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Abstract

This paper is a self-contained exposition of the geometry of symmetric positive-definite real n × n
matrices SPD(n), including necessary and sufficent conditions for a submanifold N ⊂ SPD(n) to be
totally geodesic for the affine-invariant Riemannian metric. A non-linear projection x 7→ π(x) on a
totally geodesic submanifold is defined. This projection has the minimizing property with respect to
the Riemannian metric: it maps an arbitrary point x ∈ SPD(n) to the unique closest element π(x)
in the totally geodesic submanifold for the distance defined by the affine-invariant Riemannian metric.
Decompositions of the space SPD(n) follow, as well as variants of the polar decomposition of non-
singular matrices known as Mostow’s decompositions. Applications to decompositions of covariant
matrices are mentioned.
Keywords: covariance matrices, reductive symmetric spaces, decompositions of Lie groups, symmetric
positive-definite matrices.
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1 Introduction

Mostow’s decomposition theorem is a generalization of polar decomposition and goes back to 1955 with
the original proof by Mostow ([10]). Different proofs were given in [15, 8, 5, 16] in the context of complex
infinite-dimensional Lie groups, in [1] in the context of von Neumann algebras, and [9] in the context
of Finsler Lie groups. In this paper, we consider the real group GL(n,R), which is not semi-simple, but
appears in a lot of applications. The aim of this paper is to provide a self-contained exposition of the
geometry needed to understand this Theorem, and advertise some possible applications, which should
be important in the fields of Probablity and Statistics. For a general exposition of the geometry of the
manifold of symmetric positive-definite real matrices we refer to [4].

1.1 Statement of Mostow’s Theorem

Let us first state the theorem.

Theorem 1.1 Let E be a real subspace of the vector space Sym(n) of symmetric n × n real matrices,
and denote byE := exp(E) the image of E by the exponential of matrices

E = {y = expu := 1 + u+
u2

2
+

u3

3!
+ · · · , u ∈ E}. (1)

We endow the manifold SPD(n) of symmetric positive-definite real n×n matrices with the Riemannian
metric (sometimes called affined Riemannian metric) given at x ∈ SPD(n) by:

⟨X,Y ⟩x := Tr
(
x−1Xx−1Y

)
= Tr

(
x− 1

2Xx− 1
2 · x− 1

2Y x− 1
2

)
, (2)

where the dot denotes the product of matrices.

1. ThenE := exp(E) is a totally geodesic submanifold of SPD(n) and geodesically convex in SPD(n),
if and only if the vector space E ⊂ Sym(n) satisfies

[X, [X,Y ]] ∈ E, for all X, Y ∈ E, (3)

where for any matrices A, B, the bracket is defined as [A,B] := A ·B −B ·A.

2. In this case, any x ∈ SPD(n) can be decomposed uniquely as a product e·f ·e, where e ∈E := exp(E)
and f ∈F := exp(E⊥). The matrix x admits a unique projection π(x) ontoE := exp(E) which
minimises the geodesic distance from x toE := exp(E), i.e.

dist(x,E ) = dist(x, π(x)).

The matrix e is related to π(x) by

e = π(x)
1
2 . (4)

3. If (3) is satisfied, any g ∈ GL(n,R) can be decomposed uniquely as a product k · expV · expW ,
where k is an orthogonal matrix, W is in E and V is in the orthogonal space F := E⊥. The Lie
group GL(n,R) is diffeomorphic to the product

GL(n,R) = O(n)× expF× expE = O(n)×F ×E , (5)

where

• O(n) is the orthogonal group

O(n) := {M ∈ GL(n,R),MTM = MMT = Id} (6)

(here Id is the n× n identity matrix).

• F denotes the orthogonal of E in Sym(n),

F := E⊥ = {Y ∈ Sym(n),TrXY = 0 ∀X ∈ E}, (7)

• F := expF .

Corollary 1.2 Any geodesically complete convex submanifold N of SPD(n) is of the form

N = x · expE ·x

for some x ∈ SPD(n), and some subspace E ⊂ Sym(n) satisfying [X, [X,Y ]] ∈ E for all X,Y ∈ E.
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1.2 Examples of Applications

1.2.1 Geodesic projection on the space of diagonal matrices

Let X := (X1, X2, · · · , Xn) be a real random vector of dimension n and consider its covariance matrix

cov(X,X) = E
[
(X− E(X)) (X− E(X))

T
]

(8)

where the operator E denotes the expected value (mean) of its argument.
Let E1 ⊂ Sym(n) be the space of real diagonal matrices. Then condition (3) is satisfied, hence by

Theorem 1.1 (see Theorem 4.2 for more details), any symmetric positive-definite matrix x ∈ SPD(n)
has a unique projection π(x) inE 1 := exp(E1) that minimises (for the Riemannian metric (2)) the
distance between x and the manifold of real positive-definite diagonal matricesE 1. Moreover

x = π(x)
1
2 · f · π(x) 1

2 , (9)

for a unique element f inF 1 := exp(E⊥
1 ) where

E⊥
1 := {Y = (Yij) ∈ Sym(n), Yii = 0} .

