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Abstract

The diffusion maps embedding of data lying on a manifold has shown success
in tasks such as dimensionality reduction, clustering, and data visualization. In
this work, we consider embedding data sets that were sampled from a manifold
which is closed under the action of a continuous matrix group. An example of such
a data set is images whose planar rotations are arbitrary. The G-invariant graph
Laplacian, introduced in Part I of this work, admits eigenfunctions in the form of
tensor products between the elements of the irreducible unitary representations of
the group and eigenvectors of certain matrices. We employ these eigenfunctions
to derive diffusion maps that intrinsically account for the group action on the
data. In particular, we construct both equivariant and invariant embeddings,
which can be used to cluster and align the data points. We demonstrate the
utility of our construction in the problem of random computerized tomography.

1 Introduction

Data analysis has become a cornerstone in many applications in science and engi-
neering. In a typical setup, we are given a data set X = {z1,...,zx} C C" where
n is large, and the goal is to discover structures in the data. Examples for such data
include collections of images, point clouds, biological measurements, financial data, etc.
A common modeling approach for high-dimensional data is that the given points lie on
a manifold M with intrinsic dimension d < n.

In various applications, the data set under consideration is assumed to have been
sampled from a manifold M that is closed under the action of some known matrix
group GG. In other words, for each point z; € X and any A € G, the data point Ax;
is also in M. Such manifolds are dubbed G-invariant. A particularly important class
of groups appearing in numerous scientific applications are compact matrix Lie groups,
which includes the groups SO(2) and SO(3) of 2D and 3D spatial rotations, respectively,
and low-dimensional tori, all ubiquitous in fields such as image processing and computer
vision. For example, the data set may be a collection of two-dimensional images whose



in-plane rotation is arbitrary, as is the case for electron microscopy image data sets [28§].
In the electron microscopy setting, all images lie on a manifold of dimension three, and
moreover, rotating each of the input images results in another image that may have
been generated by the microscope. The current paper provides tools for processing such
data sets.

When processing and analyzing data that are assumed to have been sampled from
a smooth manifold, a fundamental object of interest is the Laplace-Beltrami operator
A [26], which generalizes the classical Laplacian. The Laplace-Beltrami operator and
its discrete counterpart, the graph Laplacian [3], have been used to process surfaces,
images, and general manifold data [22], 33, 34, 21|, 10, 16, 24]. Formally, the graph
Laplacian is defined as the N x N matrix L given by

N
L=D-W, W;=ele=l’e Di =Y Wy, (1.1)

j=1
where € is a bandwidth parameter, D is a diagonal matrix, and ||-|| is the 2-norm. The

normalized graph Laplacian is defined by
L=D"'L. (1.2)

In [19], it was shown that if X was sampled uniformly from a smooth and compact
manifold M, then L converges to the Laplace-Beltrami operator A as € — 0 and N —
00. Recently, it was also shown that the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of L converge to
the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of Ay [6].

In Part I of this work [25], we laid the foundations for a graph Laplacian based
framework for analyzing G-invariant data, where GG is a compact matrix Lie group, and
demonstrated its usage for denoising manifold data. Specifically, we showed how to con-
struct the graph Laplacian by using all the points in the data set G - X, resulting from
applying all the elements in G to the points in X. This graph Laplcaian is termed the
G-invariant graph Laplacian (abbreviated G-GL). We then obtained two fundamental
results regarding the G-GL. Firstly, we proved that like the graph Laplacian, the G-GL
also converges to the operator A, but at a significantly improved rate, where the
speedup scales with the dimension of GG. Secondly, we derived the eigenfunctions of the
G-GL, showing that they admit the form of tensor products between the eigenvectors
of a sequence of certain matrices and the elements of the irreducible unitary repre-
sentations (abbreviated as IURs) of G. This special form of the eigenfunctions gives
rise to efficient algorithms for their computation. We then demonstrated how these
eigenfunctions can be used to filter noisy samples from a G-invariant manifold M.

In the current work, we develop G-GL based embeddings of the data. In particu-
lar, we derive several variants of one the most successful graph Laplacian based algo-
rithms, known as ‘diffusion maps’ [19], which we now briefly describe. Let ¢4, ..., ¢n
and A1, ..., Ay be eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the matrix P = I — L, respectively
(where L was defined in (1.2)). Then, the data set X can be embedded into a N-



dimensional Euclidean space by

D) = (Nd1(4), - .., Ay (9)) (1.3)
for some t € RT and z; € X, where ¢ (i) is the i-th entry of ¢5. The embedding (|1.3)

has an elegant probabilistic interpretation. Observe that P is a row stochastic matrix,
which we can view as the transition probability matrix of a random walk over X.

We define a family of distances Dy(x;,x;) where ¢ = 1,2,..., between pairs of point
Tiy Tj e X by
al 1
2
D (i, x;) = ||P. = P[], = Z(F)itk — Ph)wy,  wg = Dip’ (1.4)
k=1

where P/ denotes the i-th row of P', and P, is the ij-th element of the matrix P*,
and Dy, is defined in ((1.1). The weights wy, are larger for nodes x; which are weakly
connected to their neighbors and are thus more difficult to reach. This fact makes
the distance a natural choice for organizing data into clusters, as a cluster is in
essence a set in which every data point resides in a neighborhood which is dense with
other data points. Thus, any path between two data points residing in distinct clusters
would have to pass through sparsely inhabited regions of the data landscape, making
the distance for such paths longer than paths within a cluster. In [19], it is shown
that

D} (i, ;) = [|®y(w:) — ()|, (1.5)

which implies that the Euclidean distance between the embeddings ®;(z;) and ®;(x;)
is the distance at time ¢ between (the distributions of) a pair of random walks over X
that depart from z; and z;.

In this work, we utilize the G-GL’s eigenfunctions to construct various diffusion
maps embeddings, thereby, explicitly incorporating the action of G on the data set X
into them. We distinguish between two types of embeddings - equivariant and invariant.
For a fixed ¢ € N, an equivariant embedding is a map ¢ : X — C9 such that

d(A-x)=Aog(x), Ae€Qq, (1.6)

where ‘" denotes the action of G on a data point x € C", and ‘o’ denotes the action of G
on the embedded points, which typically reside in a different space than C" of a much
lower dimension. On the other hand, an invariant embedding is a map ¢ : X — C?
such that
Y(A-z)=¢(x), AeQq, (1.7)
for all x € X. The difference between the two types of embeddings is that ¢ preserves
the action of G through , while 1) maps all the points y in the orbit GG - z into the
same point (x) € CA.
An important application of such embeddings is when X is a set of noisy 2D images,
with the group G = SO(2) of planar rotations acting on an image by rotating it around
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its center. In this case, an invariant embedding can be employed to cluster images
which are (almost) identical up to a planar rotation. Specifically, the property
implies that for a pair of images z;,z; € X such that z; = A - z; for some rotation
matrix A € SO(2), that is, z; is approximately a rotation of x;, it holds that i (x;) ~
Y(z;). We call such images rotationally-invariant neighbors. On the other hand, the
property implies that if x; ~ A - z;, then ¢(x;) = Ao ¢(z;). In other words, an
approximate rotation of an image results in an approximate rotation of its embedding.
Hence, we can utilize ¢ to align the rotationally-invariant neighbors of each image x;
with it, by computing for each neighbor x; the element A € SO(2) that minimizes
the distance ||¢(z;) — Ao ¢(x;)||. Assuming that the noise in each image is additive,
i.i.d with mean zero, we expect that averaging the aligned nearest neighbors of an
image z; will result in a denosied image which closely approximates x;. Furthermore,
it is typically possible to align pairs of images using an embedding ¢ of dimension far
lower than that of the images in X, which is faster than aligning the images by directly
rotating them.

Various methods have been proposed in literature for constructing group-invariant
embeddings, especially for rotational-invariance in image processing and computer vi-
sion tasks [29, 36, 12, 4]. Most of these methods typically follow one of two approaches.
The first approach is based on steerable-PCA [35, 20] that computes the PCA of a
data set of images and all of their planar rotations. In other words, steerable PCA
computes an embedding of the images and all their infinitely many rotations into a
low-dimensional subspace which best captures their geometry. Importantly, steerable
PCA efficiently computes the sample covariance matrix of all infinitely many rota-
tions of the images, avoiding any data augmentation, which can be computationally
prohibitive. In [27], the latter idea was extended to a data set of images residing on
a compact manifold by introducing the steerable graph Laplacian, which is concep-
tually equivalent to the graph Laplacian L in constructed from all the images
and their infinitely many rotations. In Part I of this work [25], we generalized the
steerable graph Laplacian to arbitrary compact manifolds, which are closed under the
action of an arbitrary compact matrix Lie group. The second approach, is to construct
a graph Laplacian by using some rotationally-invariant pairwise distance between the
points, and then use this graph Laplacians’ eigenvectors and eigenvalues to define a
rotationally-invariant embedding [29]. This approach was applied to handle the case of
arbitrary compact Lie groups in [I1]. However, it is not always obvious which invariant
distance is the most appropriate for the task, or how to compute it efficiently. Fur-
thermore, in general, the limiting operator resulting from such a construction is either
unknown, or is not the Laplace-Beltrami operator [17], in which case its properties
are not always well understood. On the other hand, the embedding proposed in this
work employs the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the G-GL, which converges to the
Laplace-Beltrami operator on the manifold, allowing us to preserve the geometry of the
underlying manifold. In particular, the group-invariance of the manifold is explicitly
manifested in the form of the G-GL’s eigenfunctions, being a product between certain
vectors and the IURs of G (given by Theorem [2|in the following section.). As we show



below, this enables us to embed not only the points in given the data set, but also all
the points generated by the action of the group on these points.

The contributions of this work are as follows. First, we employ the G-GL’s eigen-
functions to construct an equivariant diffusion maps embedding of the data set, and an
associated equivariant diffusion distance, analogous to and , respectively. We
then analyze their properties. Next, we employ the G-GL’s eigenfunctions to construct
an invariant diffusion maps embedding of the data, and an associated invariant diffusion
distance, and analyze their properties. In particular, we show that the latter distance
is associated with certain random walks on the data manifold, and derive a relation of
the form for the invariant distance and embedding. Finally, we demonstrate the
utility of the proposed embeddings in reconstructing a 2D image from its noisy and
shifted 1D Radon transform projections [9].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we briefly review the G-invariant
graph Laplacian framework developed in [25]. In Section [3| we derive G-equivariant
embeddings of the data, and diffusion distances over the set GG - X, which are analogous
to (L.3). In Section [4 we derive and analyze G-invariant embeddings of the data. In
Section [f] we demonstrate the utility of our framework using numerical simulations.
Lastly, in Section [0, we summarize our results and discuss future work.

2 The G-invariant graph Laplacian

In this section, we review the definition and eigendecompostion of the G-invariant
graph Laplacian, introduced in [25]. Let X = {z1,...,2y} be a data set sampled from
a uniform distribution over a smooth G-invariant manifold.

