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Abstract

We study Brownian motion on the space of distinct landmarks in Rd,
considered as a homogeneous space with a Riemannian metric inherited
from a right-invariant metric on the diffeomorphism group. As of yet,
there is no proof of long-time existence of this process, despite its funda-
mental importance in statistical shape analysis, where it is used to model
stochastic shape evolutions. We make some first progress in this direction
by providing a full classification of long-time existence for configurations
of exactly two landmarks, governed by a radial kernel. For low-order
Sobolev kernels, we show that the landmarks collide with positive proba-
bility in finite time, whilst for higher-order Sobolev and Gaussian kernels,
the landmark Brownian motion exists for all times. We illustrate our
theoretical results by numerical simulations.

1 Introduction

A common approach to shape analysis is to model shape variations as diffeomor-
phic deformations of the ambient space, where the shapes reside. Then, shape
variations can be quantified using a right-invariant Riemannian metric on a
diffeomorphism group, see Younes [18]. In particular, one obtains in this way
Riemannian metrics on landmark spaces which are well described by a kernel, as
discussed by Micheli in [12]. The metric is geodesically or metrically complete
if the associated reproducing kernel Hilbert space embeds continuously in C1

b

or C2
b , respectively, see Bauer, Bruveris and Michor [4]. Some weaker sufficient

conditions are known as well, for example, as in Joshi and Miller [10].
Brownian completeness is a related but distinct notion, which concerns the

long-time existence or equivalently the non-explosion of Brownian motion on a
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Riemannian manifold. For a general overview, one may consult the monographs
by Hackenbroch and Thalmaier [8] or Hsu [9]. Brownian completeness is of
fundamental importance in statistical shape analysis, where Brownian motion
is often the first stochastic process to consider when modelling stochastic shape
evolutions. For instance, it has been used for statistics of shapes in [16, 17]
and for diffusion means of shapes in [7]. Brownian completeness is (implicitly)
assumed in these works but is unknown even in the simplest case of landmark
spaces. As a consequence, these statistical works are built on an uncertain
foundation, and establishing non-explosion criteria for Riemannian Brownian
motion on landmark spaces has direct applied impact.

In this article, we fully characterise Brownian completeness in the case of
two landmarks in Rd, for d ≥ 1. In particular, we establish the following result,
stated in terms of notions and notations rigorously introduced in Section 2.1
and Section 2.3.

Theorem. Let Q be the landmark manifold of pairs of distinct points in Rd,
for d ≥ 1. Let g be the Riemannian metric on Q, whose inverse is given by

g−1q (ξ, η) =

2∑
i,j=1

ξ>i K(qi, qj)ηj , q ∈ Q , ξ, η ∈ T ∗qQ ,

for some positive definite radial kernel

K : Rd × Rd → Rd×d, K(x, y) = k(‖x− y‖Rd)Id ,

where ‖ · ‖Rd is the Euclidean norm on Rd, Id is the d × d identity matrix,
and k : (0,∞) → R. Suppose that k extends continuously to [0,∞], vanishes at
∞, is continuously differentiable on (0,∞), and has a bounded and Lipschitz
continuous derivative on [1,∞). Moreover, suppose that, for D, γ > 0,

k(0)− k(r) = Drγ + o (rγ) , as r ↓ 0 .

Then, the Riemannian manifold (Q, g) is Brownian complete if γ ≥ 2, whilst it
is Brownian incomplete if γ < 2.

The theorem is proven in Section 3. It implies that low-order Sobolev met-
rics on the space of two landmarks are Brownian incomplete, whereas high-order
Sobolev metrics, and also the metric with Gaussian kernel, are Brownian com-
plete. Beyond characterising Brownian completeness, our analysis provides a
detailed description of the long-term behaviour of the two-landmark system.
These results are presented in Section 3.4.

It is important to remark that these results have no direct implications to or
from metric completeness. Indeed, there are Brownian complete yet metrically
incomplete spaces such as the punctured plane, and conversely, there are also
Brownian incomplete yet metrically complete spaces, see e.g. [8]. Nevertheless,
the above examples show that higher-order metrics have favourable Brownian
completeness properties, which is in line with similar results for metric com-
pleteness.
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To summarise, the present article takes some first steps towards solving the
general question of Brownian completeness of landmark spaces. Whilst our
analysis is presently limited to configurations of merely two landmarks, we do
hope that our ideas and techniques will eventually lead to a solution of the
Brownian completeness question for more general shape spaces.

Overview of the paper

The article is organised as follows. Section 2 sets the stage by introducing the
Riemannian landmark manifold, the Riemannian Brownian motion thereon, and
several radial kernels of interest. This is followed in Section 3 by the analysis of
the long-time existence of Riemannian Brownian motion on the space of land-
mark pairs. In Section 3.1, we derive the Itô stochastic differential equation for
the inter-landmark distance process. In Section 3.2, we analyse the singularity
of the distance process at zero and characterise the possibility of landmark colli-
sion in finite time. Section 3.3 rules out the possibility of landmarks escaping to
infinity before collision. Section 3.4 summarises the preceding analysis and pro-
vides a fine-grained description of the inter-landmark distance process. Finally,
in Section 4, we show that our theoretical results are in line with numerical
simulations.

