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Abstract: We prove that kernel density estimation on symmetric spaces of
non-compact type, whose L2-risk was bounded above in previous work Asta
(2021), in fact achieves a minimax rate of convergence. With this result, the
story for kernel density estimation on all symmetric spaces is completed.
The idea in adapting the proof for Euclidean space is to suitably abstract
vector space operations on Euclidean space to both actions of symmetric
groups and reparametrizations of Helgason-Fourier transforms and to use
the fact that the exponential map for symmetric spaces of non-compact
type defines a diffeomorphism.

1. Introduction

Data, while often expressed as collections of real numbers, are often more nat-
urally regarded as points in symmetric spaces, spaces that intuitively look the
same from the vantage of any given point and include Euclidean space, spheres
of various dimensions, the non-compact hyperboloid of constant negative cur-
vature H2, and the space of symmetric (3 × 3) positive definite matrices (eg.
(Rahman et al., 2005; Krioukov et al., 2010; Asta and Shalizi, 2015)). The lit-
erature offers some variants of kernel density estimation on smooth manifolds,
including symmetric spaces. All symmetric spaces X can be decomposed into
symmetric spaces of Euclidean, compact, and non-compact type in such a way
that a KDE on X can be constructed from KDEs on the three types. Symmet-
ric spaces of the first two types admit KDEs with minimax convergence rates
for L2-risk given in terms of Sobolev constraints based on work by others (e.g.
Pelletier (2005)). A previous paper Asta (2021) gives an upper bound on the
convergence rate for L2-risk of a KDE on symmetric spaces of the last type in
terms of an order α Sobolev constraint (for any real α > 0). This note com-
pletes the picture by showing that this upper bound is also a lower bound and
therefore a minimax rate.

Theorem 1. Consider the following data.

1. positive real number Q > 0
2. positive real α > 0
3. symmetric space X of non-compact type
4. density f on X such that ‖∆α/2f‖2 ≤ Q.
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Then there exists a constantK > 0 such that inf f̂n Ef [(f̂
n−f)2] ≥ Kn−2α/2α+dim X,

where the infimum is taken over all estimators f̂n of f based on n samples drawn
independently from f .

The strategy, similar to a strategy used to derive lower bounds in the Eu-
clidean case, is to adopt a standard and general scheme: lower bound the rate
in terms of the mesh length with respect to some finite mesh in a Sobolev ball
of densities of order α. This strategy correctly gives a well-known lower bound
for Euclidean space Rn, although it is difficult to find a proof beyond the case
n = 1 in the literature. One hurdle in the non-Euclidean setting is that our con-
structions, such as constructions of kernels with prescribed bandwidths, need
to be constructed at a sufficient level of generality. This means concretely that
formulas involving subtraction and quotients need to be generalized to actions
of symmetric groups and operations on Helgason-Fourier transforms. Another
hurdle in the non-Euclidean setting is the need to establish the existence of a
suitable mesh in the symmetric space with the desired mesh length. This means
concretely that we translate Euclidean meshes into meshes on a manifold along
the exponential map and exploit properties of such a map in the special case
where the manifold is a symmetric space of non-compact type. The immedi-
ate corollary, based on our earlier work on upper bounds, is that the KDE
f̂X1,...,Xn;h,T on symmetric spaces of non-compact type based on a bandwidth
h and a certain cutoff parameter T achieves the minimax rate.

Corollary 1. Consider the following data.

1. positive real α > 0
2. positive real number Q > 0
3. symmetric space X of non-compact type

Then Ef‖f̂X1,...,Xn;hn,Tn
− f‖2 ≍ n−2α/2α+dim X achieves the minimax rate of

convergence for an estimator of an L2-density f on X satisfying ‖∆α/2f‖2 ≤ Q
for some suitable choice of hn → 0 and Tn → ∞.

We do not go into details in this note about the kernel density estimator
f̂X1,...,Xn;h,T , instead referring the reader to our earlier work Asta (2021) for
definitions, examples, and simulations.