Denoting [N]| = {1,..., N}, consider the set

[N] x G ={(i,A): i € [N], A€ G}, (2.1)

where we use the pair (i, A) € [N] x G to refer to the point A - z; resulting from
applying the element A € G (by matrix multiplication) to the point x; € X. Now,
let H = L?([N] x G) be the Hilbert space of functions of the form

f(i, A) = fi(4), AegG, (2.2)

where f; € L*(G), endowed with the inner product

(Fab =3 [ HAAn(A), (2.3

where 7(-) is the Haar measure on G (see for a brief introduction to integration over
Lie groups). Furthermore, let us define the action of any N x N diagonal matrix D on
functions f € H by

{Df}(i,A) = Dy - f(i, A) = Dy - fi(A). (2.4)
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Definition 1 (The G-invariant graph Laplacian). Let W : H — H be the operator
defined as

WAL = 3 [ Wold BS(BIIB). Wy(A B) = e Iawralle 5)

where |[|-|| is the 2-norm over C", and let D be the diagonal N x N matrix whose
diagonal entries are given by

Dii:Z;/GWij(I,C)dn((J), ie{l,...,N}. (2.6)

The G-invariant graph Laplacian (abbreviated G-GL) L : H — H is defined as
Lf=Df-Wf, feH. (2.7)
The normalized G-GL is defined as the operator
L=D'L=I-D"1W, (2.8)

that is, for any f € ‘H we have

L{f} (i, 4) = () 3 /G Wis(A, B) f;(B)dn(B). (2.9)

We observe that since G is a unitary matrix group, W;;(A, B) in (2.5)) satisfies
Wiy(A, B) = e Mo Bailile  g-lemtBelile _ 1 A*B), (2.10)

where A* is the conjugate-transpose of the matrix A € G. By the Peter-Weyl theorem
(see |A.2)), the function W;;([,-) over G admits an expansion in a series of the entries
of the irreducible unitary representations (abbreviated IURs) of G. The IURs of G

are a countably-infinite sequence {U e} teTe of unitary matrix-valued functions over G,

where U*(A) is a unitary matrix of dimensions d; x d; for each A € G, and Zg is a set
that enumerates the sequence. Explicitly, by using (A.13) (see|A.1) we get that

(I, A*B Z dy - trace <VAV£U€(A*B)> : (2.11)

(el

where Wé is the d; x dy matrix given by
Wi = /GWij(LA)UZ(A)dn(A), l € Ig, (2.12)

with U’(A) denoting the entry-wise complex-conjugate of the matrix U(A). We now
state a theorem (derived in [25]) that characterizes the eigendecomposition of L of (22.8)
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in terms of certain products between the rows of the IURs U’ and the eigenvectors of
the block matrices

ve Tt e
Wi Wi .. Wiy

W= - ' |, teTs, (2.13)

where the matrix W® of dimensions Nd, x Nd, has W of as its ¢j-th block.

)
Also, for any vector v € CN% and j € {1,..., N}, we denote by

)= (((j—1)-de+1),...,0(5 - dp))" € C%, (2.14)
the elements (j — 1)d, + 1 up to j - dy of v stacked as a d,-dimensional column vector.
Theorem 2. ([25]) For each { € I, let

DY = diag (D11 - Liyxdys - - - Dy - Layxa,) (2.15)

be the Ndy, x Nd, block-diagonal matriz whose i block of size d; x dy on the diagonal is
given by the product of the scalar D;; from (2.6|) with the d, x dy identity matrix. Then,
the normalized G-invariant graph Laplacian L in (2.8|) admits the following:

1. A sequence of non-negative eigenvalues {14, ..., Ana, ¢ }oezs, wWhere N g is the nth
eigenvalue of the matrix

KO =1 —(DY'Ww®, (2.16)

2. A sequence {5@@7,@,1, ey (:PM,Nde Yeez, of eigenfunctions, which are complete in H,
and are given by

(I)gmn Z A =V dg UK Ung) (217)

where v, 4 is an eigenvector of K that corresponds to the eigenvalue :\mg, and €
is_defined in (2.14). For each n € {1,...,Nd,} and { € Ig, the eigenfunctions
{Pr1ny---s Pra,n} correspond to the eigenvalue A, ¢ of L.

The following lemma, which implies that the elements ¢'(v) of an eigenvector v of the
matrix W of (2.13)) are G-equivariant, lies at the heart of all subsequent derivations.

Lemma 3. Suppose that x; = B - x; for some B € G, and let v be an eigenvector

of W given by (2.13), that corresponds to an eigenvalue X > 0. Then, for all { € I
and n € N we have

el (v) = UYB) - €'(v). (2.18)
Proof. See Appendix [B] O



3 (G-equivariant diffusion maps

In this section, we derive an equivariant embedding of the data set X, which we term
‘G-equivariant diffusion maps’. The derivation employs the eigenvectors and eigenvalues

of the operator )
Pp,=D"'"W=1-1L, (3.1)

where L was defined in (2.8). Explicitly, by (2.9), we get that

(Eaf} () = Y [ POGALGBNLBIIB), P(6,A).G.B) = T

13

(3.2)

where W;; and D;; are defined in and , respectively. We observe that P,,
may be viewed as a transition probability operator of a single step of a random walk
over [N] x G (defined in (2.1)). Indeed, by we have that P((i, A), (7, B)) > 0,
and moreover, if we denote by 1y € H the constant function that takes the value 1
over [N] x G, then by and we have that

(Poln} (i, Z / (i, A). (j, B))dn(B) (3.3)

/ Wi;(4, B)
Zk 1fG (A, C)dn(C)

dn(B) =1, (3.4)

for all (i, A) € [N] x G. The expression on the right hand side of (3.3)) is understood as
the sum of transition probabilities from the point (i, A) € [N] x G to all other points
in [N] x G. It is easily seen that the eigenvalues of P,, are given by

MAp=1=Xy, ne[N], (€1, (3.5)

where {\,/} are the eigenvalues of L of ([2-8), while for the eigenfunctions {éémn}
of P,, it holds that

O =P, nEN], LE€Ig, meld], (3.6)

where {i)gmn} from are the eigenfunctions of L. Thelrefore7 the eigenfunctions
of P, can be computed by diagonalizing the matrices K © j as described by
Theorem [2) I As the rest of this work concerns only the eigenpairs of Pop, we associate
the eigenvectors of K} with the operator P,, by introducing the notation

Un}jé = @n,g, n € [N], (e 1. (37)



For t € N, we define the t-step transition probability operator P! : H — H to be
the operator that acts on f € H by applying P,, to f 1terat1vely t tlmes. It can be
shown that (see e.g. [13])

N

wwwm:EAﬁwmnmmwmm,MH, (33)
where we define for all A, B ;_G
P, A), (. B) 2 P((i, A), G, B).
ﬂ@&@@éiéﬁ%@%%@ﬂ%mnmmm,h%&m

(3.9)
By (3.9) and (3.4)), for any (i, A) € [N] x G we get by induction over t that
{PL1y} (i,A) =1. (3.10)

Furthermore, by (2.5), (3.2) and (3.9), we get that P'((i, 4), (j, B)) > 0for all (¢, 4), (j, B) €
[N] x G and t € N. Thus, we conclude that Pt is a probability transition operator for

all £ € N, with a probability density kernel functlon given by .
For a fixed point (i, A) € [N] x G, the function P*((i, A),(j, B)) > 0 induces a
probability distribution on [N] x G, with its density given by

P} 4(k,C) = P'((i, A), (k,C)), (k,C) € [N] x G. (3.11)
Analogously to (L.4), we now define a diffusion distance on [N] x G, as follows.

Definition 4. For allt = 0,1, 2, ..., we define the equivariant diffusion distance between
each pair of points (i, A), (4, B) € [N] x G as

Dp,t((ia A)a (]a B)) = HPlt,A o P;aBHH ,dn/D

(Z/wﬂw ﬁmwﬁ%my- (3.13)

Similarly to ((1.4)), the diffusion distance (3.12)) can be computed by first embedding the
points in [N] x G into a Euclidean space, and then computing the Euclidean distance
between the embedded points. The required embedding is defined as follows.

(3.12)

Definition 5. For all ¢ = 0,1,2,..., we define the equivariant embedding of [N] x G
by
0N
(i, 4) = (X, @0, .. ) L LA ENXG  (3.14)
m=1,n=14€Zq

where )\, o and % are the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions, respectively, of P(fp from (3.8)).

Zmn
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We will show that the embedding (I>§p ) is indeed equivariant (as defined in ({1.6))), shortly.
The following Theorem relates the embedding (3.14)) with the distance (3.12)).

Theorem 6. For allt =0,1,2,..., and (i, A), (4, B) € [N] X G, we have that

Dyel(i; 4), (. B) = || @ (5, 4) - o(j, B)

- (3.15)

Proof. See Appendix [C.1] O

Note that for each (i, A) € [N] x G, the embedding is an infinite dimensional
sequence. In practice, we truncate to obtain a finite-dimensional embedding,
such that pairwise squared distances between the finite-dimensional embedded points
closely approximate , as we now argue. The operator ng defines a Markov chain
over [N] x G, with the t-step transition probability from a point (i, A) to the points of
a (Borel) measurable subset V' C {j} x G given by

/ Pl B)dn(B). (3.16)
{BEG: (j,B)eV}

By definition, we have that Pf 4 > 0. By aresult in [18], the largest eigenvalue of Potp
is simple and equals 1, while the rest of the eigenvalues are strictly less than 1 (and
non-negative due to Theorem . This implies that, with the exception of the leading
eigenvalue, all the eigenvalues /\;,Z (of P(fp from (3.8])) decay to zero exponentially fast
when t — oo, and thus, so do the terms on the right hand side of . Thus, for a
fixed t € N, we can set up a truncation rule for the sequence by retaining only
the terms of for which )‘fz,e > ¢, where 0 > 0 is some parameter chosen so that the

distances are approximated up to a prescribed error, when replacing <I>§p ) (2, A)
and <I>§p ) (7, A) in (3.15)) with their truncated versions. We mention that the eigenfunc-
tion CID(({’%J that corresponds to the leading eigenvalue A\o; = 1 can be shown to be
constant over [N] x G, and thus, can be discarded from the embedding. Since {\] ,}
are independent of the index m (that enumerates the rows of the IURs U* in (2.17)),
we define the truncated embedding

W (i, A) = <)\t 0P (i A))N (3.17)
6t \" nd = lmmn\" m=1,(n,0)€Ts., ’
where
Iy ={(n.0) : 0<d <X ,<1}. (3.18)

By using Lemma , we obtain the following result which shows that (3.17)) induces

a G-equivariant embedding 7 +> CID((;Z) (i, 1) of the data set X, in the sense that the action
of an element B € G on a point x; € X results in an action of an IUR of G on the
embedding CID((;‘:” ),
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Proposition 7.

1. For all (i, A) € [N] x G we have that

20, A) = (N Ve TTCA) - l)))

,,(Lpz and ¢'(-) were defined in (3.7) and (2.14), receptively.

2. Let U(B) be the block-diagonal matrixz with the [URs U*(B) such that (n, () € Ls,
on its diagonal, and suppose that v; = B -x; for some B € G. Then, we have that

(3.19)

where v

o) (j, 1) =U(B) - (i, I). (3.20)

Furthermore, the function U(-) is an IUR of G. In particular, for each B € G

the matriz U(B) is unitary.

Proof. See Appendix [C.2] O

We comment that Lemma |3 implies a similar result for the non-truncated embed-
ding (3.14). In this case, U(B) is the infinite-dimensional block-diagonal “matrix” with
all the IURs U*(B) of G for all (n,¢) on its diagonal.

4 (G-invariant diffusion maps

In the previous section, we saw that the diffusion distance (3.12)) between pairs of
points z;,x; € X gives rise to the equivariant embedding of the data set X.
In various applications, the group action is viewed as a nuisance factor. Therefore,
it is of interest to derive group-invariant embeddings that map all the points in the
set G-x; = {A-z; : A€ G} (the orbit generated by the action of G on z;) into a
single point in the embedding space.

We can employ the distance and its relation to the equivariant embed-
ding to obtain a G-invariant distance M, : [N] x [N] — R™ between points in X
by defining
2

PR CEY

M;,t(iaj) = min ||PztA -

o ®) 5D
foin, = min H(Pt (1,A) — .7 (1, B)

2
PJIiB HH,dn/D A,BeG

as the following proposition establishes.