2 Landmark Brownian motion

2.1 Landmark space

In the Large Deformation Diffeomorphic Metric Mapping (LDDMM) framework,
see [18], shape variations are modelled as diffeomorphic deformations. This
makes the framework applicable to a wide range of shape spaces. An important
shape space within this framework is the landmark manifold Q, which consists of
configurations of n ≥ 2 distinct landmark points in Rd, for d ≥ 1. Thus, Q could
be seen as an open subset of Rnd. In contrast, the LDDMM framework views it
as a Riemannian homogeneous space, whose metric stems from a right-invariant
metric on a group of diffeomorphisms on Rd. This perspective originates from
diffeomorphic landmark matching, where two landmark configurations q, p ∈ Q
are matched by solving the following optimisation problem:

minimise
u

∫ 1

0

‖ut‖2V dt subject to ϕ1.q = p . (1)

Here, u : [0, 1] → Xc(Rd) is a time-dependent compactly supported vector field
which generates a flow ϕ : [0, 1]→ Diffc(Rd) of compactly supported diffeomor-
phisms via the flow equation

∂ϕt
∂t

= ut ◦ ϕt , ϕ0 = IdRd . (2)

Instead of compact support, one may impose alternative regularity conditions
such as rapid decay, boundedness of all derivatives, or quasi-analyticity, see [15]
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and [11]. The end point of the diffeomorphic flow is denoted by ϕ1, and the
constraint in (1) forces ϕ1.q := (ϕ1(q1), . . . , ϕ1(qn)) to match up with p. The
choice of norm ‖ · ‖V is discussed in detail in Section 2.3. For now, it suffices
to assume that it stems from an inner product 〈·, ·〉V on the space Xc(Rd) such
that point evaluations are norm-continuous. Then, the completion of Xc(Rd)
with respect to this norm is a Hilbert space V with positive reproducing kernel
K : Rd×Rd → Rd×d. The kernel gives rise to an integral operator K : V ∗ → V ,
whose inverse is the inner product 〈·, ·〉V : V → V ∗. See [18] for further details.

A geometric interpretation is as follows. The space Xc(Rd) of compactly
supported vector fields is the Lie algebra of the infinite-dimensional Lie group
Diffc(Rd) of compactly supported diffeomorphisms, as discussed by Michor and
Mumford [15]. The inner product 〈·, ·〉V on Xc(Rd) can be extended to a unique
right-invariant weak Riemannian metric g on the Lie group Diffc(Rd). Com-
pactly supported diffeomorphisms ϕ ∈ Diffc(Rd) act on landmark configurations
q = (q1, . . . , qn) ∈ Q from the left as

ϕ.q = (ϕ(q1), . . . , ϕ(qn)) .

For fixed q and variable ϕ, this action is a submersion from Diffc(Rd) to Q.
There is a unique Riemannian metric g on Q such that this submersion is Rie-
mannian, see [13]. Moreover, the optimisation problem (1) is equivalent to the
geodesic boundary value problem for this metric, that is, the infimal energy
in (1) is the squared geodesic distance between q and p, and any minimiser u
generates a diffeomorphic flow ϕ which projects down to a geodesic in Q. If
V embeds continuously in XC1

b
(Rd), then Diffc(Rd) can be completed to the

half-Lie group DiffV (Rd), see [5], which is modeled on V , carries the strong
Riemannian metric extended right-invariantly from 〈·, ·〉V , and is geodesically
complete, see [18]. Consequently, Q is geodesically complete. If V embeds con-
tinuously in XC2

b
(Rd), then the metric on Q is C2, and the Hopf–Rinow theorem

implies that Q is also metrically complete, see [13]. Further references for these
arguments are provided in the overview article [4].

Computationally, it is important that the cometric g−1, that is, the inverse
of the Riemannian metric g, admits a simple description in terms of the repro-
ducing kernel K, see [13], namely, for q ∈ Q and covectors ξ, η ∈ T ∗qQ,

g−1q (ξ, η) =

n∑
i,j=1

ξ>i K(qi, qj)ηj . (3)

Our analysis is based on this formula alone and does not make use of its geo-
metric origins. A concise derivation of this formula and elegant expressions for
the corresponding geodesic equation and curvature can be found in [14].

2.2 Brownian motion of landmark configurations

The Riemannian metric g on the landmark configuration space Q gives rise to
the Laplace–Beltrami operator ∆Q on Q. Brownian motion on Q is the diffusion
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process (qt)t∈[0,ζ) on Q generated by 1
2∆Q with some initial value q0 and defined

for t ≥ 0 up to some explosion time ζ ∈ (0,∞], see [8, 9] for further details.
Equivalently, as discussed by Hsu [9, Example 3.3.5], this diffusion process is the
unique strong solution to a certain Itô stochastic differential equation written
in charts. On the landmark space Q, which is a subset of Rnd, a single chart
suffices. Hence, Brownian motion (qt)t∈[0,ζ) can be expressed as the unique
strong solution to the Itô stochastic differential equation, for i ∈ {1, . . . , n},

dqit = −1

2

n∑
`,m=1

K(qt)
`mΓ(qt)

i
`m dt+

√
K(qt)

i
dWt (4)

subject to initial condition q0 and defined for t ∈ [0, ζ), where (Wt)t≥0 is an
Rnd-valued Wiener process on some stochastic basis (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P) satisfying
the usual conditions. Here, K(qt)

`m = K(q`t , q
m
t ) denotes the cometric (3) at

qt ∈ Q, with indices `,m ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Moreover, Γ denotes the Christoffel
symbol associated with the metric g.

