ], which satisfies ∇X̃X̃ = 0.

• This connection is bi-invariant; namely, the translation of X̃ and Ỹ is equivalent to that of ∇X̃ Ỹ :

∇dLmX̃dLmỸ = dLm(∇X̃ Ỹ ), ∇dRmX̃dRmỸ = dRm(∇X̃ Ỹ ).

• Under the CSC, the geodesic from the origin with initial velocity γ̇(0) = X coincides with the
1-parameter subgroup β(t).

• Therefore, we can write the geodesic as γ(t) = β(t) = exp (tX).

• Also, a geodesic starting fromm ∈ G with initial velocity U ∈ TmG is written as γ(t) = Lm exp (tdLm−1U).

∇π(x`)d
2(π(x`), x`) = −2π(x`) log (π(x`)−1x`), (5)

for signature x` and its porjection π(x`), and logarithm map, log, in tensor algebra.

x1

π(x1)

x2

π(x2)

x3

π(x3)

x4

π(x4)

m

dLmv
Lme

tv

Figure 1: Concept of Principal Geodesic Analysis. Black and blue curves are geodesics. Vector v is
chosen to minimize the unexplained variance

∑
` d

2(π(x`), x`), where π(x`) = met`v.
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2.4 Group mean
• Suppose we have data points {x`|` = 1, · · · , L}.

• Group mean m satisfies ∇m
∑L
`=1 d

2(m,x`) = (−2)m
∑L
`=1 log (m

−1x`) = 0.

x1
x2

x3

x
4

m

m-1x1
m-1x2

m-1x3

m-1x
4

v2

v1

v3

v4

e

m-1

Figure 2: In the right fig., the blue curves are geodesics γ(t) = exp (t log (m−1x`)). Group mean m is
chosen so that the tangent vectors v` = log (m−1x`) at the origin are in balance. Locally, it is equivalent
to minimizing

∑
` d

2(m,x`).

Fréchet (1948) defined the mean m of data {x`}L`=1 as

m = argmin
m∈G

L∑
`=1

d2(m,x`). (6)

Notice that the gradient of the squared distacne has an explicit form:

∇md2(m,x) = −2Logmx, (7)

where Logmx represents the initial velocity γ̇(0) of the geodesic from γ(0) = m to γ(1) = x. See Appendix
for derivation. Using this, Karcher (1977) characterized the mean as a stationary point:

∇m
L∑
`=1

d2(m,x`) =

L∑
`=1

(−2)Logmx` = 0, (8)

In the case where x and m are in the signature space G equipped with the CSC, we have Logmx =
m log (m−1x). Therefore, Eq. (8) reads

L∑
`=1

log (m−1x`) = 0. (9)

Equation (9) characterizes the group mean m, and it can be solved by fixed-point iteration:

mnew = m exp

(
1

L

L∑
`=1

log (m−1x`)

)
. (10)

2.5 Principal Geodesic Analysis
• Suppose we have data {x`}`=1,··· ,L with their group mean m.

• We draw a geodesic, equivalently 1-parameter subgroup, passing throughm. In the case of signature,
it reads

γv(t) = m exp (tv). (11)

• We project each data x` onto the geodesic. The projected point is written as πv(x`) = γv(t`) with
an appropriate t`.

4



• Then, we find the vector v ∈ TeG of the geodesic that minimizes the distance from the data point
to the projected point (Guigui et al., 2023).

v = argmin
v

L∑
`=1

d2(πv(x`), x`). (12)

• Since the summation in (12) is the variance that the geodesic cannot explain, we call it the unex-
plained variance.

• In this regard, the geodesic determined by (12) can be regarded as the mode that best describe the
data.

2.6 Stationary value problem
We have data {x`}`=1,··· ,L with their group mean m. We want to find the modes that minimize the
unexplained variance in a geodesic space.

1. We project data x` onto the geodesic passing through the mean m; the projected point is π(x`) =
m exp (t`v). Then, find the initial velocity v of the geodesic that minimizes the distance from the
data point to the projected point.