Proposition 8. Suppose that x, = Q) - z; and x, = R - x; for some Q,R € G. Then,
we have that
M, (k1) = M,.(3, 7). (4.2)

Furthermore, we have that

2

M2, ) = min [ @ (5, ) — @{”(j, 4) (4.3)

e
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Proof. See Appendix [D.1] O

The distance M, ; can be approximated by solving the least-squares problem in ,
with ®" (i, A) replaced by the truncation @gﬁ) (i, A) of (3.17). By using the second
assertion of Proposition , and in particular, that for each B € G the matrix U(B)
in the assertion is a block-diagonal matrix with the IURs of G on its diagonal, the
squared distances on the right hand side of can be computed efficiently for low-
dimensional groups G for which there exist FFT-type algorithms. We describe such a
procedure in detail for the rotations group SO(3) in Part I of this work [25], and show
that computing the squared distances || ® (i, I) — ®¥(j, A)||% above over a K points
discretization of SO(3) can be accomplished with O(K - log> K + |Z;,|) operations,
where |Z;,| (the cardinality of (3.18)) is the dimension of the embedding (3.17).

Unfortunately, even though the distance M, ; of is group-invariant, in gen-
eral, it is not guaranteed that there exists an embedding T such that M,,(i,j) =
|T(i) — Y(j)|| for every pair i,j € [N]. Regardless, we can use the property
of M, to “align” pairs of points x;, x; € X that are close up to the action of GG. That
is, we can compute the element A € G that solves , and then compute A - z;.
An important application (mentioned in Section [1|) is to align pairs of images that are
approximately rotations of each other.

Next, we employ the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the G-GL to define a group-
invariant embedding of the data set X, as follows.

Definition 9. For all ¢ = 0,1,2,..., we define a G-invariant embedding of the data
set X by the function U\") : [N] — ¢2 defined as

. , N
0P 0) = (Ve NNy (@00, ) . (4.4)
n,n'=1, (el
By Lemma , we get that \Ifgp) (i) is G-invariant, since if x; = A - x; for some A € G,
then we have that

(@), @ @,)) = (TTAE (1), TTAE 0F,)) = (@), ewly),  (45)

for all £ € Z; and n € [N]. We can now define a G-invariant diffusion distance between
the points in X.

Definition 10. For all t = 0,1,2,..., we define the G-invariant diffusion distance
over X by

Bya(ig) = || o) = v ()|, i € V) (4:6)

Remark 1. Similarly to what we did in the previous section for the equivariant em-
bedding <I>§” ) defined in (3.14), we can truncate the embedding fo,Ep ) to obtain a finite-
dimensional G-invariant embedding by thresholding the sequence {)\fhe)\il/’z} using a

rule analogous to (3.18]).
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In Section , we defined the diffusion distance D, (7, j) in (3.12)) as the distance
between the probability densities of random walks over [N] x G that depart from the
points z; and x;. We then showed that both the distance D, (i, j) and the induced

embedding @%p )(i, A) in are G-equivariant. We now show that the G-invariant
distance £,; defined above in can be expressed as a distance between certain
probability densities related to random walks over [N] x G.

To that end, we first illustrate that the embedding is G-equivariant due the
fact that for each ¢ € [N] the correspondence

i P, (4.7)

between the point z; (which we identify with (i,7) € [N] x G) and the probability
density P!, (defined in (3.11])) of the random walk on [N] x G that departs from (i,I)
is by itself G-equivariant. Indeed, consider the action ‘o’ of G on functions in H, and
in particular on P/, € H, defined by

{Qo P!} (k,C)=P,(k,QC), (kC)e[N]xG. (4.8)

For any fixed ko € [N], the function P};(ko,Q*C) € L*(G) is known as the left-
translation of P ;(ko, C') by @ (see [14]), and thus by extension, we refer to P} ;(k, Q*C) €
L*([N]x G) in as the left-translation of P/ (k,C) by Q. The following proposition
show that the correspondence (4.7 is G-equivariant with respect to left-translations.

Proposition 11. Suppose that x; = Q) - x; for some Q € G. Then, we have that
Pk, C)={Qo P/} (k.C), (k,C)e[N]xG. (4.9)
Proof. See Appendix [D.2] O

In words, equation implies that the density Pt 1 1s the left translation by @
of Pf ;- This shows that a translation of x; € X by Q € G results in a translation
of Pj; € H by Q.

We now define a G-invariant correspondence that maps each z; € X to a certain
probability density related to random walks over [N]x G, and show that the G-invariant
distance E, (i, j) of is the distance between the densities to which x; and z; are
mapped. We begin with the following definition.

Definition 12. Given a pair of functions f,g € L*(G), their cross-correlation func-
tion f*g € L*(G) is defined as

(f*g)( / f(A) - g(AC)dn(A). (4.10)
Now, consider the Hilbert space L? ([N]?> x G) of functions of the form h(z, j, A) such

that for each fixed ig,jo € [N] we have that h(ig,jo, A) € L*(G). Given a pair of
functions f, g € H, we denote by ‘x;” the operation defined as

(f *G g)(k’ra R) = {f(kv ) *g(T’, >} (R)v (]{3,7“, R) S [N]Q xG. (4'11)
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That is, the function f x; g € L*([N]? x G) is the cross-correlation over G of f(k,-)
and g(r, -), for each (k,r) € [N]?. Now, for each x; € X, consider the correspondence

i Pipxe Py, (4.12)
where by (4.10), we have that
{Pztl *G Pztl} (k,r,R) = {Pztl(ka ) * Pit,I(Ta )} (R) (4.13)
~ [ L) P CRYBO). (419)
€

The following proposition asserts that the correspondence (4.12)) is indeed G-invariant.

Proposition 13. Supppose that x; = Q) - x; for some QQ € G. Then, we have that

Ply#e Pl = Plysg Pl (4.15)

)

Proof. See Appendix [D.3| O

Remark 2. Proposition [13|implies that the correspondence (4.12]) is G-invariant. We
can also consider mapping each point ¢ by

i Plyxg P, (4.16)

for arbitrary pairs of times ¢; and t5. Repeating the steps of the proof of Proposition
we get that the correspondence is also G-invariant for any pair of positive in-
teger times t; and t,. The latter suggests that we can construct embeddings of X by
combining distinct diffusion time pairs.

The following theorem asserts that the function on the left hand side of (4.13)) is
a probability density over [N]* x G, and that the distance E,;(i,7) in (4.6) equals
the distance between the probability densities corresponding to i € [N] and j € [N]

via (£.12).

Theorem 14.

1. For alli € [N] and t € N, we have that P/ ¢ P{; > 0, and furthermore, that

Z /G {Plt,l *a F)zt,l} (kv T, R)dU(R) =1 (417)

k,r=1

In other words, the function P} %¢ Pl is a probability density over [N]? x G.
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2. The diffusion distance E,, in (4.6) is given by

Ey(i, ) = HPzI*GPztI Pjt,I*GP

t
j,I||L2([N]2 xG,dn/D&D) (4.18)

where L* ([N]? x G,dn/D ® D) is the Hilbert space of functions f(i,j, A) such
that for each fized iy, jo € [N] we have that f(ig,jo, A) € L*(G), and with inner
product given by

dn(C
(f, >L2 (IN]2xG,dn/D®D) Z/f i,5,C) - g(i Jac)ﬁ- (4.19)

4,7=1

Proof. See Appendix [D.4] O

We now relate the probability density P; «; P/, to random walks over the data.
Assuming that A - z; # x; for (almost) all A € G and all z; € X (as in Theorem [2)), we
get that there exists a 1 — 1 correspondence between each orbit G - z; and G, given by
the map A — A-z;. Thus, we may think of the domain [N] X G as a set of coordinates
over G - X, where the coordinate of a point A-z; € G- X is given by (i, A) € [N] x G.
In terms of the latter, we say that a random walk over G - X can either move along
the “[N]-direction” or the “G-direction” (or both) in the domain [N] x G. Now, let
X, and Xy, be the positions at time ¢ of a pair of random walks over [N] x G that
depart together from (i, /) at time ¢ = 0, both with probability density given by Pf I-
Furthermore, let N;; and N;,; denote the random variables that take the values k
and r, respectively, whenever X;,; = (k, A) and Xo; = (r, B) for some A,B € G. In
other words, N;; and Ny, are the coordinates of X;; and Xs; in the [N]-direction.
Similarly, let G, and G3; denote the random variables that assume the values A
and B, respectively, whenever X;,; = (k, A) and X,; = (r, B) for some k,r € [N],
and so, G1; and Go, are the coordinates of the random walks in the G-direction.
Lastly, we define the “displacement” of X;; and X5, in the G-direction” as the random
variable Ry = G7, - Ga, which is the relative position of the random walks in the G-
direction. We now have the following proposition.

Proposition 15. Let X, and Xy, be the positions at time t of a pair of independent
random walks over [N] x G that depart from (i, 1), both with probability density given
by P;. For any k,r € [N] and H C G, consider the event

Hkr = {Nl,t - k, Ng,t =T, Rt € H}, (42())

whereby at time t the random walks X, ; and Xo, had reached the orbits G-z and G-z,
respectively, and theiwr displacement R; in the G-direction is in H. Then, we have that

P(Hi) = [ (Pl Plg} (ur R)dn(R), (4.21)
H
where x¢’ 15 defined in (4.11)).
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Proof. See Appendix O

In light of Proposition , we conclude that Theorem |14] asserts that F,; from (4.6))
is the distance between the densities of the displacements of two pairs of random walks
over [N] x G. To further clarify the implications of Theorem [14] and Proposition
consider the special case where M = G -z, for some arbitrary fixed point z € X.
That is, the entire manifold M is the single orbit generated by the action of G on
the single point x;. Since for any x; € M there exists an element A € G such that
x; = A - xp, we may think of the point z; as the origin of the space M = G -z,
analogously to the origin in a Euclidean space, and consider the elements of G as
coordinates on M. If we express every point that the random walks reach in [N] x G
in coordinates with respect to the origin zj, then every point takes the form (k, A)
for some A € G (and a fixed k € [N]). Consequently, in these “coordinates”, the
random variables N;; and Ny, above are both constant, taking the value k. This
implies that in this case is a probability distribution of the displacement R; (the
relative position) of a pair of random walks on M that depart simultaneously from
some point x;, where the probability density of R; is given, due to Theorem and
Proposition , by P! xg Pl of [£.13). While the distributions of the positions of
a pair of random walks certainly depend on their departure point, the distribution of
their relative position does not. Proposition formalizes the latter statement, by
asserting that the density P; x¢ P/, is G-invariant, which is exactly the motivation
behind the G-invariant correspondence . In the general case, where M consists
of multiple orbits, Proposition (13| asserts that the density P; x; F;; is unchanged by
varying the departure point in the G-direction, that is, when z; is replaced by @ - z; for
some @) € G.

5 Numerical experiments

5.1 Basic examples

In this section, we corroborate the key properties of the distances derived in the
previous sections using some simulated G-invariant data sets. In particular, we demon-
strate the G-equivariance of D, ; in , and G-invariance of the distance £, ; in .

In the following simulation, we consider the action of the group G = SO(2) of 2D
rotations on the 2D torus T? C R3, given by

cosp —sine T
sinp  cosy y |, (z,y.2)" eT? (5.1)
z
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Figure 1: Figure (a) shows the SO(2)-equivariant diffusion distances of the points
in the simulated data set X from z; € X (marked by a blue dot), depicted as a heat
map superimposed on the torus T? C R3. Figure (b) shows the distances of the
points in X from xy,; (marked by the green dot). The images indicate that rotating x;
by 180° rotates the heat distribution by the same angle.

where T? is given by

x(0,p) = (R4 rcosp)cos ¢, (5.2)
y(0,¢) = (R+rcosp)sing, :
2(0, ) = rsinb, (5.4)

with 0, ¢ € [0,27), and R = 2,7 = 1.