According to [8], the Riemannian manifold Q is called Brownian complete
if, for every initial value q0 ∈ Q, the corresponding explosion time ζ = ζ(q0)
satisfies

P(ζ(q0) =∞) = 1 .

Letting p denote the Dirichlet heat kernel on Q with respect to the Riemannian
volume measure volg, Brownian completeness is equivalent to∫

Q

p(t, q0, q) volg(dq) = 1 for all (t, q0) ∈ (0,∞)×Q .

There exist several sufficient conditions which guarantee that a Riemannian
manifold is Brownian complete, such as the manifold being compact or the
manifold having Ricci curvature bounded from below. For further details, one
may consult [8, 9]. These conditions are difficult to apply in our setting because
the landmark space Q is non-compact, and our numerical simulations suggest
that its Ricci curvature is unbounded from below. We therefore proceed with
an alternative analysis, which results in a refined description of the long-term
behaviour of Riemannian Brownian motion on landmark space, but is presently
limited to configurations of two landmarks.

2.3 Kernels

We restrict our attention to kernels which are invariant under rotations and
translations. This assumption is satisfied in the most important examples and
significantly simplifies our analysis. Thus, we consider positive definite kernels
of the form

K : Rd × Rd → Rd×d, (qi, qj) 7→ k(‖qi − qj‖Rd)Id , (5)

where Id is the d× d identity matrix and k : (0,∞)→ R is a scalar function.
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An important special case are Bessel potentials of order α > d, also known
as Sobolev kernels, see Aronszajn and Smith [2]. The Bessel potential of order
α ∈ (0,∞) in d ∈ N dimensions is defined as the radial kernel (5) with

k(r) =
1

2(α−2)/2(2π)d/2Γ(α/2)
rνJ−ν(r) , ν =

α− d
2

, (6)

where J−ν = Jν on the right-hand side is the modified Bessel function, which
is denoted by K−ν = Kν in much of the literature. The integral operator with
kernel K is the inverse of the fractional Laplacian

(Id−∆)α/2 : XHα/2(Rd)→ XL2(Rd) ,

as can be seen from [2, Equation (4, 6)] in the Fourier domain. Moreover, for
α > d, the kernel K is positive and it is the reproducing kernel of the Sobolev
space XHα/2(Rd), as established in [2]. The asymptotics for small r are given
by Abramowitz and Stegun [1, Equations (6.1.15-17) and (9.6.2–11)] as

rνJ−ν(r) = 2ν−1Γ(ν)−


−2ν−1Γ(−ν)r2ν + o

(
r2ν
)
, ν ∈ (0, 1) ,

−2−1r2 log(r) + o
(
r2 log(r)

)
, ν = 1 ,

2ν−3Γ(ν − 1)r2 + o
(
r2
)
, ν ∈ (1,∞) .

(7)

Whenever ν − 1/2 is a natural number, the kernel admits the explicit formula
[18, Lemma 9.16], which gives rise to

k(r) ∝ e−r
ν−1/2∑
l=0

2l(2c− l)!
(c− l)! l!

rl ,

where ∝ denotes equality up to a positive constant. Some special cases are

k(r) ∝ e−r


1 , ν = 1

2 ,

1 + r , ν = 3
2 ,

3 + 3r + r2 , ν = 5
2 ,

15 + 15r + 6r2 + r3 , ν = 7
2 .

The Gaussian kernel, that is, the radial kernel (5) with k(r) = exp(−r2) is
another important example. It is positive definite and can be seen as a Bessel
kernel of infinite order because its Fourier multiplier e−π

2‖ξ‖2 is the limit α→∞
of the rescaled Bessel Fourier multiplier (1+π2/α‖ξ‖2)−α. The asymptotics for
the Gaussian kernel for small r are

k(r) = 1− r2 + o
(
r3
)
.

Interestingly, as shown next, different near-zero asymptotics of the kernel re-
sult in qualitatively different long-term behaviour for the Riemannian Brownian
motion on landmark space. This analysis requires that k extends continuously
to [0,∞], vanishes at ∞, is continuously differentiable on (0,∞), and has a
bounded and Lipschitz continuous derivative on [1,∞). All of these assump-
tions are satisfied for Bessel potentials of order α > d by Abramowitz and
Stegun [1, Equations (9.6.1), (9.6.9), and (9.7.2–4)], and are also satisfied for
the Gaussian kernel.
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3 Brownian motion of two landmarks

We next characterise the long-term behaviour of Riemannian Brownian motion
on configurations of exactly two landmarks, endowed with a Riemannian struc-
ture induced by a radial kernel as described in the preceding section. The key
observation is that for a radial kernel, the distance between the two landmarks
is a diffusion process, whose dynamics is characterised by a scalar stochastic
differential equation. It then remains to study the singularity at zero of this
one-dimensional diffusion process. For this, we follow the classification of sin-
gular points by Cherny and Engelbert in [6].

To derive the Itô stochastic differential equation for the distance process, we
significantly reduce the complexity of the required computations by working in
a well chosen coordinate system. Specifically, unlike a brute-force application
of Itô’s formula to the stochastic differential equation (4), our approach circum-
vents the need to determine all Christoffel symbols. Instead, it requires only the
computation of one divergence. The reduction in complexity is best illustrated
in case of two landmarks in R, which is why we first discuss this case, even
though the result is included in the subsequent more general analysis for two
landmarks in Rd.