∀`) t` = argmin
t`∈R

d2(m exp (t`v), x`), (13)

v = argmin
v

L∑
`=1

d2(m exp (t`v), x`). (14)

2. When the signature space is regarded as a geodesic manifold, we don’t have explicitly the distance,
but its gradient, ∇yd2(y, x) = −2Logyx. Therefore, without using a distance, we can solve it as a
stationary value problem:

∀`) ∇t`d2(m exp (t`v), x`) = 0, (15)

∇v
L∑
`=1

d2(m exp (t`v), x`) = 0. (16)

2.7 PCA as a special case of PGA
We want to minimize the unexplained variance in Euclidean space.

• The squared distance is d2(m,x`) = |m− x`|2. The gradient of squared distance is ∇md2(m,x`) =
(−2)(x` −m).

• Therefore, the mean should satisfy ∇m
∑L
`=1 d

2(m,x`) = (−2)
∑L
`=1(x` −m) = 0, which is solved

by m = L−1
∑L
`=1 x`.

• According to Eqs. (19) and (20), the first mode v and coefficients {t`} are derived through iterations:

∀`) tnew
` =

〈v, x` −m〉
|v|2

, (17)

vnew =

∑L
`=1 t`(x` −m)∑L

`=1 t
2
`

. (18)

• Solution v coincides with the first eigenvector of covariance matrix 1: C = L−1
∑L
`=1(x`−m)(x`−

m)T .
1It is not the case in curved spaces.
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x1

π(x1)

x2

π(x2)

x3

π(x3)

x4

π(x4)
m

v

m+tv

Figure 3: Concept of Principal Component Analysis. Black and blue curves are straight lines. Vector v
is chosen to minimize the unexplained variance

∑
` d

2(π(x`), x`), where π(x`) = m+ t`v.

3 Methods

3.1 Climate Data
The theory will be demonstrated by using climate data from NOAA (NOAA, 2021). The spatio-temporal
data to be processed are the following.

• We use time series {x`}L`=1, each of which is 4-dimensional path, consisting of 13 points of monthly
mean value (January to the next January).

• Number of time series is 121 for year 1900 to 2020.

• x
(0)
` = time, x(1)` = NINO1+2, x(2)` = NINO3, x(3)` = NINO4.

• Each time series is converted into step-4 signature. Thus, the dimension for signature is N =
(44+1 − 1)/(4− 1) = 341.

3.2 Problem setting
1. The first mode

The first mode v is derived by solving the following stationary value problems.

∀`) ∇t`d2(m exp (t`v), x`) = 0, (19)

∇v
L∑
`=1

d2(m exp (t`v), x`) = 0. (20)

2. The second mode
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Similarly, the second mode v′ is derived by solving the following stationary value problems.

∀`) ∇t′`d
2(m exp (t`v + t′`v

′), x`) = 0, (21)

∇v′
L∑
`=1

d2(m exp (t`v + t′`v
′), x`) = 0, (22)

where we assume v and {t`} are already derived by solving Eqs. (19) and (20). This amounts to
finding the best projections onto the best 2-dimensional span {v, v′} in TeG.

3.3 Gradient Descent
1. The first mode is solved by the following iterations. Initially, v is set to the first tangent PC.

∀`) tnew
` = t` − εvT (∂ exp |t`v)T (∂2prod|m,exp (t`v))

T (−2)p` log
(
p−1` x`

)
, (23)

vnew = v − ε′C
L∑
`=1

t`(∂ exp |t`v)T (∂2prod|m,exp (t`v))
T (−2)p` log

(
p−1` x`

)
, (24)

where p` := m exp (t`v). The reasoning for this setting is detailed below.

2. The transposed derivatives of two maps u 7→ exp (u) and u,w 7→ u · w, where · is the product
in the tensor algebra, can be derived by using the automatic differentiation (adjoint operator) of
(∂u exp |u)T and (∂2prod|u,w)T .