2. Background

2.1. Assouad’s Lemma

Fano’s Lemma is a well-worn and general tool for deducing lower bounds on
convergence rates for estimators. In fact, this method is used to establish the best
possible lower bound for deconvolution kernel density estimators on Euclidean
space as well as the negatively curved hyperboloid H2 (Huckemann et al., 2010).
However, this method relies on bounding the χ2-distance between sampling
densities. Bounding such χ2-distances in practice is easiest when working under
well-understood coordinate systems on Rn and H2. It is difficult to get control



D. M. Asta/Lower Bounds for KDE 3

over such χ2-distances in the general case. Instead, we use Assouad’s Lemma, a
variant of Fano’s Lemma, defined in terms of Hamming distances

H(u, v) =

r
∑

i=1

|ui − vi|

between bit-vectors u, v ∈ {0, 1}r and a well-defined notion of variation

‖P ∧Q‖ =

∫

min(p, q)µ.

for probability measures P,Q on a set M having Radon-Nikodym derivatives p
and q with respect to a measure µ on M .

Lemma 1 (Assouad’s Lemma, (van der Vaart, 1998, Theorem 24.3)). Consider
the following data.

1. integer r > 0
2. a family {Pθ}θ∈{0,1}r of probability measures on a common set indexed by

elements in {0, 1}r
3. a statistic ψ on probability measures in the above family, as a function of

θ ∈ {0, 1}r,
4. an estimator T of the statistic based on an observation from a model in

the family {Pθ}θ∈{0,1}r

Then maxθ 2
pEθ[d

p(T, ψ(θ))] ≥
(

minH(θ,θ′)≥1
dp(ψ(θ),ψ(θ′))

H(θ,θ′)
r
2

)

(

minH(θ,θ′)=1 ‖Pθ ∧ Pθ′‖
)

.

The application to density estimation comes from taking all the probability
measures in the lemma to describe the product probability measures based on
n independent samples. Moreover, the lemma is useful for us insofar as we
can relate the variation term ‖Pθ ∧ Pθ′‖ with integrals that look more like L2-
distances. For that reason, the following observation made for the case X = R

also applies to case of general X. Write H2(P,Q) for the square of the Hellinger
distance between probability measures P and Q on a set M , the well-defined
integral

H2(P,Q) =

∫

M

(
√
p−√

q)µ

for some choice of measure on M with respect to which P and Q have Radon-
Nikodym derivatives p and q. The following lemma is standard and not original
to this paper.

Lemma 2. Consider the following data.

1. measure space M with measure µ
2. absolutely continuous probability measures P and Q on M

Then ‖Pn ∧Qn‖ ≥ 1
2

(

1− 1
2H

2(P,Q)
)2n

.
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2.2. Symmetric Spaces

A symmetric space is a special type of smooth (Riemannian) manifold that looks
the same at every vantage point. In fact, a Riemannian manifold having no 1-
dimensional holes and forming a complete metric space is a symmetric space
exactly when its curvature is constant. We refer the reader to the previous pa-
per Asta (2021) for the relevant theory. Lie groups, manifolds with compatible
smooth invertible and associative multiplications and smooth inversion opera-
tions, are examples of symmetric spaces; examples to keep in mind are smooth
manifolds of invertible matrices closed under matrix multiplication and matrix
inversion. A general symmetric space need not form a Lie group, but symmetric
spaces are always constructed from Lie groups of their symmetries. An example
to keep in mind is the Poincaré halfplane.

Example 1. The Poincaré halfplane H2 is the 2-manifold defined as the sub-
space

H2 = {z ∈ C | Im(z) > 0},
of C equipped with the Riemannian metric given by the arc length

ds2 = (Im z)−2(d(Re z)2 + d(Im z)2).

This space can be interpreted as the information manifold of all univariate nor-
mal distributions, where the real coordinates describe the means, and the imag-
inary coordinates describe standard deviations, and the Riemannian metric is
the Fisher metric. Alternatively, this space is a natural latent space for fami-
lies of random graphs used to model real-world networks Krioukov et al. (2010).
Alternatively, this space models electrical impedances on which certain circuit
elements act as Möbius transformations (Huckemann et al., 2010).

Every symmetric space can be thus expressed as a certain quotient of a Lie
group by a Lie subgroup. Write G for a semisimple Lie group with finite center
and H for its maximal compact Lie subgroup.. Then X = G/H is a symmetric
space of noncompact type and in fact all such symmetric spaces arise in this
manner. The Lie group G is a group of isometries on X: each element g ∈ G

determines an isometry X ∼= X defined by multiplication on G.

Example 2. The space SL2 of (2× 2)-matrices with determinant 1 acts on H2

by Möbius transformations:

(

a b
c d

)

(z) =
az + b

cz + d
.