3.1 Distance process between two landmarks

Let K : Rd×Rd → Rd×d be a radial kernel (5) described in terms of a functions
k : [0,∞)→ R which is continuous on [0,∞) and continuously differentiable on
(0,∞). We further set λ = k(0).

3.1.1 Configurations with two landmarks in R

For landmark configurations with two landmarks in R, we have

Q = {q = (x, y) : x, y ∈ R such that x 6= y} .

Since the radial kernel K takes the form (5), we have, for q = (x, y) ∈ Q,

K(q) =

(
λ k(|x− y|)

k(|x− y|) λ

)
.

Due to (3) describing the cometric induced by the Green’s kernel K, it follows
that the metric g on Q induced by K is given as

gq = K(q)−1 =
1

λ2 − (k(|x− y|))2

(
λ −k(|x− y|)

−k(|x− y|) λ

)
.

We now change to a system of coordinates in which the expression for the metric
g diagonalises. For q = (x, y) ∈ Q, we set

u = x− y and v = x+ y .
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The constraint x 6= y then amounts to the condition u 6= 0. Without loss of
generality, we may work in the half plane u > 0, which corresponds to the
assumption that the Riemannian Brownian motion is started from a landmark
configuration where the first landmark is bigger than the second one. The
Brownian motion on (Q, g) only leaves the half plane defined by u > 0 if the
two landmarks collide in finite time, that is, the Riemannian Brownian motion
explodes.

From 2x = u+ v and 2y = v − u, we obtain

∂

∂u
=

1

2

(
∂

∂x
− ∂

∂y

)
and

∂

∂v
=

1

2

(
∂

∂x
+

∂

∂y

)
.

Since |x− y| = u in the half plane u > 0, it follows that, for q = (u, v) ∈ Q,

gq

(
∂

∂u
,
∂

∂u

)
=

1

2 (λ− k(u))
and gq

(
∂

∂v
,
∂

∂v

)
=

1

2 (λ+ k(u))
(8)

as well as

gq

(
∂

∂u
,
∂

∂v

)
= 0 .

Therefore, the vector fields X1 and X2 on Q defined by

X1 =
√

2(λ− k(u))
∂

∂u
and X2 =

√
2(λ+ k(u))

∂

∂v
(9)

form an orthonormal frame (X1, X2) for the tangent bundle TQ with respect to
the metric g. In particular, we can write

∆Q = X2
1 +X2

2 + (divX1)X1 + (divX2)X2 , (10)

where the divergence is taken with respect to the induced Riemannian volume
measure. From the expression (10), we can read off that the Brownian motion
on (Q, g), that is, the diffusion process (qt)t∈[0,ζ) on Q with generator 1

2∆Q, is
the unique strong solution to the Stratonovich stochastic differential equation

dqt = X1(qt) ◦ dBt +X2(qt) ◦ dWt +
1

2
(divX1)X1(qt) dt+

1

2
(divX2)X2(qt) dt ,

where (Bt)t≥0 and (Wt)t≥0 are independent one-dimensional standard Brownian
motions.

Due to the form (9) of the vector field X1, it follows that, for qt = (ut, vt), the
distance process (ut)t∈[0,ζ) between the two landmarks induced by the Brownian
motion on (Q, g) is the unique strong solution to the Stratonovich stochastic
differential equation

dut =
√

2(λ− k(ut)) ◦ dBt +
1

2
(divX1)(ut)

√
2(λ− k(ut)) dt . (11)

It remains to compute the divergence of the vector field X1 explicitly and to
express the Stratonovich stochastic differential equation as an Itô stochastic
differential equation.
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As a consequence of (8), the Riemannian volume form volg on Q induced by
the Riemannian metric g can be expressed in the coordinates (u, v) as

volg =
1

4(λ2 − (k(u))2)
dudv .

It follows that

(divX1)(u) = 2
√
λ2 − (k(u))2

∂

∂u

(
1√

2(λ+ k(u))

)
= −

k′(u)
√
λ− k(u)√

2 (λ+ k(u))
,

which yields

(divX1)(u)
√

2(λ− k(u)) = −k
′(u)(λ− k(u))

λ+ k(u)
.

We further note that, for f ∈ C2(Q),

X1(X1(f)) = 2(λ− k)
∂2f

∂u2
− ∂k

∂u

∂f

∂u
,

from which we can read off the drift term contribution arising from X2
1 . Since

1

2

(
(divX1)(u)

√
2(λ− k(u))− k′(u)

)
= − λ k′(u)

λ+ k(u)
,

we deduce that the Stratonovich stochastic differential equation (11) can be
rewritten as the Itô stochastic differential equation

dut =
√

2(λ− k(ut)) dBt −
λ k′(ut)

λ+ k(ut)
dt . (12)

One can check that this is consistent with the expression obtained by starting
directly from (4).

3.1.2 Configurations with two landmarks in Rd

The restriction to radial kernels of the form (5) allows us to describe the distance
process between two landmarks, provided no additional landmarks are present,
by a one-dimensional stochastic differential equation. This argument, which was
developed for two landmarks in R in the previous subsection, carries over to two
landmarks in Rd, as shown next.

As before, we simplify the computations significantly by working in suit-
able coordinates, for which the metric tensor diagonalises. When considering
configurations consisting of two landmarks in Rd, for d ≥ 1, we have

Q = {q = (x, y) : x, y ∈ Rd such that x 6= y} .