To demonstrate that the distance D,,; in is SO(2)-equivariant, we first sam-
pled a data set X of N = 10000 points from a uniform distribution over T?. Next, we
randomly chose a point x; € X and added to X the point zy; that results from a
rotation of z; by 180° about the z axis. We then used the data set X=XU {zns1} to
compute and factor the matrices W given by . We used the resulting eigenvec-
tors and eigenvalues to compute the SO(2)-equivariant embedding q>§” ) of (3-14), where
we chose the time parameter ¢ = 3, and truncated by applying the rule
with 0 = 0.1. Finally, we computed the distances D,,; of each point z € X from z; and
from x 1. Figurell|depicts the diffusion distances of the points in X from x; and z 1,
respectively, superimposed on the torus T? C R? as a heat map. In Figure [La) we plot
the value D, (i, j) at x; € T? for each j € [N], and similarly, in Figure [1b| we plot the
value D, (N +1,j) at x;. We observe that for a fixed ¢ € [N], the distance D, (i, )
is localized in a neighborhood of z;, and furthermore, that the distances D, (N +1,-)
are a rotation of D, (7,-) by 180°, which demonstrates that D, ; is SO(2)-equivariant.

Next, we used the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of P!, for t = 3 to compute the SO(2)-

invariant embedding \Ifgp ) of (4.4), truncated as suggested in Remark |1 in Section
with 6 = 0.1. Figure[2aldepicts the values of the SO(2)-invariant diffusion distances E, ;
of (4.6)) from x; to the points in X, superimposed on the torus T? C R as a heat map,
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Figure 2: Figure (a) displays the SO(2)-invariant diffusion distance of the points in
the simulated data set X from x; € X (marked by the blue point). Figure (b) shows
the same simulation repeated with points sampled from the 2-sphere. In both cases,
the distances are constant over the orbits induced by the action of SO(2) by rotations
about the z-axis, namely, the horizontal circles.

where as before, each value E,;(7,7) is plotted at x; € X. It is seen that the heat
distribution is constant along the direction of the action of SO(2) in , that is,
over the horizontal circles in T2, which demonstrates that E,; is invariant under the
action (5.1).

We also repeated the previously described simulations with points sampled from the
two-dimensional unit sphere S? C R? coupled with the action of SO(2) by rotations
about the z-axis. The results are depicted in Figures 2bl and |3 in the same manner as
for the case of T?, implying the same qualitative picture as for T2.

5.2 Random computerized tomography with random angles
and shifts

In this section, we consider the problem of random computerized tomography [1],
where the goal is to reconstruct a 2D image from its 1D Radon transform projections
taken at random unknown orientations and shifts. We demonstrate the utility of our
framework in resolving this problem.

Let I(x,y) € L?(R?) be an image, finitely supported in R?. The Radon trans-
form P,(t) of I in the direction ¢ € [0, 27) is defined as the line integral of I along the
line L, which is inclined at an angle ¢ and is at distance ¢ from the origin. That is,

P,(t) = /Ll(x,y)ds = /_OO /_OO I(x,y)d(x cos p + ysinp — t)dzdy, (5.5)

where 0(z) is the Dirac delta. Given a finite set of samples X = {x,...,an} of
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(a) (b)

Figure 3: Heat distributions resulting from repeating the simulation depicted in Figure
above with data sampled from the 2-sphere. In this case, the green point is a rotation
of z; (marked by the blue point) by 60° about the z-axis. The distribution of the
diffusion distances of the points in the simulated data set from the rotation of x; by
60° in Figure (b) is obtained by rotating the distribution of the distances from z; in
Figure (a) by 60°, showing a similar qualitative picture to that of the simulation with
the torus.

the Radon transform, where x; = (P,,(t1), ..., Py, (tm)), each generated at known an-
gles ¢1,...,pn and fixed equally spaced distances ti,...,t,, from the origin, tomo-
graphic reconstruction algorithms [23] estimate the image I from these samples. In
random tomography, the goal is to reconstruct an image I from the set X above in the
case where the angles ¢, ..., pxN are unknown but were sampled uniformly at random
from [0, 27) (and as before ¢4, ..., t,, are known).

In [9], it was shown that this problem can be reduced to tomographic reconstruction
with known angles outlined above, by ordering the projections according to the angles
at which they were generated, and reconstructing the image by setting p; = 27i/N for
each i € [N]. Specifically, it was shown that the angles ¢1,..., ¢y can be sorted as
follows. First, use X to construct the density-invariant graph Laplacian matrix L =
D'LD=! [19], where L and D are defined in ((1.1). Then, compute the diffusion maps
embedding using the two non-trivial leading eigenvectors ¢s, ¢35 of L. With a proper
choice of the bandwidth e, the embedded projections reside on a circle, and moreover,
they are ordered according to the projection angels ¢; (up to a rotation by an arbitrary
angle). Thus, we can estimate the angles of the projections via

@z’ = atan2(¢2(i)7 ¢3(Z))7 S [N]v (56)

and use these angles to order the projections. Then, the image is reconstructed by
reordering the projections with respect to ¢;, and setting for the reordered projections
¢; to be 2mi/N. The procedure above is outlined in Algorithm .
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Algorithm 1 Image reconstruction from random projections

Input: Projection images x; = (P,,(t1),..., Py, (ty)), fori=1,... N.

1: Compute D and L from (1.1]), and construct the density-invariant graph Lapla-
cian L = D™'LD .

2. Compute the two leading non-trivial eigenvectors ¢, ¢5 of L.

3: Sort the projections x; according to ¢; = atan2(¢s(7), ¢3(i)).

4: Reconstruct a 2D image using the sorted projections x;, setting the input angles (;

to be 2mi/N.

Remark 3. As explained in [9], the eigenvectors ¢,, ¢3 of L approximate a pair of
eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the circle S, that correspond to
an eigenvalue with multiplicity 2. Thus, the computation of ¢,, 3 may result in any
orthogonal combination of these eigenvectors (depending on the numerical procedure
used for their computation). This implies that the diffusion maps embedding formed by
these eigenvectors is only unique up to an arbitrary rotation and possibly a reflection
(orientation of the curve). This degree of freedom is manifested in the fact that the
reconstruction of the image is only possible up to a rotation and a possible reflection,
or by the same token, in that the order of the projection angles can be recovered only
up to a cyclic permutation, and that it may be possibly flipped.

Here, we tackle the case where each projection x; € X is not only generated at a
random unknown angle, but also may be independently shifted by a random unknown
shift s; (to the left or to the right) [2]. In terms of the model formulated above,
this corresponds to the setting where the equally spaced distances tq,...,%,, may be
shifted by a random number s;, sampled uniformly at random from an interval S =
[— Smax, Smax], Where Spyay is the maximal shift of a projection. To conclude, our goal
is to reconstruct a 2D image from the set X = {(FP,,(t1 +5i),..., Py, (tm + si))}f\il,
where @; and s; are sampled independently and uniformly at random from [0, 27) and S,
respectively. In this setting, the data points in X reside in the two-dimensional manifold
comprised of all the projections and their shifts in S. Since Algorithm [I| requires the
projections to reside on a curve, we cannot except it to directly resolve this problem.
Indeed, below we demonstrate that in this case Algorithm [If fails to recover the order
of the projections in X, and so also fails to recover the underlying image.

We now derive a method in which we first unshift the projections in X such that
they reside on a curve C', after which we apply Algorithm [I|to the unshifted projections.
Formally, our method finds a set of shifts 5;,..., 5y such that shifting z; = (P, (t1 +
Si), s Pp,(tm+s5;)) by 3; approximates the unshifted projection (P, (t1), ..., Py, (tm)),
that is,

(Po(t1 4 5i = 8i), - o, (tm 4 51 = 8i)) = (P, (t), - -, Py, (tm)). (5.7)

In a nutshell, the unshifting works as follows. First, we compute an embedding of X
which is invariant to the shifts s;. In other words, any two projections z; and x; such
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that x; is a shift of z; are embedded into the same point. This enables us to detect
which unshifted projections (P, (t1),..., P, (t,)) reside at neighboring points on C.
Then, we compute an embedding of X which is equivariant to the shifts s;, which we
employ to find for each such pair of neighboring projections the relative shift s;; € S
that best aligns z; with z;. Finally, we show how to employ an algorithm derived in [32]
to extract the shifts 5;,..., 5y from the relative shifts s;;.

In order to implement our method, we would like to construct a shift-invariant
graph Laplacian, and compute its associated invariant and equivariant embeddings,
derived in the previous sections. Unfortunatelly, the set of shifts S is clearly not a
group. Thus, our strategy is to first embed S into the circle S' (a one-dimensional Lie
group) via an invertible map ©, such that each element v € S! acts on x; € X by a
unique shift s, = ©71(p) (where we identify S! with [0,27)). Then, we can construct
the S'-GL by using X with the aforementioned action of S!, and the S'-invariant and
equivariant embeddings computed from its eigenfunctions and eigenvalues induce the
desired embeddings. We now construct such an embedding ©.

Recall that the eigendecomposition of the S'-GL is derived by using the eigenvec-
tors and eigenvalues of the matrices W from ([2.13). The matrices W in our con-
struction are formed by the coefficients of the Fourier series of the functions d;;(p) =
exp{— ||lz; — s, o z;||* /e} for all 4,j € [N]. To obtain an everywhere convergent series
for each i, 7 € [N], we need to make sure that the definition of the map © above guar-
antees that each function d;; is 27-periodic. For that, we observe that the projections
in X are assumed to have been generated from an image I that is finitely supported
in R2, and are thus also finitely-supported. Now, Suppose, that their support lies within
the interval @) = [—q, ¢ for some ¢ > 0. Then, for each i, j € [IN], and any shift s such
that |s| >3, where 3§ = max{2q, 2s.x }, we have that

2 2 2 2 2
[z = s 0a;||” = llwill” = 2 (2, s 0 ) + [l |7 = [lal|” + [l ™ (5.8)
Thus, if we define the map © above by

2ms —
° S 5.9
o5’ s €0, (5.9)

which maps S = [~3,5] to S' by identifying the boundaries of the interval S, (5.8)
implies that

dij(2m) = exp{—||lz; =50 ;]| /e} = exp{—|lzi = (=5) o z;|* /e} = d;5(0),  (5.10)

as desired. Furthermore, © is invertible, and due to the definition of 5 above, we also
have that S C S, which together imply that each shift within S is embedded by ©
into a unique point in S*. Therefore, if we compute the S!-invariant embedding
associated with the S'-GL constructed as just described, any two projections z;, z; € X
such that z; = s o x; for some s € S get embedded into the same point. Moreover, the
associated S'-equivariant embedding (ID((;Z;) in induces a shift-equivariant embed-

ding of X, where if 2; = s o z; for some s € S then @g?(j, ) = U(O(s)) - @gﬁ)(i,w),

O(s) =7+
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where m = ©(0) is the group element in S* that corresponds to the zero shift (see (3.20))
in Proposition .

Remark 4. Note, that we may have to pad the projections z; € X with zeros to
implement the shifts s o x; for all s € S, whose magnitude may be larger than spax
(the magnitude of the maximal shift in the data). In particular, we avoid cyclically
shifting the data which produces vectors that cannot have been obtained by the Radon
projection ([5.5)).

Since the unshifted projections of a 2D image reside on a smooth and closed curve C,
the data set of projections {s, ox; : x; € X,v € [0,27)} resides on the compact two-
dimensional manifold M generated by letting the elements ¢ € S* act on each point x €
C by s, oz, as described above. We now describe in detail our method to recon-
struct a 2D-image from its random shifted projections, which uses the S'-invariant
and S'-equivariant diffusion maps derived from the S'-GL constructed by viewing the
projections in X as samples from M. The method consists of 5 steps.