The matrices in SL2 fixing i ∈ H2 form the matrix subgroup SO2 of (2 × 2))
rotation matrices. The action of SL2 on H2 implicitly gives a well-defined bi-
jection SL2/SO2

∼= H2 sending an equivalence class of a matrix m ∈ SL2 to
m(i) ∈ H2. This bijection H2

∼= SL2/SO2 defines an isometry for a suitable
choice of bi-SO2-invariant inner product on the Lie algebra sl2 associated to
SL2 (Terras, 1985, §3.1). Thus H2 is a Riemmanian symmetric space.
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We write ρX for half of the sum of the positive root weights of G.

Example 3. For X = H2, ρX = ρH2 = 1/2.

We will write 1 for the point in the quotient X = G/H represented by the
identity element in G. The exponential map is the smooth map exp : Rdim X →
X sending each point v ∈ Rn to the point γv(1) ∈ X, where γ is the unique
geodesic [0, 1] → M such that γ(0) = 1 and whose derivative γ′(0) at 0 is v.
We will use the fact that because X is symmetric of non-compact type, the
exponential map defines a diffeomorphism

exp : Rdim X ∼= X.

that increases distances in the sense that ‖u − v‖2 is a lower bound for the
Riemannian distance between exp(u) and exp(v) for all pairs u, v ∈ Rdim X.

2.3. Helgason-Fourier Analysis

Helgason-Fourier Analysis is an analogue of Fourier Analysis for symmetric
spaces of non-compact type. The reader is referred to (Pesenson, 2008, Sec-
tion 2) for a concise summary of the theory and (Terras, 1985) for details in
the special case X = H2. Write H[f ] for the Helgason-Fourier transform of
an L2-function f : X → C. This transform H defines a linear isometry from
L2(X) to an L2-space of complex-valued functions on a certain frequency space
that depends on X. Unlike with the ordinary Fourier transform for Rn, this
frequency space is not also X but instead a product of Euclidean space with an-
other space. The exact definition of this frequency space depends on an algebraic
decomposition of G and requires too many preliminaries, and so we refer the
reader to (Pesenson, 2008, Section 2) or the previous paper Asta (2021) for its
definition. Adopting the same notation as in our previous paper Asta (2021), we
write a×B for this frequency product space, where a is a finite dimensional real
vector space and B is a certain quotient of H. We have a Plancherel Theorem,
the observation that the linear map H is in fact a linear isometry of L2-spaces:

H : L2(X) ∼= L2(a×B).

One thing to note is that the measure on a×B giving us our Plancherel Theorem,
is not at all straightforward to define, and involves a Harish-Chandra c-function
central to a great deal of Geometric Analysis. We will omit notation for the
measure on a × B and the volume measure on X when integrating functions
over them.

Example 4. Take X = H2. The factors a and B of frequency space are given
by

a = R B = SO2/Z2,

where Z2 is the discrete subset of the identity rotation and the rotation by 180
degrees. Then

H[f ](λ, [k]) =

∫

H2

f(z) Im(k(z))
1
2−λ dz,
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where [k] denotes the equivalence class in B represented by k ∈ H.

The Helgason-Fourier transform sends convolutions to products in a suitable
sense. The previous paper from the author analyzing a KDE Asta (2021) or other
work deconvolving noise Chevallier, Kalunga and Angulo (2017); Huckemann et al.
(2010) uses this property to obtain convergence rate bounds. Since the construc-
tions in this paper do not require convolutions, we do not go into the details and
refer the reader to (Pesenson, 2008, Section 2) for details. One property that
is crucial for us is the ability to use Helgason-Fourier transforms, like ordinary
Fourier transforms, to define α-order derivatives even when α is not a positive
integer. Recall that the ordinary Fourier transform F satisfies the property

F [f (α)](s) = iαF [f ](αs) (1)

for all positive integers α and functions f ∈ L2(R) having all orders of deriva-
tives up to α. We can then extend the definition of f (α) for all positive reals α
by taking (1) as a definition. Since the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆ on a Rie-
mannian manifold is a second-order differential operator, we write ∆α/2f for
our analogue of α-order derivatives. For each f ∈ L2(X), define ∆α/2f ∈ L2(X)
by

H[∆α/2f ](λ, b) = (ρ2
X
− λ2)α/2H[f ](λ, b),

The order α Sobolev ball Fα(Q) of radius Q in L2(X) can then be defined as

Fα(Q) = {f ∈ L2(X) | ‖∆α/2f‖2 6 Q}.

For each smooth L2-function K : X → R and h > 0, write Kh for the
smooth L2-function X → R that is characterized in terms of its Helgason-
Fourier transform as follows:

H[Kh](λ, b) = H[K](hλ, b).