Moreover, the radial kernel K of the form (5) is given by, for q = (x, y) ∈ Q,

K(q) =

(
λId k(‖x− y‖Rd)Id

k(‖x− y‖Rd)Id λId

)
,
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where Id denotes the d×d identity matrix. As in the analysis for two landmarks
in R, it further follows from (3) and the above expression for the radial kernel
K that the induced metric g on Q is determined by

gq = K(q)−1 =
1

λ2 − (k(‖x− y‖Rd))2

(
λId −k(‖x− y‖Rd)Id

−k(‖x− y‖Rd)Id λId

)
.

We proceed by changing coordinates for the landmark space Q from (x, y)
to (u, v), where u, v ∈ Rd are given by

u = x− y and v = x+ y ,

and by setting

r = ‖x− y‖Rd = ‖u‖Rd =

√√√√ d∑
i=1

(ui)
2
.

Note that the constraint x 6= y is equivalent to the condition r 6= 0. As two
landmarks collide if and only if their distance process hits zero, it suffices to
study the stochastic dynamics of the distance process, for landmarks evolving
according to a Riemannian Brownian motion. For i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, we obtain

gq

(
∂

∂ui
,
∂

∂uj

)
=

δij
2 (λ− k(r))

and gq

(
∂

∂vi
,
∂

∂vj

)
=

δij
2 (λ+ k(r))

as well as

gq

(
∂

∂ui
,
∂

∂vj

)
= 0 .

Moreover, the radial vector field

∂

∂r
=

1√∑d
i=1 (ui)

2

(
d∑
i=1

ui
∂

∂ui

)

satisfies at q = (u, v) ∈ Q that

gq

(
∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

)
=

1

2 (λ− k(r))
.

In particular, the vector field X1 on Q defined by

X1 =
√

2(λ− k(r))
∂

∂r

is of unit length. As the vector field X1 depends on the distance component r
alone, and as we can extend X1 locally to an orthonormal frame (X1, . . . , X2d)
for TQ, the distance process between the two landmarks is the one-dimensional
diffusion process with generator

1

2
X2

1 +
1

2
(divX1)X1 .
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To determine the associated Itô stochastic differential equation, we first use

volg =
1

4d (λ2 − (k(r))2)
d

du1 . . . dud dv1 . . . dvd

to determine

(divX1) (r) = 2d
(
λ2 − (k(r))2

)d/2 ∂

∂r

(
2−d+1/2

(
λ2 − (k(r))2

)−d/2
(λ− k(r))

1/2
)

=
((2d− 1)k(r)− λ)k′(r)√

2 (λ− k(r))(λ+ k(r))
.

We further observe that we still have, for f ∈ C2(Q),

X1(X1(f)) = 2(λ− k)
∂2f

∂r2
− ∂k

∂r

∂f

∂r
,

and we compute

1

2

(
(divX1)(r)

√
2(λ− k(r))− k′(r)

)
=

((d− 1)k(r)− λ)k′(r)

λ+ k(r)
.

Thus, the distance process (rt)t∈[0,ζ) between the two landmarks solves the Itô
stochastic differential equation

drt = σ(rt) dBt + b(rt) dt , (13)

where (Bt)t≥0 is a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion, and with the
diffusivity σ : [0,∞)→ R as well as the drift b : [0,∞)→ R given by

σ(r) =
√

2(λ− k(r)) and b(r) =
((d− 1)k(r)− λ)k′(r)

λ+ k(r)
. (14)

Note that this is consistent with the Itô stochastic differential equation (12)
derived for d = 1.

3.2 Collision analysis for two landmarks

In the previous section, we derived the Itô stochastic differential equation which
governs the dynamics of the distance process (rt)t∈[0,ζ) between two landmarks

in Rd induced by the Riemannian Brownian motion on landmark configurations
consisting of exactly two landmarks. Studying if the two landmarks collide
and aiming for a classification which depends on the choice of the kernel K as
well as the dimension d ≥ 1 then amounts to analysing the one-dimensional
diffusion process (rt)t∈[0,ζ) near the singularity at zero. Indeed, the landmarks
collide if and only if the distance process hits zero. For our analysis, we follow
the classification for singular points of one-dimensional diffusion processes by
Cherny and Engelbert [6].
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This classification depends on the asymptotic behaviour of the coefficients
given in (14) of the stochastic differential equation (13) near zero, and hence on
the small-distance asymptotics of the kernel. Motivated by our main examples,
Gaussian and Sobolev kernels, we assume that there exist real-valued constants
D, γ > 0 such that, as r ↓ 0,

k(0)− k(r) = Drγ + o (rγ) . (15)

To reduce the notational overhead, we write f(r) ∼ g(r) as r ↓ 0 if there exists
a non-zero constant C ∈ R such that, as r ↓ 0,

f(r) = g(r)(C + o(1)) .

To start off analysing the singularity at zero for the one-dimensional diffusion
process (rt)t∈[0,ζ), which is the unique strong solution to the Itô stochastic
differential equation (13), we remark that, as r ↓ 0,

1 + |b(r)|
(σ(r))

2 ∼ r
−γ .

For 0 < γ < 1, the function above is locally integrable near zero, and according
to [6, Definition 2.3], zero is then a regular point of (13). In this case, as
a consequence of [6, Theorem 2.11], the diffusion process (rt)t∈[0,ζ) hits zero
in finite time with positive probability, meaning that landmarks collide with
positive probability.

The remainder of this subsection is devoted to the other case, γ ≥ 1, where

1 + |b|
σ2

6∈ L1
loc(0) .