Algorithm 2 S'-GL based shift-invariant K nearest neighbors
Input:

1. Data set X of shifted projections.

2. Maximal IUR index £,,.,, an integer K > 0 of nearest neighbors to compute,
and a diffusion time parameter ¢.

1: Use X to construct the S*-GL as described in Theorem |2 with the action of S*
on X given by the shifts ©71(p), ¢ € [0,27) (see (5.9)).

2: Compute the truncated S'-invariant diffusion maps \Ijgl)ax,t(i) via ({.4) with ¢ <
Uinax, for all i € [N].

3: For each x; € X compute the set N of the K projections z; € X with smallest

distance H\Ifgﬂ)%t(i) — gl (j)H :

Zma)ut

In Step 1, we use the data set X to construct and decompose the S'-invariant graph
Laplacian, where we perceive X as being sampled from a S'-invariant manifold, as
described above. Practically, this means that we construct and factor the matrices K
in up to a certain threshold ¢ < /... We then compute for each i € [N] the

truncated S'-invariant embedding U% (i) given by ([@.4) with ¢ < liax, and n < ny

Zma)ut
for each ¢, where ny is the number of leading eigenvectors of K we use to construct

the embedding. Below, we describe how we chose /,,.x and n, in our simulations.
In Step 2, we first fix an integer K < N and a diffusion time parameter ¢ > 0,
and compute for each projection x; the set N of its K nearest S'-invariant neighbors

defined as the K projections z; with the smallest distance H\I/éfﬂ) (1) — \Ifg:}mt( J)

aX7t

the embedding space. Then, for each i € [N], the set N; contains the K neighbors of x;
up to shifts. Step 1 and Step 2 are outlined in Algorithm [2]

in
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In Step 3, for each projection z; and each of its neighboring projections z; € N;
determined in Step 2, we employ the truncated equivariant embedding of (3.17)) to
compute the relative shift s;; that best aligns x; with x; by solving

sy = min |08} (1,071(s)) — @) (1, m) (5.11)
where ©7! is the inverse map of © defined in (5.9)), and CID((;Z)(Z', ©71(s)) is the embedding

of so ;. In particular, by (5.9), we have that @gﬁ) (7,0710)) = @gﬁ) (7, ), which is the
embedding of the point z;. We discuss below how we chose the threshold 0 in our
simulations. We point out that it is also possible to compute the relative shifts s;; by
directly aligning the projections. That is, by solving

sij =min|sox; — 5], s€8, (5.12)
S
where s o x; is defined as

sox; = (P, (t1+s;—5),...,P,(t1 +5;—5)) . (5.13)
However, as we demonstrate in simulations below, while both methods of computing
the s;; produce comparable results, the method (5.11)) can be more computationally
efficient.

Algorithm 3 Global alignment of projections

Input:
1. Pairwise relative shifts s;; for all 4, j € [N] such that i € N or j € N,.
2. Shifted projections x; = (Py,(t1 + 8i), ..., Po,(tm + 8;)), for i =1,... N.

Compute 6;; = O(s;;) for all 7,5 € [N] (see (5.9)).

Construct the N x N matrix H defined in (5.15).

Compute the leading eigenvector h of H.

Set 8; = ©71(arg(h(7))) for all i € [N] (arg(-) is the complex argument function).
Compute Z; = (Py,(t1 + si — 8i)y .+, Po,(tm +8: — §;)), fori=1,... N.

In Step 4, we use the relative shifts s;; to derive a set of shifts 51,..., 5y such that
the consistency relations

sij = 8 — 8, i€N;orjeEN, (5.14)

approximately hold for all pairs (7, j) simultaneously. We use the method of angular
synchronization proposed in [32], which solves an equivalent problem for relative rota-
tion angles instead of relative shifts (recall that each relative shift s;; can be mapped
to a relative rotation angle via ) We now briefly describe this method. Consider

23



the set of all angles 6;; = ©(s;;), where either i € N or j € NV; (or both). We construct
an N x N matrix H defined by

05 S ) ; .

H, = {e ieNjorjeN, (5.15)

0 otherwise.

It is shown in [32] that if the neighbors of each point in X are identified accurately, then
for a sufficiently large N, the complex arguments arg(h(i)) of the elements of h, the
top eigenvector of H, are a set of angles 61, ..., 60y for which the consistency relations

0;; =0, —0;, icNjorjeN, (5.16)

hold with high probability. Computing 6; by the method just described we obtain the
set of shifts §; = ©71(6;) for which, by and the linearity of (5.9)), the consistency
relations approximately hold. We can now shift the projections x; by the obtained
shifts §;, so that holds. The procedure just described is outlined in Algorithm .

At this point, all the projections are aligned with respect to each other (due to ([5.14))).
However, it may be that all the projections are shifted together by a single global shift s
with respect to the center of each projection. Thus, Step 5 (the last step of our method)
is to resolve this last degree of freedom, as follows. Let r be the dimension of the 1D
projections in X (in pixels). First, we form the 2D array of size N x r pixels obtained
by placing the 1 x r aligned projections in a stack of height N. We then center this
array by shifting it to its center of mass, and use the resulting stack of projections as
our data set. At this point we can input the resulting aligned and centered projections
to Algorithm [1| to obtain the order of the projections, and reconstruct the image.

To demonstrate the method just described, we applied it to the reconstruction of
the Shepp-Logan Phantom from its projections generated at random angles and ran-
dom shifts. The result is depicted in Figure This figure was generated as fol-
lows. First, we generated N = 1024 uniformly distributed angles from [0, 27), denoted
by 1, ..., pn. For each 6;, we evaluated the analytic expression of the Radon transform
of the Shepp-Logan phantom at m = 512 equally spaced point between -1.5 and 1.5.
Thus, each projection z; is a 1D vector of 512 pixels. The maximal shift s.,., = 102 was
chosen to be approximately 40% of the support of the signal in each projection, which
is around 256 pixels on average. We then sampled N integer shifts s; from a uniform
distribution over S = {—102,...,102}, and shifted each vector z; by s; pixels. Next,
we applied Steps 1 — 5 described above to the projections, as follows. The bandwidth e
was chosen by using the approximation rule proposed in [9]

JdlogTr{D(e)}
Jdloge

: (5.17)

€opt = argmax
€

where Tr {D(€)} is the trace of the diagonal matrix D(e), which is the matrix D in ({2.6)),
whose elements were computed by using the bandwidth parameter €. Then, we applied
Algorithm [2| to the data. Specifically, we computed the S!-invariant diffusion maps
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Figure 4: Shepp-Logan phantom reconstructed from 256 shifted random projections at
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various levels of noise, after centering them by using our method.
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with diffusion time ¢ = 0, where for each IUR index ¢ € Zg: (see Appendix we
used the top n, eigenvectors of the matrix K©® in that satisfy \,, > 0.1. The
maximal IUR index #,,., € Zs1 was chosen as follows. First, we set £, = 1 and com-
puted the S'-invariant embedding (£.4), where we used the n; top eigenvectors of K,
chosen by using the condition described above. Then, for each x; € X we computed
the K = 32 nearest neighbors z; € N; with the smallest Euclidean distance between
their embedding and that of x;. We then computed the median med; of these distances
over all x;. Next, we set {;,.x = 2, and repeated the previous computation, constructing
the diffusion maps by taking all the eigenvectors of the matrices K™ and K@, with the
number of eigenvectors of each matrix K chosen using the same condition as for the
case {max = 1. Then, we used the resulting embedding to compute the 32 nearest neigh-
bors of each z; € X the same way we did for £,,,, = 1, and computed a new respective
median nearest neighbor distance med;. We then repeated this process of increas-
ing lay until the relative change in the median (med;,; — med;)/med; was > —0.01.
Then, we computed the S-equivariant embedding , using the same eigenvectors
that were employed for the construction of the S'-invariant embedding above. The
resulting equivariant embedding @g? has dimension 20, and corresponds to the thresh-
old 6 = 0.1. Then, for each z; € X, we computed the relative shifts s;; that best
align the points z; € N with z;, by solving . Next, we applied Algorithm (3|, us-
ing |N;| = 32 nearest neighbors computed as described above, to construct H in @,
and aligned the projections by using the resulting shifts as on the L.h.s of . The
aligned projections were then centered as described in Step 5 above. We then applied
Algorithm [1} to the aligned and centered data set to order the projections according
to the angles which generated them. Finally, we reconstructed the image shown in
Figure [da] by using a subset of 256 of the ordered projections with equally spaced in-
dexes 1,5,...,1019 (as was done in [9]). In Figure[5al we demonstrate that our method
manages to recovering the ordering of the true projection angles ¢, by graphing the
angles

D), P(2)s - -+ PNYs (5.18)

obtained by ordering ¢; according to the order of the sorted angles ¢; of (5.6)) (obtained
by Algorithm , against
Pa) S PE) <SP, (5.19)

the angles ¢; sorted in ascending order.

We also applied Algorithm [I] directly to the shifted projections in X. Figure [6a]
shows the reconstructed phantom, demonstrating that Algorithm [1| fails when the pro-
jections are shifted. As we explained above, this is attributed to the fact that shifted
projections are scattered on a two-dimensional manifold rather than a curve. Thus,
the order of the projection angles cannot be recovered from the two non-trivial lead-
ing eigenvectors ¢, ¢3 of L. This is demonstrated in Figure where we graph the
angles ¢ in against ¢;) in (5.19).

A common method to deal with shifts in the data, is to shift it so that its center of
mass (CM) is located in the center of the projection vector [15]. Figure[7a]shows the high
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(a) Image reconstruction (b) Estimated ordered angles

Figure 6: Reconstruction by directly applying Algorithm (1| to the shifted projections.

quality reconstruction obtained by applying Algorithm [I] after centering according to
their CMs. In Figure we graph the angles ¢;) in against ¢(;) in , showing
that after centering the projections Algorithm [1] succeeds in retrieving the ordering of
the projection angles (the jump discontinuity observed in the graph is attributed to the
fact that the order of the angles can only be retrieved up to a cyclic permutation, as
explained in Remark .

We now demonstrate the performance of our proposed method with noisy projec-
tions, where we measure the amount of noise in the projections by the signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) measured in decibels, defined here as

SNRdb =10 loglo (V%(j()) s (520)
where 02 is the variance of the white noise, and Var(X) is the sample variance of the
data set. It was observed in [9] that Algorithm (1| performs well for SNRg, > 10.6 and
undergoes an abrupt phase transition for SNRg, < 10.5, performing poorly and fail-
ing to retrieve the order of the projections. It was reasoned that this threshold effect
is caused by the noise thickening the curve C' of the Radon projections, making the
graph Laplacian treat the data as a surface instead of a curve. However, by denois-
ing the projections before applying Algorithm [I] using a wavelet based low-pass filter,
the 10.5dB threshold in [9] was pushed down to 2dB. The latter threshold was pushed
further to —5dB in [30], that proposed applying several advanced preliminary denoising
methods to the projections, before using Algorithm

To have a point of reference, we repeated the procedure described in [9] with noisy
shifted projections after centering them using their CMs, as described above. The
resulting reconstructions for several SNR levels are shown in Figures [TbH{7dl We see
that after centering Algorithm [I] performs reasonably well for SNRqp > 4, although with
some features of the reconstructed phantom visibly distorted already at SNR4g = 10.
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(d) 3dB

(e) Clean (f) 10dB (g) 4dB (h) 3dB

Figure 7: Shepp-Logan phantom reconstructed from 256 shifted random projections at
various levels of noise, ordered by using Algorithm [1| after centering each projection
based on its center of mass.