3. With respect to v ∈ TeG (contra-variant), the transposed derivative is (∂vd
2(metv, x))T ∈ T ∗eG

(covariant). We thus need a map C ∈ TeG⊗ TeG to get an update in TeG.

4. For this purpose, we set

∇vd2(metv, x) = C(∂vd
2(metv, x))T ∈ TeG, (25)

C =
1

L

L∑
`=1

u`u
T
` , (26)

u` = log
(
m−1x`

)
∈ TeG, (27)

where C is the covariance matrix for the data.

5. Note that C serves as a projection operator onto span {u1, · · · , uL}. Since u`’s are legitimate
log-signatures that belong to the Lie algebra, so the update is.

6. Furthermore, our climate data have enough dimension: rank(C) = 89, which is camparable to that
for the algebra of log-signatures: dim(g4(R4)) = 90 (cf. Reizenstein, 2017, Table 2). The degeneracy
by one is due to the constant first iterated integral corresponding to the time interval common to
the samples.

7. After all, the solution of Eq. (20) is found by minimizing scalar

[∂vd
2(metv, x)]C[∂vd

2(metv, x)]T .

8. Similar solution procedure is employed for the 2nd mode.

4 Results

4.1 Principal modes
We draw typical time series that correspond to the eigen modes of the signatures. Before the analysis,
each path X` : [0, 1]→ R4 is converted into the step-4 signature x` = S4(X`) ∈ T4(R4). In the following,
vj is the vector for the j-th mode, and σj is the standard deviation of intensities in the j-th mode.

• PCA in R341 (control case)
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– Mean (black): m = L−1
∑L
`=1 x`.

– First modes (red): m± σ1v1.
– First and second modes (blue or purple): m± σ1v1 ± σ2v2.

• PGA in Lie group

– Group mean (black): m, such that
∑L
`=1 log (m

−1x`) = 0.

– First modes (red): m exp (±σ1v1).
– First and second modes (blue or purple): m exp (±σ1v1 ± σ2v2).

After the analysis, each signature is converted back into a path. The first two principal modes in PCA are
shown as muti-dimensional time series in Figs. 4,5,6,7, and 8. On the other hand, The first two principal
geodesic modes are shown as muti-dimensional time series in Figs. 9,10,11,12, and 13.
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Figure 4: Principal modes in PCA viewed as NINO1+2 time series
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Figure 5: Principal modes in PCA viewed as NINO3 time series
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Figure 6: Principal modes in PCA viewed as NINO4 time series
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Figure 7: Principal modes in PCA viewed as NINO12vs4 time series
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Figure 8: Principal modes in PCA viewed as NINO3vs4 time series
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Figure 9: Principal Geodesic modes viewed as NINO1+2 time series
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Figure 10: Principal Geodesic modes viewed as NINO3 time series

11



 2  4  6  8  10  12  14
-1.5

-1

-0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

group mean
+PG1

-PG1
+PG1+PG2

+PG1-PG2
-PG1+PG2

-PG1-PG2

month

NINO4

Figure 11: Principal Geodesic modes viewed as NINO4 time series
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Figure 12: Principal Geodesic modes viewed as NINO12vs4 time series
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Figure 13: Principal Geodesic modes viewed as NINO3vs4 time series

4.2 Comparison of reconstruction errors
• PCA in R341 (control case #1)

π1(x`) = m+ τ1,`u1 + τ2,`u2, (28)
τi,` = (ui, x` −m) (29)

where ui’s are eigenvectors of 1
L

∑L
`=1(x` −m)⊗ (x` −m).

• tPCA (control case #2)

π2(x`) = m exp (µ1,`w1 + µ2,`w2), (30)

µi,` = (wi, log (m
−1x`)), (31)

where wi’s are eigenvectors of 1
L

∑L
`=1 log (m

−1x`)⊗ log (m−1x`).

• PGA in Lie group

π(x`) = m exp (t1,`v1 + t2,`v2), (32)

where ti,` and vi are the solutions of Eqs. (19) and (20).

Reconstructed time series with the first two leading modes are shown in Figs. 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19.