According to [6, Definition 2.3], zero is then a singular point of (13). For
sufficiently small a > 0, we have

1 + |b|
σ2

∈ L1
loc((0, a]) . (16)

Hence, we can proceed with the classification of singularities by Cherny and
Engelbert [6], which is very well summarised on [6, p. 39]. Throughout, we fix
a > 0 such that (16) is satisfied.

In the first step of the classification process, we need to consider the function
ρ : (0, a]→ R defined by

ρ(r) = exp

(∫ a

r

2b(y)

(σ(y))
2 dy

)
.

We compute that

2b(y)

(σ(y))2
=

((d− 1)k(y)− λ)k′(y)

λ2 − (k(y))
2 =

(d− 2)k′(y)

2(λ− k(y))
− d k′(y)

2(λ+ k(y))
.
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By employing the change of variables z = k(y) and subject to a > 0 being
sufficiently small, we further obtain∫ a

r

2b(y)

(σ(y))2
dy =

∫ a

r

(d− 2)k′(y)

2(λ− k(y))
dy −

∫ a

r

d k′(y)

2(λ+ k(y))
dy

=

∫ k(a)

k(r)

d− 2

2(λ− z)
dz −

∫ k(a)

k(r)

d

2(λ+ z)
dz

=
1

2
[(2− d) log(λ− z)− d log(λ+ z)]

k(a)
k(r)

=
1

2

(
(2− d) log

(
λ− k(a)

λ− k(r)

)
− d log

(
λ+ k(a)

λ+ k(r)

))
,

which yields

ρ(r) =

(
λ− k(a)

λ− k(r)

)1−d/2(
λ+ k(a)

λ+ k(r)

)−d/2
.

From (15) it then follows directly that, as r ↓ 0,

ρ(r) ∼ r(d/2−1)γ , (17)

which shows that ∫ a

0

ρ(r) dr

{
=∞ if d = 1 and γ ≥ 2 ,

<∞ otherwise .

We further deduce that, as r ↓ 0,

1 + |b(r)|
ρ(r)(σ(r))2

∼ r−(d/2−1)γr−γ ∼ r−dγ/2 ,

implying that∫ a

0

1 + |b(r)|
ρ(r)(σ(r))2

dr

{
<∞ if d = 1 and 1 ≤ γ < 2 ,

=∞ otherwise .

To complete the classification for d = 1 and 1 ≤ γ < 2, we observe that in
this case, as r ↓ 0,

|b(r)|
(σ(r))2

=
|λk′(r)|

2(λ2 − (k(r))2)
∼ r−1 ,

from which we conclude ∫ a

0

|b(r)|
(σ(r))2

dr =∞ .

Thus, according to the result [6, Theorem 2.12], for d = 1 and 1 ≤ γ < 2, the
singularity of (13) at zero is of type 2. In particular, the associated distance
process (rt)t∈[0,ζ) hits zero with positive probability, that is, the two landmarks
collide with positive probability in finite time.
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The remaining classification steps use the function s : (0, a]→ R defined by

s(r) =

{∫ r
0
ρ(y) dy if

∫ a
0
ρ(y) dy <∞ ,∫ r

a
ρ(y) dy if

∫ a
0
ρ(y) dy =∞ .

From (17) we obtain that, as r ↓ 0,

s(r) ∼

{
log(r) if d = 1 and γ = 2 ,

r(d/2−1)γ+1 otherwise .

Therefore, for d = 1 and γ = 2, we have, as r ↓ 0,

1 + |b(r)|
ρ(r)(σ(r))2

s(r) ∼ r−1 log(r) ,

whilst in all other cases, we have, as r ↓ 0,

1 + |b(r)|
ρ(r)(σ(r))2

s(r) ∼ r−dγ/2r(d/2−1)γ+1 ∼ r1−γ .

It follows that, irrespective of the dimension d ≥ 1,∫ a

0

1 + |b(r)|
ρ(r)(σ(r))2

s(r) dr

{
<∞ if 1 ≤ γ < 2 ,

=∞ if γ ≥ 2 .

At this stage, we deduce that if d ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ γ < 2 then by [6, Theorem 2.13]
the singularity of (13) at zero is of type 1, which particularly implies that in this
case the two landmarks collide with positive probability in finite time. For d = 1
and γ ≥ 2, it is a consequence of [6, Theorem 2.17] that the singularity of (13)
at zero is then of type 5. Hence, in this case any solution to (13) started at
a non-zero distance is strictly positive. Together with the argument presented
in the following section, this implies that the associated landmark Brownian
motion exists for all times.

To conclude the classification of the singularity at zero for the distance pro-
cess (rt)t∈[0,ζ), it remains to observe that, for d ≥ 2 and γ ≥ 2, as r ↓ 0,

s(r)

ρ(r)(σ(r))2
∼ r(d/2−1)γ+1r−(d/2−1)γr−γ ∼ r1−γ ,

which yields that, for d ≥ 2 and γ ≥ 2,∫ a

0

s(r)

ρ(r)(σ(r))2
dr =∞ .

Hence, by [6, Theorem 2.15], in the case d ≥ 2 and γ ≥ 2, the singularity
of (13) at zero is of type 4. Whilst this together with Section 3.3 still establishes
long-time existence of the associated landmark Brownian motion, the type of
singularity detected implies that with positive probability the two landmarks
draw arbitrarily close together, if measured with respect to the Euclidean metric.