To deal with noise in our simulations, we employed instead a method known as
class-averaging [31] (that provides superior results), as follows. After we aligned the
projections by Algorithm [3| we generated a new data set Xca where each projection z;
was replaced with the average of its 32 aligned nearest neighbors in N; (including x;
itself). The idea is that after alignment the majority of the neighbors z; € N are
approximately equal to x;, and thus, the random white noise having a zero mean gets
averaged out by averaging all the neighbors, producing a denoised version of ;. We then
used the data set Xca as an input to Algorithm [1I] to estimate the angles @1, ..., ¢n,
and assigned to each z; € X the angle ¢;. We then ordered the projections x; € X
according to their assigned angles ¢;. Finally, we reconstructed the image from the
sorted aligned projections x; € X, assuming that their projection angles are equally
spaced in [0, 27) (see [9] for a detailed justification).

To demonstrate our method with denoising by class-averaging, we added various
amounts of additive Gaussian white noise to the data set of N = 1024 projections gen-
erated in the previous section. The reconstructed images corresponding to SNRs 30dB,
10dB, 2dB, —3dB, and —4dB are shown in Figure [l In particular, we see that even
in the presence of shifts, our method manages to go well beyond the 2dB threshold
reported in [9], obtaining good reconstructions up to SNRqg = —3. At SNRgp = —4
the performance deteriorates, 2dB lower than the performance reported in [30] without
shifts. After a proper adaptation to account for shifts, the denoising methods used
in [30] can also be combined into to our algorithm as a preproccesing step, which we
expect to significantly improve our results as well. We leave that for future work.

The effect of class-averaging on the performance of the method is illustrated in Fig-
ure . The right column depicts a randomly chosen projection x; = P, (t1,...,tn) € X
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Figure 8: Right column: a randomly chosen projection P, with additive white noise at
various noise levels (blue), and its denoising by class-averaging (32 nearest neighbors)
at each noise level (red). Left column: denoised projections from the right column
(red), superimposed on the clean projection (blue).
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at the various levels of noise (blue line), and its denoising (red line). The denoised
projection was obtained by averaging x with its 32 nearest neighbors, determined by
Algorithm [2 The left column shows the denoised projection in each row superimposed
on the clean projection. We see that the denoised projection gives a good approxi-
mation to the clean projection even at SNRy, = —4, where the method breaks down.
This abrupt break down is attributed to the threshold effect observed in [9] (discussed
above), when applying Algorithm [1] to the (aligned) projections. We illustrate this
phenomenon in Figure [5, where for each SNR value we graph the angles ¢ of
against the angles o) of . Note that some of the graphs admit a jump disconti-
nuity, and that the slope of each graph is either +1 or —1. This is just a manifestation
of the degrees of freedom inherent to the problem, as we described in Remark [3 We
see that the ordering of the projections deteriorates as the noise level grows, breaking
down at SNRy, = —4.

Lastly, we wish to demonstrate the advantages of using the equivariant embed-
ding for pairwise alignment of projections, over directly aligning pairs of projec-
tions. For this, we repeated the simulations described above with SNR values of 10dB,
2dB, —3dB, and —4dB, but with the pairwise alignment method (that em-
ploys ) replaced by that directly aligns the projections. Figure @ depicts
the resulting reconstructed Shepp-Logan phantoms, showing that at moderate SNR lev-
els the reconstructions are of similar quality to those in the previous simulations, but
at lower SNRs alignment using the equivariant embedding performs better (compare
with Figure 4). Furthermore, using the alignment method in Step 3 involves
directly shifting the projections, where the complexity of a shift is of the order of the
projections’ dimension, which is 512. On the other hand, alignment using re-
quires applying the action of S' to the embedded projections @gf? (7,7), which in our
simulation have dimension 20. Using that the IURs of S! are the Fourier modes ™%
together with Proposition , and in particular , implies that the action of an el-
ement e? € S! on the embedding CI)((;Z) (i, ) of each projection x; can be computed by
multiplying the embedding by a 20 x 20 diagonal matrix U with Fourier modes on the
diagonal. The complexity of this operation is of the order of the dimension of @gﬁ) (2, )
(since U is diagonal), which is a huge improvement over directly shifting the projections.

6 Summary and future work

In this work, we generalized the diffusion maps embedding for data sets closed
under the action of a compact matrix Lie group. We derived an equivariant embedding,
and showed that the Euclidean distance between embedded points equals the distance
between the probability densities of a pair of random walks over the orbits generated
by the action of the group on the data set. Next, we derived an invariant embedding,
and showed that the distance between a pair of embedded points equals the distance
between the probability densities of displacements of pairs of random walks that depart
from the points. We then demonstrated the utility of our framework for the problem
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(a) 10dB (b) 2dB (c) -3dB o () 4B

Figure 9: Shepp-Logan phantom reconstructed from 256 random shifted projections at
various levels of noise, centered by directly aligning the nearest neighbors N; to the
projection z; in Step 3 of our method.

of reconstructing a 2D image from its noisy random 1D Radon transform projections,
each shifted by a random shift.

As for future work, a natural direction is to apply G-invariant diffusion maps for clus-
tering, dimensionality reduction, and alignment of data sets of images, points clouds,
and volumes. Of particular interest, is the problem of class-averaging in cryoEM [31],
which can be seen as a 2D analog of the random tomography problem addressed in Sec-
tion
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A Compact matrix Lie groups

A.1 Matrix Lie groups and actions

In this section and the next, we review some background on compact matrix Lie
groups and harmonic analysis on them. For a thorough introduction to the subject we
refer the reader to [5].

Definition 16. A matrix Lie group is a smooth manifold GG, whose points form a group
of matrices.

For example, consider the special unitary group of order 2

—w

SU(2):{( . ;’) czweC, |22+ wf=1 } (A1)
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which consists of all 2 x 2 unitary matrices with determinant 1. Writing z = x1 + ix»
and w = x3 + 1x4 we have that

1 = det <_Zw ;U) = |2> + |w|* = 2} + 25 + 25 + 2. (A.2)

Furthermore, it is readily verified that each z,w € C for which holds defines a
unique element in SU(2). Hence, we conclude that SU(2) is diffeomorphic to the three-
dimensional unit sphere S3. Other important examples for matrix Lie groups include
the group of three-dimensional rotation matrices SO(3), and the n-dimensional torus
T™, which is just the group of diagonal n x n unitary matrices.

Definition 17. The action of a group G of n X n matrices on a subset Z C C" is a
map -’ : G X Z — Z, defined for each A € G and z € Z by matrix multiplication on
the left A - x.

We say that the set Z is closed under the action of G or simply that Z is G-invariant,
if for every A € GG it holds that A-x € Z. We will assume that the data set Z was
sampled from a G-invariant compact manifold M C C". In other words, we assume
that A-x € M for all xt € M and A € G. We assume that G is compact as well.

The tools we develop in this work employ Fourier series expansions over Lie groups.
The expansion coefficients are obtained by integration with respect to the Haar measure,
which we now define.

Definition 18. The Haar measure over a Lie group G is the unique finite valued,
non-negative function 7(-) over all (Borel) subsets S C G, such that

n(A-S)=n(S) forall Ae€a, (A.3)

and
n(G) = 1. (A.4)

If the group G is compact (as we assume throughout this work), then we also have right
invariance (see [§])

n(S-A)=n(S) forall Ae€aG, (A.5)
and furthermore, that (see [§])

n(S*) =n(S), SCGaG, (A.6)

where S* = {A* : A€ S}.
As an example for a Haar integral, consider again the group SU(2) in (A.1). Any
element A € SU(2) can be written using Euler angles as

COS éei(a+7)/2 Sin ﬁei(a_"/)/2 )

A, 8,7) = (’L sin Ee—i(a—v)/2 cos ge—i(a-&-v)/Q (A7)
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where o € [0,27), € [0,7) and v € [—27,27). Using (A.7), the Haar integral of a
function f: SU(2) — C can be computed by (see [7])

| ogmope |
/SU@)f(A)dU(A) = 167r2/0 /0 /27r f(A(a, B,7)) sin fdadBdry. (A.8)

We observe that in this case, the volume element induced by the Haar measure is given
in Euler angles parametrization by sin SdadfSdy.

A.2 Harmonic analysis over matrix Lie groups

In this section, we give a brief introduction to Fourier series expansions of group
valued functions, which arise as a consequence of the celebrated Peter-Weyl theorem [5].
The expansion of a function f : G — C is obtained in terms of the elements of certain
matrix valued functions, known as the irreducible unitary representations of G, which
we now define.

Definition 19. An n-dimensional unitary representation of a Lie group G is matrix-
valued function U(+) from G into the group U(n) of n X n unitary matrices, such that

U(A-B)=U(A)-U(B), A BeG, (A.9)

and
Ul) = I, (A.10)

where I € G and I,, € U(n) are the identity elements of G and U(n), respectively. The

homomorphism property (A.9) together with (A.10)) imply that the set {U(A)} ¢ is
also a matrix Lie group. Furthermore, by (A.9) and (A.10) we have that

I, = U(AA*) = U(A) - U(A), (A.11)

which implies that
UA) = (U(A)", Aed. (A.12)

In other words, the matrix U(A*) is the inverse element of U(A).

Definition 20. A group representation U(-) is called reducible, if there exists a unitary
matrix P, such that PU(A)P~! is block diagonal for all A € G. An irreducible unitary
representation (abbreviated IUR) is a representation that is not reducible.

By the Peter-Weyl theorem [5], there exists a countable family {U®} of finite dimen-
sional IURs of G, such that the collection {UZOJ‘()} of all the elements of all these IURs
forms an orthogonal basis for L?(G). This implies that any smooth function f : G — C
can be expanded in a series of the elements of the IURs of G. For example, the IURs of
SU(2) in are given by a sequence of matrices {U‘}, £ =0,1/2,1,3/2,..., where
Uf(A) is a (20 + 1) x (2 + 1) dimensional matrix for each A € G (see e.g. [7]). In
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particular, the matrix-valued function in (A.7)) is the IUR of SU(2) that corresponds
to 0 =1/2.
In general, the series expansion of a function f : G — C is given by

f(A) = Z dy - trace <f€ : UZ(A)> ) (A.13)

lelg

where Z¢g is a countable set that enumerates the IURs of G, dy is the dimension of
the ¢-th IUR, and f* is the d; x d; matrix given by

7= /G (AT (Aydn(A), (A14)

for each ¢ € Z. Note, that the elements of the conjugate of the IUR U*(A) in (A.14])
is defined simply by taking the conjugate of each element of U‘(A). Importantly, we
have Schur’s orthogonality relation (see [7])

/ Uf;m(A)Ufl,n,(A)dn(A) = de_l . 5€€’6mm’5nn’a (A15)
G

where d,, is Kronecker’s delta.