5 Discussion

5.1 Reconstruction errors
To compare the efficacy of the mode detections, we plot the reconstruction errors by measuring a distance
between the projection onto the first two modes and the original data. The points in Fig. 14 are mainly
ditributed in the upper left region, which shows on the whole the reconstruction by PGA is better than
that by PCA or tPCA. Note that the reconstruction from PCA does not necessarily satisfies the Chen’s
relation.
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Figure 14: Comparison of the reconstruction errors for PGA vs PCA or tPCA. Each point x represents

the error: ε2 = ‖x− π(x)‖2 :=
∑4
k=1

[∑d
i1,··· ,ik=1

(
x(i1···ik) − π(x)(i1···ik)

)2]1/k
, where x is a signature of

1year-path from the climate data.

5.2 El Ninô modes
• Obviously, PG1 and PG1±PG2 are considered as El Ninõ modes (Fig. 10 and 11).

• El Ninõ modes have characteristic undulations in May (Fig. 11) that could indicate the early signs
of upcoming El Ninõ events.

• Regarding El Ninõ modes in PCA and PGA graphs (Figs. 8 and 13), we see time goes counter-
clockwise and then clockwise. Whereas, in PG1+PG2 time goes just counterclockwise. The latter
feature is clearer in PGA (Fig. 13) than in PCA (Fig. 8).
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Figure 15: Several samples with their projections (NINO1+2)
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Figure 16: Several samples with their projections (NINO3)
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Figure 17: Several samples with their projections (NINO4)
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Figure 18: Several samples with their projections (NINO1+2 vs 4)
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Figure 19: Several samples with their projections (NINO3 vs 4)

6 Conclusion
• We applied Pennec’s theory to the Principal Geodesic Analysis (PGA) for the path signatures.

• By this method, the group mean and the leading eigenmodes can be identified by iterations for
given time series data.

• We demonstrated the PGA with climate time series, and successfully identified the climatological
mean and the first two leading variations.

• Our result offers the first example of rigorous analysis for the principal modes of sequential data.

7 Acknowledgments
This study was funded by JST-PROJECT-20218919.

A Why the gradient of distance squared is logarithm?

A.1 Canonical Cartan-Schouten Connection
We assume that the Lie group G is endowed with the canonical Cartan-Schouten connection (hereafter,
CCS) (e.g., Cogliati and Mastrolia, 2018). Namely, the covariant derivative under CCS, ∇(0), is deter-
mined by ∇(0)

a b = 1
2 [a, b] for a, b ∈ TeG.

A.2 Geodesic starting from the origin e ∈ G

Then, the geodesic starting from the origin e ∈ G with initial velocity v ∈ TeG is γv(t) = exp (tv), where
exp is exponential map in Lie group. This is nothing but a one parameter subgroup. Indeed, since ∇(0)
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is a bi-invariant connection, we have the following auto-parallelism.

∇(0)
γ̇v(t)

γ̇v(t) = ∇(0)
dLγv(t)γ̇(0)

dLγv(t)γ̇v(0) = dLγv(t)∇
(0)
γ̇v(0)

γ̇v(0)

= dLγv(t)
1

2
[γ̇v(0), γ̇v(0)] = dLγv(t)

1

2
[v, v] = 0, (A.33)

where dLγv(t) is the derivative of left translation by γv(t).

A.3 Geodesic starting from a ∈ G

Furthermore, for a ∈ G and v ∈ TeG, γ(t) = a exp(tv) is a geodesic starting from a Indeed, because of
γ̇(t) = dLaγ̇v(t) and Eq. (A.33), we have the following auto-parallelism.

∇(0)
γ̇(t)γ̇(t) = dLa∇(0)

γ̇v(t)
γ̇v(t) = 0. (A.34)

Note that we can also write the geodesic as

γ(t) = a exp (tdLa−1 γ̇(0)) (A.35)

by using γ̇(0) ∈ TaG (Theorem5.9 in Pennec and Lorenzi, 2020).