A summary of the results derived is provided in Section 3.4 below.
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3.3 Ruling out escape to infinity

Besides collision of landmarks, the only other source of Brownian incomplete-
ness is escape to infinity, which we investigate next. We show that escape to
infinity cannot occur before collision and therefore plays no role in the analy-
sis of Brownian completeness or incompleteness in our setting. The presented
proof requires that the kernel k and its derivative k′ are Lipschitz continuous
away from zero and that k vanishes at infinity, as shall be assumed herewith.
As before, (qt)t∈[0,ζ) denotes Brownian motion on the space of two landmarks

in Rd. Moreover, we write r(q) for the inter-landmark distance of q ∈ Q. Then,
the escape-to-infinity time S and the collision time T are defined as

SN = inf{t > 0 : ‖qt‖Rnd ≥ N} , S = lim
N→∞

SN ,

TN = inf{t > 0 : r(qt) ≤ 1/N} , T = lim
N→∞

TN .

We claim that S ≥ T , which we establish by proving the equivalent result that
S ≥ TN for all N ∈ N. To this end, we truncate the stochastic differential
equation (4) for (qt)t∈[0,ζ) using a Lipschitz function ϕN : R → [0, 1] such that
ϕN (r) = 0 for r ≤ 1/(N + 1) and ϕN (r) = 1 for r ≥ 1/N to obtain

dq
(N),i
t = ϕN

(
r
(
q
(N)
t

))√
K
(
q
(N)
t

)i
dWt

− 1

2
ϕN

(
r
(
q
(N)
t

)) n∑
`,m=1

K
(
q
(N)
t

)`m
Γ
(
q
(N)
t

)i
`m

dt .

(18)

This truncated stochastic differential equation is well-posed because its coeffi-

cients are Lipschitz continuous, as we show below. Hence, (q
(N)
t )t∈[0,ζN ) does

not escape to infinity in finite time. Moreover, (q
(N)
t )t∈[0,ζN ) coincides with the

Brownian motion (qt)t∈[0,ζ) on the stochastic interval [0, TN ]. Consequently,
(qt)t∈[0,ζ) does not escape to infinity before TN , that is, S ≥ TN for all N ∈ N,
as claimed.

We now show that the diffusivity coefficient in (18) is Lipschitz continuous
on the set QN of all landmark configurations (x, y) with inter-landmark distance
r = ‖x − y‖Rd ≥ 1/N . As the scalar kernel k is assumed to be Lipschitz on
[1/N,∞), the cometric g−1 is Lipschitz continuous on QN . Moreover, as the
scalar kernel k by assumption extends continuously to the compact set [1/N,∞],
the set g−1(QN ) has compact closure, namely, the set g−1(QN ) itself together
with the matrix (

k(0) 0
0 k(0)

)
⊗ Id .

Thus, all of these matrices are positive definite. Taking the square root of a
symmetric positive definite matrix is smooth by the implicit function theorem
or, more generally, because the functional calculus is real analytic, see [3]. In
particular, the matrix square root is Lipschitz continuous on compacts. Conse-
quently, g−1/2 is Lipschitz continuous on QN .
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We next show that the drift coefficient of (18) is Lipschitz continuous on
QN . The derivative k′ of the scalar kernel is assumed to be Lipschitz con-
tinuous on [1/N,∞). Therefore, the cometric g−1 has Lipschitz continuous
coordinate derivatives on QN . Matrix inversion is real analytic and hence Lip-
schitz continuous on compacts. Thus, the metric g is Lipschitz continuous on
QN . The Christoffel symbol can be written as a contraction of the metric g
with coordinate derivatives of the cometric g−1. Therefore, the Christoffel sym-
bol is Lipschitz continuous on QN . Taken together, this implies the Lipschitz
continuity of the drift in (18) on QN .

This concludes the proof that S ≥ T , that is, escape to infinity cannot
occur before collision. An important consequence is that Brownian completeness
follows as soon as collisions are ruled out.

3.4 Summary

The long-term behaviour of Riemannian Brownian motion on the configuration
space of two landmarks in Rd depends on whether the ambient space has di-
mension d = 1 or d ≥ 2, and on whether the near-zero asymptotics (15) of the
kernel are given by γ < 2 or γ ≥ 2. Our characterisation follows [6] and is
well described in terms of the two hitting times Ta = inf{t ≥ 0 : rt = a} and
T0,a = min{T0, Ta}.

• If γ < 2, then the two landmarks collide with positive probability. More
specifically, for γ ∈ (0, 1), the origin is a regular point of the distance
process (rt)t∈[0,ζ), which implies that E[T0,a] <∞ and P(XT0,a

= 0) > 0.
For γ ∈ [1, 2), it is a singular point of type 2 if d = 1 and of type 1
if d ≥ 2. This means that, subject to r0 ∈ [0, a], in the case d = 1,
there exists a unique solution to (13) up to Ta such that E[Ta] < ∞ and
P(there exists t ≤ Ta such that Xt = 0) > 0, whereas if d ≥ 2, there exists
a unique solution to (13) which is defined up to T0,a and has E[T0,a] <∞
as well as P(XT0,a

= 0) > 0.

• If γ ≥ 2 and d = 1, then the landmark Brownian motion exists for all
times. The singular point at zero is of type 5, meaning that for r0 > 0,
any solution to (13) is strictly positive, and subject to r0 ∈ (0, a] there
exists a unique solution defined up to Ta and Ta <∞ P-a.s.