3. Main Proof

Let d be the dimension dim X of the symmetric space X. Define

hn = n−1/2α+d rn = ⌊nd/2α+d⌋.

Fix a smooth L2-density f on X. Fix a smooth real-valued bump function
K on X with support given in the open disk in X about the point 1 of radius
1. Let θ, θ′ denote elements in {0, 1}rn. There exists a mesh Xn,1, . . . , Xn,rn in
Rd whose mesh width is hn, by evenly subdividing a d-dimensional cube of edge
length 1 in Rd into smaller cubes each of which has edge length hn. It therefore
follows that exp(Xn,1), . . . , exp(Xn,rdn

) gives a mesh in X whose mesh width is
at least hn. Let gx denote a choice of isometry X ∼= X in G sending x to 1 and
continuous in x. For each n = 1, 2, . . . and θ, define:

fn,θ = f + hαn

rn
∑

j=1

θjKhd
n
gXnj

.
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Lemma 3. Fix n and Q > 0. For both ‖∆α/2f‖2 and ‖∆α/2K‖2 sufficiently
small,

fn,θ ∈ Fα(Q).

Proof. Note that we can bound ‖∆α/2Khn
‖2 by the inequalities

‖∆α/2Khd
n
‖22 = ‖H[∆α/2Khd

n
]‖22

=

∫

X

(ρ2
X
− λ2)αH[K](hdnλ, b)

2

≤ Chd−2αd
n

∫

X

(ρ2
X
− u2)αH[K](u, b)2 = Cn

d(2α−1)/2α+d‖∆α/2K‖22

for some constant C > 0. Therefore we can deduce that

‖∆α/2fn,θ‖2 ≤ ‖∆α/2f‖2 + n−α/2α+d
∑

θj=1

‖∆α/2Khd
n
gXnj

‖2

≤ ‖∆α/2f‖2 + n−α/2α+d
∑

θj=1

‖∆α/2Khd
n
‖2

≤ ‖∆α/2f‖2 + n
d−α/2α+d‖∆α/2Khd

n
‖2

≤ ‖∆α/2f‖2 + Cn
d−α+d(2α−1)/2α+d‖∆α/2K‖2

For sufficiently small ‖∆α/2f‖2 and ‖∆α/2K‖2 but fixed n, this quantity can
be made arbitrarily small.

Lemma 4. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for θ, θ′ ∈ {0, 1}rn,
‖fn,θ − fn,θ′‖22 = Cn−1H(θ, θ′)

and if H(θ, θ′) = 1, ‖Pθ ∧ Pθ′‖ ≥ (1−O(n−1))2n.

Proof. Note that

H2(Pθ, Pθ′) =

∫

X

(
√

fn,θ −
√

fn,θ′)
2 dx

=

∫

X

(

(fn,θ − fn,θ′)
√

fn,θ +
√

fn,θ′

)2

≥ C1‖fn,θ − fn,θ′‖22

= C1h
2α
n

rdn
∑

j=1

|θj − θ′j |2
∫

X

K2
hd
n
(gexp(Xnj))

= C1h
2α
n

rdn
∑

j=1

|θj − θ′j |2
∫

X

K2
hd
n

= C1h
2α
n

rdn
∑

j=1

|θj − θ′j |2
∫

a×B

H[K](hdnλ, b)

= C1h
2α+d
n H(θ, θ′)‖H[K]‖22 = C2n

−1H(θ, θ′)
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for some constants C1, C2 > 0. Thus when H(θ, θ′) = 1,

‖Pnθ ∧ Pnθ′‖ ≥
(

1− 1

2
H2(Pθ , Pθ′)

)2n

≥ (1−O(n−1))2n.

proof of Theorem 1. Lemma 3 implies that we can apply Assouad’s Lemma to
the case

r = rn, ψ(θ) = fn,θ, T = f̂n, Pθ = Pnn,θ,

where Pnn,θ denotes the probability distribution on (X1, . . . , Xn) for X1, . . . , Xn

independently drawn from fn,θ, to get that maxθ 2
pEθ‖f̂n−fn,θ‖22 dx ≥ C2h

2α+dim X
n n−1 r

d
n

2 (1−
O(n−1))2n. Thus we see that

inf
f̂n

Ef [(f̂
n − f)2] ≥ max

θ
2pEθ‖f̂n − fn,θ‖22

≥ C2h
2α+d
n

rn
2
(1−O(n−1))2n

≥ O(n−2α/2α+d).

where the second line follows from Lemma 4.
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