A.4 Definition of Loga(b) in Geodesic manifold
Since a geodesic is described by a second-order ODE, initial point γ(0) and terminal point γ(1) uniquely
determine a geodesic. For such geodesic, we define the initial velocity as

Logγ(0)(γ(1)) := γ̇(0). (A.36)

Inversely, the terminal point is defined as

Expγ(0)(γ̇(0)) := γ(1). (A.37)

A.5 Log in Lie group
From Eqs. (A.35) and (A.36), we have

Loga(b) = dLa log (a
−1b), (A.38)

for a, b ∈ G and logarithm map, log, in Lie group.

A.6 Log in signature space
Suppose G is a signature space. By using the left translation by a of curve exp (tv), which has initial
velocity v, the derivative of the left translation reads

dLav =
d

dt
La exp (tv)|t=0 =

d

dt
a(1 + tv)|t=0 = av, (A.39)

for signature a ∈ G, log-signature v ∈ TeG, and exponential map, exp, in tensor algebra.
From Eqs. (A.38) and (A.39), we get

Loga(b) = a log (a−1b), (A.40)

for signatures a and b, and logarithm map, log, in tensor algebra.

A.7 Gradient of Squared Distance
As proven in Appendix, we have the following property for general Riemannian manifold:

∇ad2(a, b) = −2Loga(b). (A.41)

Combining Eq. (A.41) with Eq. (A.40), we get

∇ad2(a, b) = −2a log (a−1b), (A.42)

for signatures a and b, and logarithm map, log, in tensor algebra.
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B Gradient of Squared Distance

B.1 Variation of Energy
Let γ : [a, b] → M be a smooth curve, and f : [a, b] × (−ε, ε) → M be a smooth map (ε > 0) such that
f(t, 0) = γ(t) for all t ∈ [a, b]. Energy functional is defined as E(γ) = 1

2

∫ b
a
|γ̇(t)|2dt.

Then, we have the first variation:

dE(γs)

ds
=

1

2

d

ds

∫ b

a

〈ft, ft〉dt =
∫ b

a

〈∇fsft, ft〉dt

=

∫ b

a

〈∇ftfs, ft〉dt

=

∫ b

a

d

dt
〈fs, ft〉dt−

∫ b

a

〈fs,∇ftft〉dt ∵ integration by parts

= 〈fs, ft〉(b, s)− 〈fs, ft〉(a, s)−
∫ b

a

〈fs,∇ftft〉dt, (B.43)

where ∇ is covariant derivative, and γs := f(·, s), and fs and ft : [a, b] × (−ε, ε) → T•M are defined as
fs = df

(
∂
∂s

)
and ft = df

(
∂
∂t

)
, respectively.

In particular, if γs are geodesics, and the endpoint at t = b is fixed, we have

dE(γs)

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

= −〈fs(a, 0), γ̇(a)〉. (B.44)

B.2 Length vs Energy

For the length L(γ) =
∫ b
a
|γ̇(t)|dt of curve γ : [a, b]→M , we have

L(γ)2 ≤ 2(b− a)E(γ). (B.45)

In particular, the equality is achieved when γ is a geodesic.

B.3 Distance and geodesic
If γ is a geodesic, we have d(γ(a), γ(b)) = L(γ).

B.4 Variation of squared distance
Hence, applying Eqs. (B.44) and (B.45) to geodesics γs with a = 0, b = 1 and γs(0) = m(s) (variable),
γs(1) = x (fixed), we have

d

ds
d2(m(s), x)

∣∣∣∣
s=0

= 2
d

ds
E(γs)

∣∣∣∣
s=0

= −2
〈
dm

ds
(0),Logmx

〉
=

〈
dm

ds
(0),−2Logmx

〉
. (B.46)

B.5 Gradient of squared distance
In Eq. (B.46), the second term in the bracket is nothing but the gradient with respect to the first variable
in the distance, which implies

∇md2(m,x) = −2Logmx. (B.47)

Intuitively, this means that the distance increases the most in the tangential direction of the geodesic
(Fig. 20).
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Figure 20: The distance increases the most in the tangential direction of the geodesic.
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