• If γ ≥ 2 and d ≥ 2, then the landmark Brownian motion exists for all
times. The singularity at zero is of type 4, which implies that as long as
r0 > 0 any solution to (13) is strictly positive, and for r0 ∈ (0, a] there
exists a unique solution defined up to Ta where P(Ta = ∞) > 0 as well
as limt→∞ rt = 0 P-a.s. on {Ta = ∞}. In particular, the two landmarks
almost surely do not collide, but with positive probability their Euclidean
distance becomes arbitrarily small as time tends to infinity.

We next discuss implications for the Bessel potentials defined by (6), which
are also known as Sobolev kernels. The Bessel potential of order α > d in
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d dimensions has asymptotics (15) with γ = min{α − d, 2}, as can be seen
from (7). A minor modification is needed in the case γ = 2 to accommodate the
logarithmic term in the asymptotics (7), but careful inspection of the arguments
in Section 3.2 shows that the conclusion remains the same as for γ = 2 without
the logarithmic term.

To summarise, the Sobolev metric of order α > d gives rise to a Brownian
complete Riemannian manifold if α ≥ d + 2 and to a Riemannian manifold
which is Brownian incomplete otherwise. Note that this is also the threshold
for the reproducing kernel Hilbert space XHα/2(Rd) to embed into XC1

b
(Rd),

that is, for admissibility of this space of vector fields in the terminology of [18].
Interestingly, we have Brownian completeness not only above this threshold but
also in the critical case α = d + 2. For the Gaussian kernel, one has both
Brownian completeness and admissibility, in line with the interpretation of the
Gaussian kernel as a Sobolev kernel of infinite order.

4 Numerical experiments

We simulate Brownian motion of n = 2 landmarks in Rd with d ∈ {1, 2}. Sub-
sequently, we repeat the experiment for n > 2 landmarks to give numerical
hints on the possibility of collision in cases which are not covered by our the-
oretical results. For kernels, we choose Bessel potentials (6) with parameters
ν := (α − d)/2 ∈ {1/2, 3/2} and the Gaussian kernel, as these admit explicit
formulae. Specifically, the kernels we use in our simulations are given by

k1/2(r) = e−r , k3/2(r) = 2(1 + r) e−r , kG(r) = e−r
2

.

These kernels coincide with the ones in Section 2.3 up to positive constants,
which do not affect Brownian completeness or incompleteness.

According to our theoretical analysis, the kernel k1/2 is Brownian incomplete,
whereas k3/2 and higher-order kernels including kG are Brownian complete, for
n = 2 landmarks in arbitrary dimension d.

For our experiments, we draw 20 sample paths, simulated from t = 0 to t = 1
with 104 steps. The simulations are stopped if the inter-landmark distance gets
very small or decreases very rapidly; this is taken as an indication for collision.
Due to the time-discretisation and potential numerical instability for nearby
landmarks, the detection of collisions is only indicative. However, as shown
below, the numerical experiments are all in line with the theoretical predictions.

4.1 Two landmarks

Figure 1 shows the results in dimension d = 1 for the kernels k1/2, k3/2 and
kG. For each experiment, we sample 20 paths from the Riemannian Brownian
motion and compute the distance between the two landmarks. We observe
collision for k1/2 but not for k3/2 or kG, consistent with our theoretical results.
Higher-order Sobolev kernels lead to similar results like k3/2, as predicted by
the theory, and are not shown here.
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Figure 1: Results for d = 1 and n = 2 with 20 sample paths. The first col-
umn shows the results for the the kernel k1/2, the second column for the kernel
k3/2, and the third column for the Gaussian kernel. The first row shows the
log-distances between the two landmarks for all sample paths, stopped if colli-
sion occurs. The second row shows the position of the two landmarks on the
horizontal axis and time on the vertical axis for the sample path attaining the
smallest inter-landmark distance, again stopped if the landmarks collide. Whilst
the landmarks temporarily come close for all kernels, a rapid decrease in the
distance is observed only for the kernel k1/2, which indicates collision.
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Figure 2: Results for d = 2 and n = 2. Setup as in Figure 1.
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Figure 3: Results for d = 1 and n = 3. Setup as in Figure 1.

Figure 2 shows corresponding results in dimension d = 2. The results are
similar to dimension d = 1, with collision observed for the kernel k1/2 only.
Note that all coordinates of the landmarks must coincide simultaneously for a
collision to occur. The two coordinates are displayed separately in the plots in
the second row.

4.2 More than two landmarks

We now repeat the above experiments for more than two landmarks. Figure 3
shows n = 3 landmarks in dimension d = 1 and indicates a potential collision for
the kernel k3/2 and the Gaussian kernel, in addition to the kernel k1/2. Figure 4
shows n = 4 landmarks in dimension d = 1. Here, interestingly, collision seems
to occur almost immediately for all kernels. Figure 5 shows n = 3 landmarks in
dimension d = 2. The results in this case appear to differ from dimension d = 1,
with collision observed for the kernel k1/2 only. It thus seems that dimension
plays an important role, for fixed small-distance asymptotics of the kernel.

It must be stressed once again that the numerical experiments are only
indicative and not conclusive. Particular care must be taken when interpreting
numerical results where distances between landmarks get close to the machine
precision.
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Figure 4: Results for d = 1 and n = 4. Setup as in Figure 1.
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Figure 5: Results for d = 2 and n = 3. Setup as in Figure 1.
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