B Proof of Lemma [3

By assumption, there exists B € G such that z; = B - x;. First, we show that

Wi =UB)- W, k=1,...,N, (B.1)

i j
where Wf}c is defined in (2.12). Indeed, by using (2.5)), we have
W= [ Wit AT () = [ e A= T
G G
— / el =BAI/TTE A) dn(A).
G
Making the change of variables C' = BA, we get

/6_xj_BA'xk”2/eU£(A)dT](A> — / 6_“%_0kuIQ/EUé(B*C)dU(B*C)
G G

:UZ(B*)/GQHIJ‘C'Ik”Q/eUé(C’)dn(B*C) (B.2)

_ TN /G el =Crn G i (C) (B.3)

= UY(B*) - WY, (B.4)

J
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where we used the homomorphism property (A.9) in passing to (B.2), and the trans-
lation invariance property (A.3)) of the Haar measure in passing to (B.3)). Next, we
observe that for all i € [N], we have

N
Wy = = ZW}% - ef(v) = Nel(v) <= UYB") Z et (v) = Ae'(v)

— Z e (v) = U(B)Ae' (v), (B.5)

where we used ([A.12) in passing to (B.5)), and thus, using that A > 0, we get that

Ae? (v Z " (v) = NUY(B) - '(v) <= €(v) = U(B) - e'(v). (B.6)

C Proofs of results from Section 3|

C.1 Proof of Theorem

First, let us express (3.13)) in terms of the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of P, of .
We begin by diagonalizing the operator S,, : H — H defined by

Sop LS} (i, A) = Z/GS((’%A%(J} B))f;(B)dn(B), fe€H, (C.1)
where
\/D_ii VVZ](A7B)

S((i,A), (4, B)) = P((i,A), (5, B)) = (C.2)

vV Dij vDiin/Dj;’
where P is defined in (3.1)) and W;; is defined in . By (C.2] - and . the func-
tion S((i, A)(j, B)) is symmetrlc and thus, the operator S,, is also symmetric. Now,
consider the matrix S©@ = (D®)~121O(D®)~1/2 related to the matrix K@ in (2.16)
by

SO =1 — (DO (DOY-1/2, (C.3)
where D and W® were defined in (2.13)) and (2.15), respectively. By (C.3) we have
that K = I — (DO)=1/25O(DW)Y2 " and so, if Oy, is an elgenvector of K that
corresponds to the eigenvalue A, ¢ (see Theorem ' then (3.5)) implies that

Mg Ope =K 5,,= (I~ (DD)"250 (DO )1/2)-17%[ —

(D ) 1/25 ( )1/2 ~n,g = )\mg . f)n,g < S(E)((D(Z))lﬂfln,g) = )\n,g . (D(K))l/Qf)n,g.
(C.4)

Thus, we see that @, is an eigenvector of K if and only if (D¥)!/27 is an eigenvector
of S
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As we explained in Section the eigenfunctions {(I> tomn ) i (3.6)) of Py, from (3.1)) are

identical to those of L in (2.8), which can be computed by using the eigenvectors vff 2 =

e of K via (2.17). By (3.6) and (2.17), the eigenfunctions of P,, can be expressed

as
o) = \/d; - UL, (4) - e (u7)). (C.5)

We further denote the eigenvectors of S from ( - C.3) by { } and by (C.4] - we obtain

that

The following result relates the eigendecomposition of S,p in (C.1)) with that of P,,.

Lemma 21. The functions L : [N] x G — C defined by

Lm.mn

o) (i, A) = \/d, - UL, (A) - (0)), (C.7)

fort e Zg, me{l,...,ds}, and n € [N], are eigenfunctions of S,, which are complete
i H, and are orthonormal with respect to the inner product

= [ 5th0)- GO )

Furthermore, each eigenfunction CIDSB,W corresponds to the eigenvalue A, ¢ of Py, from (3.1)),
and it is related to the eigenfunction @éﬁzm in (3.6) (of P,,) by

o)  — pl2gpw

£m,n Lm,n>

(C.9)
where D is defined in (2.6)).
Proof. By (2.14), (2.15) and (C.6)), for all j,n € [N] we have that

¢ (vy) = € (D) /20l)) = \/Dj; - € (v])). (C.10)

Combining the latter with (C.5), (C.7)) and (2.4]), we obtain (C.9)). Hence, by (C.1J),

(C.2) and (C.7)) we have that

S, {d)emn ZA Z/ \/L“’j/B_”\/_ UL, (A) - e (o) dn(B), (C.11)

— /i Z / WD)y U (A - e Din(B) (€12

= /Ds P{cl>§mn} — /Dis - Mg - P (1,4)  (C.13)
= Ay - B (i, A), (C.14)
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where in (C.12) we used ((C.10)), then in (C.13) we used (C.5), and in (C.14) we
used 1} and (2.4). The completeness of the eigenfunctions in (C.7)) follows by com-

bining (3.6)) and (| - ) with the completeness of the functions {(i)g’m’n} of (2.17)) in H,

which is implied by Theoreml Finally, to see that {(I)Z Qn n} are orthonormal, observe
that by (C.7 - we have

(s @) = Vo e Z / UL (A) - (o)) - UL, (A) e (o ) A)

VT Y ( [ )" Ul () ) o)

N
- s 1 —_—
=\ dz . dg/ . Z(ej (Ug}))T . d_g . 5gg15mmlfg><g - el (Un/j/) (Cl5)
— 5o By < ) M> — 540 O (C.16)

where in passing to (C.15)) we used (A.15)), and in passing to (C.16|) we used (2.14)),

and that {vff%} are orthonormal eigenvectors of the symmetric matrices S in (C.3).
Now, consider the operator S}, : H — H defined similarly to (3.8)) and (3.9) by

{55 Z [ S ALG B EnB), sen e

where for each (i, A), (j, B) € [N] x G we define S,, = S, (see (C.I)), and

St((i, A), Z/st Y((i, A), (k,C)) - S((k,C), (j, B))dn(C), t=2,3,...

(C.18)
Applying Mercer’s theorem to Sﬁp in conjunction with Lemma , we obtain that

St((i, A), =y ZZAZ@MN )- @) (5. B), (C.19)

LeTq m=1 n=1

for all (i, A), (j, B) € [N] x G. By induction on ¢ € N, combined with (C.2)) and (C.19),
we obtain for all t € N that

VD
Vv Djj

S'((i,A), (j, B)) =

P'((i, A), (4, B)), (i,A),(j,B) € [N] x G. (C.20)
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Therefore, by using (C.19), (C.20) and (2.4)), we can write P} 4(k, C) from (3.11) as

(s
0= P, o) = 3525 (Ml ) TR

Lela m=1 n=1

—ZZZ/V { e zsﬁm}('A) {Dl/2 oy }(k: C).  (C.21)

LeETq m=1 n=1

By (C.9), each function D~/ QqDEi)n’n = q)épr)n is an eigenfunction of P,,, that corre-
sponds to the eigenvalue A, . By using (C. 211 , it is straightforward to verify that for

each ¢ € N it is also an eigenfunction of P!, that corresponds to the eigenvalue A, ,. [

Now, to write D,; from in terms of the functions {@Zmn} we employ the
following observation. We may view as the expansion of Pt 4 in terms of the
functions {D/? . @fgm
defined by

}, which are orthogonal with respect to the inner product on H

(s D)o = Z/fkc RO, (C.22)

and with expansion coefficients given by {D~'/2 (IDE,Sm nt(i, A) = z . ) (i, A) for all £,m
and n. Thus, by Parseval’s identity, we obtain that D, .((i, A), (7, B)) from (3.12)) is
given by

d¢e N 9 2
HZDZ’{A_PJiBHH,dn/D: <Z ZZ)\ ‘(I)émn i A) (I) ) (-77B) ) ’ <C23)

LeZlg m=1 n=1

as claimed.

C.2 Proof of Proposition

First, by (2.17)) and (3.6)), the elements of (3.14]) that correspond to fixed values of ¢
and n are given by the dy,-dimensional vector

(b(p)
4,1,n '
| =V T €00, (C.24)
0
Hence, we may write (3.14)) as
(i, A) = (M, v/dr - TT(A) - (7)) (C.25)
’ n= IKEZG



where we perceive (IDIEP ) (7, A) as an infinite dimensional vector, obtained by concatenating
all the dy-dimensional vectors in ((C.24)). Next, by Lemma (3| and (A.10]), we have that

<I>(p (5,1 —( ne\/d_é U (I) n,e)>N = ( né\/@ Ut(B) ”2)>

n=1/0€Zq

N

n=1,eTs
(C.26)
Furthermore, since each block U(B) on the diagonal of U(B) is irreducible, then so

is U(B), which implies that the function U(-) defined by B — U(B) is an IUR of G.

D Proofs for Section 4

D.1 Proof of proposition

We first require the following result.

Lemma 22. Suppose that x; = B - x; for some B € G. Then, we have that

(j, 4) = @ (i, AB). (D.1)
In particular, if A =1, then we get that @Ep)(j, I) = P (i, B).
Proof. Suppose that z; = Bz;. Then, by Lemma (3| and (A.12]) we have

(0G.)),,, =XV (00" Ul (4) = X, VA (DT 00)) - Ul (A7)

£m,n
= N, g (€ (B0)) " U (BY) - U, (AY)
= X Ve (€ (00.0)" UL, (B A7) = (276, AB))

£m,n

Next, we observe that by (3.15)) and (C.25)), for any A, B € G we have that

N . . 2
1P = Plslly = Do DN - de [T (@) — T (B) )| - (D:2)

LeETG n=1

By using that U*(A) is unitary for all A € G, and by the homomorphism property (A.9)),
equation (D.2)) implies that

|Pia—P;

J}B”H,dn/D (D.3)

= Hpitl PtA*

"H ,dn/D’

and since the map B — A*B is a homeomorphism from G onto itself, we get that

t
—mln”P”

A,BeG Pij H7—l,d77/D QeG PJ',Q ”H,dn/D : (D~4)
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Therefore, by (4.1)), (3.15)), Lemma 22} (D.4)), and (D.2) we have that

M (kyr) = min || Py = Pl 4ym

2 2
= min | (k, 1) - 2" (r, Q) , = min |G, 4) - 2" (. @B,
N
- 2
o 2t g 7 i _IJ¢ (5
= min SN N de- |U(A)E (B0) — UN(QB)E (ihn,0) »
eI n=1
N . - . 2
= min SN N di- ||€(Bne) — U(A*QB)E (i) » (D.5)
e n=1
N , , 2
= min SN TN i |l (Bne) — UAQ)E (D) » (D.6)
ZGIG n=1
: t t[|2 9 4. .
= Qelél H‘Pi,[ - 'PijHH,dn/D = Mp,t(laj)u (D7)

where in passing to (D.5) we used the fact that the 2-norm is invariant to unitary
transformations, and in passing to we used the fact that the map @ — A*QB is
a homeomorphism of GG onto itself.

D.2 Proof of Proposition

We begin with the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 23. For any Q € G, k € [N], and t € N we have that

Proof. By (2.10), (3.2)), (3.9) and (3.11f), for ¢ = 1 we have that

PZ%Q(]{:, C) = PY(i,Q), (k,0)) = P((1,Q), (k,C)) = Wi (Q,C) _ Wi (I1,Q*C)

D;; D;;
= P((ia [)7 (ka Q*C)) = Pi,f(k? Q*C) = Pil,I(ka Q*C) (D.Q)
For t = 2,3, ..., the proof follows from (3.9)) by induction on ¢. O

Now, suppose that z; = @ - x; for some ) € G. Then, by (2.5)), (3.2), and (3.9)), we
have that

Pj;(k,C) = Plo(k,C), (k,C)€[N]xG. (D.10)
Hence, by (D.10)), Lemma 23] and (4.§), for any ¢ € N we get that
Pjt,l(k’ C) = Pzt,Q(k’ C) = Pzt,I(k7Q*O) = {Q © ]th,l} (k’,C), (kac) S [N] X Ga (Dll)

as claimed.
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D.3 Proof of Proposition
By (4.14), (4.9), and Lemma [11] for all &k, € [N] and R € G we have that

{ i1 *a 31} (k,r, R) = /C;ﬁ,l(ka(j)'}j]'t,I(T’OR)dn(C)
=[}ﬁam0»3@w¢%mm0> (D.12)

- [ PLh @) Py @ CRN©), (D3

where we used that z; = @ - x; in passing to ( m Applying the change of vari-
ables C' = Q*C, we obtain that

{Pir*c Pj} (k,r,R) = /G P!y(k,C) - P(r, CR)d(QC) (D.14)
= | P, C)- Pt CRINE) (D.15)
= {P/;*¢ P;} (k,r, R), (D.16)

where we used the translation-invariance property of the Haar measure (A.3)) in passing

o (D.19).

D.4 Proof of Theorem [14

For the first assertion, by (4.13)) and (3.10)), we have that the left hand side of (4.17))
equals

/U% )% Ply(r. )} (R)dn(R) =

Z/(/%*CPMMmmwﬂmmz

kor=1

Z /G Py (k,C)- (Z /G Py (r, CR)dr;(R)) dn(C). (D.17)

Then, by using the change of variables R = CR combined with the translation invari-
ance property (A.3 m we obtain that (D.17)) equals

Z/%w0<2/ IR@mﬂmm—
Z/ﬁﬁﬁw@:L%WQME»M®=ZLﬁMﬁm@bL

(D.18)
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Furthermore, by (4.14)), , and the fact that P'((i, A), (4, B)) from (3.9) is non-

negative, we have that P} x; P/; > 0.
For the second assertion, we begin with a technical result. Let ‘®’ denote the
Kronecker product defined for any f,g € H by

{f®g}((i,A),(,B)) = f(i,A)-9(j,B), (i,A4),(j,B) € [N] xG. (D.19)
Lemma 24. For fixed k and r, and all A, B € G we have that
(Pt < Pt} a08) ={ [ oo Plean©)} (08, 020

where the expression on the right hand side of (D.20)) is the function in H X H defined
by

{ [ P Pf,cdn(C)} (kAR B) 2 [ PlolhA) - Pletr Ban(C). (D21

Furthermore, denoting

Ep (i, §) = || Py % Ply = Py v P;,I||L2([N]2xc),dn/D®D ) (D.22)
we have that
) 2
Ey(i,j) = Ptc ® Ptcdn(C) / Ptc ® Ptcdn(C) , (D.23)
(H,dn/D)x(H,dn/D)

where (H,dn/D) is the Hilbert space of square integrable functions over [N] x G with
inner product given by (C.22)).

Proof. First, by Lemma [11] for any (k, A), (r, B) € [N] x G, we have that
| Ploth.A)- Pletr Byin(©) = [ PLy(k.C)- PllnC"B)NC) (D24
G
= [ Pk Q) P QA BIANAQ)  (D25)

- [ @) Py @aman@ (D29
= [Pl (k)% Py, )} (AB), (D.27)

where in passing to (D.25)) we used the change of variables Q = C*A, then in passing
o (ID.26)) we used the left-invariance property (A.3) of the Haar measure 7 combined

with (A.6), and finally, we used (4.14)) in passing to (D.27)).
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Next, by (D.19) and (D.27]), we get that

2

/ Pl @ Plody(C) — / Plo® Plody(C)

HXH
—kzl [ (] Piete - pictr o)~ [ Pies, ) Piotr Byaney ) A2 A
2 d dn(A
_k;l// {Pztl *Pztl )}(A* {P]tl )*P]tl( )}(A* )) Z)(f) Zgn)
(D.28)

Then, using the change of variables R = A*B, the last expression in (D.28)) becomes

2 dn(AR) dn(A)

S | QR Py (B = (Pl Platro} (R)* 15

] i Dij
(D.29)
2 dn(R) dn(A
=30 [ B Pl () [P0 Pt} () AN
k,r=1 K
(D.30)
2 dn(R
=3 [ (R P} () {PLy )« Pyt () 2 gy
kr=1 w2
= ”Pztl *a Pit,l B P;J *a Pjt,lHL?([NPxG),dyy/D@D - Epvt(i’j% (D'32)

where we used the translation-invariance property (A.3|) of the Haar measure in passing
o (D.30), and in passing to (D.31) we used (A.4) coupled with the fact that the
integrand in ([D.30]) is independent of the integration variable A. ]

Now, let us write the function in (D.21)), appearing in the quantlty pe in ([D.23]) in
terms of the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the operator P, in . 'To that end,

first consider the function

{ | ste @Sfcdmc)}((zc,A),(r,B))é | Stel)-siclrBanc), (D3

where

SEa(k,C) = S'((i, A), (k. C)), (k,C)e[N]xG, (D.34)
and S* was defined in (C.18) via (C.2). Note that the function Sj is related to P,

through :I) . and -

By (C.2)), it follows by induction over ¢ that

Stc(k A) St((ia C)v (k7A>> = St<<k7A)v (Z70)) = SZ,A(LO)? <D35)
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for all (i,C), (k, A) € [N] x G. Therefore, by (D.33)), (D.34)), (D.35), and (C.19), for
all (k, A), (r, B) € [N] x G we have that

{ | st stedn >} (5,4, (r.B) = [ SLckA)- Stolr Bn(C)
- / S'((i,C). (k. A) - §'((i. C). (. B)) = /G S'((k, 4), (i, C)) - $((i,C). (r, B))

/G 3 Z Z NooAy @k 4)- 00 (0,008, (6,C)- 0%, (r, B)dn(C)

ZZ’GIGmm’ 1n,n'=1

P Z Z N A @ (ks A) - 4 (r, B >/;Déle,n(w)-@éilnf,n/u,c)dn(c)-

Ll €T mm/'=1nn'=1

(D.36)
Now, by (A.15), we have that
(/ (Ufn,~(0))T Uf;,7.<0)d77(0)) - dzl ’ 5“'6mm’jde><de’ tels. (D'37)
G

Hence, by using (C.7) and (D.37)), the following expression, that appears in (D.36)),

evaluates as

[ B0 l0.€) - 800, Chtn(C)
Vo [ (To 0ol - U (00 012, )n(©)
G
/ THONRY T 77 ir (s
= dg . dg/ (6 (Ug%)) (/G (Uﬁ%<0)) U’f’L/,(O>dn(C)) e (Ui/?él)
1 i s * i s i s * i s
=1/ d@ . d@/d— . (eZ(Um%)) e (Ui,?g,)&ﬁl(smm/ = <€ (,Ufl%)> € (Ug,?e/)éggl(smm/. <D38)
¢
Plugging (D.38)) back into (D.36)), and using (D.19) we obtain that
{[ st ®5tcdn(0)} ((k, A), (r. B))

CS TS el () O B) - (€0D) € (01000 Grms

ZE’EIGmm’ 1n,n'=1

. dg -
= Z N (F@ED) @@ D0, (k, A) - @f), (1 B)
ZGIGnn =1 m=1
dy N
> Z MM (€05D) ) S {0l @ (00),.) H (k, A)r B)).
leZlg non/=1 m=1

(D.39)
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On the other hand, by (D.19), (3.11)), (C.20)), and (D.34]) we get that

{ IR Ptcdmc)} (6, A). (. B) = [ Plolh.A) - Ple(r B)an(C) -
G G
- / PY((i.C). (k. A)) - P((i, C). (. B))dn(C)

\/D_kkm/st ,A)) - SY((4,0), (r, B))dn(C)
:@ {/GS ®stcdn<0>}<<k,A>,(nB>>- (D-40)

Next, by using (D.39) together with (C.10)), the expression in (D.40) evaluates as

%{/ Ste ®Stcdn(0)} ((k, A), (r, B))

\/WHZZA;M%(Z» )e

leZlg nn/=1

M&

~ {0 (2,,) kA B)

3
=1

~

DY Y A N (€00) €' {@é,i;,n@(@éf;,n,)*}«k,mw,m)

leTq non/=1 =1

=3 Z MM (€08)) ) Z_{Dl%gsmn (D120, )"} (K, 4), (. B),
o _ (D.41)

where in the last equality we used that by (D.19) and (2.4]), we have
{p2el) @ (D”z@f;n) b (k. 4), (r, B) = { D20, } (b, 4) - { D20f), | (r, B)

=v/ Dy ),/ (k, A) /Dy, - ) (r, B) (D.42)
=Dy ﬁ{@fmn (@) } (k4. BY).

Thus, by (D.40), and (D.41)) we have that

/PtC®Ptcd77 Z Z AL, /£< ) (p) ZD1/2(I)( (Dl/zq)éy)nny.

lelg non/=1
(D.43)
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Plugging (D.43)) into (D.23)), we get that

B = |3 Z oM (€00)) @) ZDW@M” (p*20),.) -
ZGIGnn’ 1
d 2
DI L (F02)) @) S D), @ (Da),, .
(T n/=1 m=1 (H,dn/D)x(H,dn/D)
(D.44)
Next, denoting
af) =N (@) @) = () @)
and using (D.44)) and (D.22), gives us that
t t t 2 (s
HPZ‘I*GPU_PJ'I*G IHL2(N]2><G)dn/D®D Ep,t(za.]) (D.45)
_H Z Z aénn’ ZDl/QqD( ) m,n ® <D1/2(I)§731n> ||%’H7d7}/D)x(’H7dU/D)
lelg nn/=1 m=1
N
=2 > deladu
ZEZGnn’zl
* . * 2
S () é@h) - (fei) @ wh)
ZEZGnn’—l
, . 2
CY S e () — (0. )|
leELq nn/=1
@y gl — 52
~ w6 - v o)|, = B, (D.46)

where the third equality stems from the fact that since the functions {(ID§ T)n n 3 }

lm,n’

are orthonormal in H x A, then the functions D/ 2@2?”,n ® <D1/ 2g(%)

lm,n’

mal in (H,dn/D) x (H,dn/D), and the last equality is due to (4.4)).

are orthonor-

D.5 Proof of Proposition
We begin by proving the following result.

Lemma 25. Let pi and v be a pair of Borel measures over G given by

= [ . v = [ g, mee ()
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where 1 is the Haar measure, and f and g are non-negative functiomﬂ over G such
that u(G),v(G) < oco. Let H C G be a Borel-measurable subset, and consider the
subset Hy C G x G defined by

H,={(A,B)eGxG: A*Be H}. (D.48)

Then, we have that
(ne v} () = [ F9(Clan(C) (.49
where p @ v is the product measure over G X G defined by
{p®@v}(Hy x Hy) = pu(Hy) -v(Hy), Hy,Hy€QG. (D.50)

Proof. Let us denote by 1y, (A, B) the indicator function of Hy over the space G x G.
Then, we have that

ok = [ B = [ ([ 104 5)(5) ) dula

:/V{BEGZ A*BeH}du(A)z/V(A'H)dM(A)
a G

:/G(/A.Hg(B)dn(B)) du(A). (D51)

Applying the change of variables C' = A*B, and using the translation-invariance prop-
erty (A.3) of 7, we obtain that

{nev(Hy) = /(/ (AC)dn(C)) /(/ f(A)g(AC)dn(C )) dn(A)
/(/f g(AC)dn(A )) dn(C):/Hf*g(C)dn(O). (D.52)

]

Now, since X ; and Xy, are i.i.d with probability distributions given by P; ; from (3.11]),
we get by using (D.48]) that

P(H) = [ Py {0, A) - PLy (e, B)n(A)dn(B)
{(A,B)eGxG: A*BeH}
_ /H PLy(k, A) - PLy(r. B)dn(A)dn(B). (D.53)

Now, let us define the pair of measures over G

u(S) = /S Ply(k, A)dn(A),  v(S) = /S Pl B)dn(B), SCG.  (D54)

L

!The function f is known as the Radon-Nikodym derivative d— of p with respect to 7.
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Then, continuing from (D.53)) and using Lemma [25] together with (4.13)), we obtain that

P(Hir) = [ du(Adv(B) = [ L, (A BYAu(A)iv(B) = 9 v(H,)

= [ Ptk P} (Ryan(R)

= / {Pl;*¢ Py} (k.r, R)dn(R), (D.55)
H
as claimed.
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