Remark 1.3 The correlation matrix of X is defined as

corr(X,X) = (diag(cov(X,X))
− 1

2 · cov(X,X) · (diag(cov(X,X))
− 1

2 , (10)

where diag(cov(X,X)) is the matrix of diagonal elements of cov(X,X), i.e. the diagonal n× n matrix
containing the variances of Xi, i = 1, . . . , n. Then

cov(X,X) = (diag(cov(X,X))
1
2 · corr(X,X) · (diag(cov(X,X))

1
2 .

In this decomposition, we remark that cov(X,X) is the image of corr(X,X) by the isometry of SPD(n)
which sends y to

(diag(cov(X,X))
1
2 · y · (diag(cov(X,X))

1
2 .

However, in general, diag(x) differs from the projection π(x) onto the manifold of real positive-definite
diagonal matrices for the Riemannian metric (2). In fact, diag(cov(X,X)) is the projection of cov(X,X)
onto the vector space E1 ⊂ Sym(n) of diagonal matrices for the Euclidian scalar product given by

(·, ·) : Sym(n)× Sym(n) −→ R
(X,Y ) 7−→ Tr (XY ).

(11)

Lemma 1.4 Let x = π(x)1/2evπ(x)1/2 be Mostow’s decompositin for x, with v∗ = v ∈ E⊥
1 a matrix

with zeros on the diagonal. Then diag(x) = π(x) if and only if diag(ev) = 1.

Proof : Write x = PevP for short, and note that the assumption is P 2 = diag(x). Then P 2 =
diag(PevP ), thus 1 = P−1 diag(PevP )P−1. But taking diagonal has the bi-module property, i.e.
diag(d1ad2) = d1 diag(a)d2 for any matrix a and any diagonal matrices d1, d2. Hence 1 = diag(ev).

2

In particular for n = 2 note that v must be of the form v =

(
0 a
a 0

)
, thus a straighforward

computation shows that

ev =

(
cosh(a) sinh(a)
sinh(a) cosh(a)

)
,

and diag(ev) = 1 is only possible if cosh(a) = 1, or equivalently if a = 0. Thus it must be v = 0 thus
x = π(x) was already a diagonal matrix.

1.2.2 Geodesic projection on the space of block diagonal matrices and on the
space of block-anti-diagonal matrices

Consider now two different random vectors X of dimension p and Y of dimension p, and the random
vector

Z :=

(
X
Y

)

3



of dimension p+ q =: n. The joint covariance matrix Σ of X and Y is defined as

Σ = E
[
(Z− E(Z)) (Z− E(Z))T

]
=

(
cov(X,X) cov(X,Y)
cov(X,Y) cov(Y,Y)

)
, (12)

where cov(X,Y) denotes the cross-covariance matrix between X and Y:

cov(X,Y) := E
[
(X− E(X)) (Y − E(Y))

T
]
. (13)

Let E2 ⊂ Sym(n) be the vector space of block-diagonal matrices and E3 ⊂ Sym(n) be the vector
space of block-anti-diagonal matrices:

E2 =

{
Z ∈ Sym(n), Z =

(
X 0
0 Y

)
, X ∈ Sym(p), Y ∈ Sym(q)

}
E3 =

{
Z ∈ Sym(n), Z =

(
0 C
CT 0

)
, C ∈ Mat(p, q)

}
.

Then E2 and E3 both satisfy condition (3) and are orthogonal to each other for the Euclidian scalar
product on Sym(n). Note that E2 is a Lie algebra, whereas E3 is not. Therefore the cross-covariance
matrix Σ has a unique expression of the form

Σ = expD · expA · expD, (14)

where D is block-diagonal and A is block-anti-diagonal, as well as a unique expression of the form

Σ = expA′ · expD′ · expA′, (15)

where D′ is block-diagonal and A′ is block-anti-diagonal.

Moreover since the even powers of a block-anti-diagonal matrix are diagonal, one has the decompo-
sition

expA = coshA+ sinhA,

where
coshA := (exp(A)+exp(−A))

2 =
∑n

i=0
A2n

(2n)! ∈ E2

sinhA := (exp(A)−exp(−A))
2 =

∑n
i=1

A(2n−1)

(2n−1)! ∈ E3

(16)

Therefore equation (14) leads to a decomposition

Σ = expD coshA expD + expD sinhA expD, (17)

where expD coshA expD ∈ E2 is block-diagonal and expD sinhA expD ∈ E3 is block-anti-diagonal.
Similarly equation (15) leads to a decomposition of Σ in a sum

(coshA′ · expD′ · coshA′ + sinhA′ · expD′ sinhA′) + (sinhA′ expD′ coshA′ + coshA′ expD′ sinhA′)
(18)

where
(coshA′ · expD′ · coshA′ + sinhA′ · expD′ sinhA′) ∈ E2

is block-diagonal and

(sinhA′ expD′ coshA′ + coshA′ expD′ sinhA′) ∈ E3

is block-anti-diagonal.

Remark 1.5 For more than two blocks, the following happens: the space of block diagonal matrices
still satisfies condition (3), hence there exists an orthogonal projection on the space of positive definite
block diagonal matrices with an arbitrary (fixed) number of blocks, and the corresponding decomposi-
tion similar to (14). However the space of matrices with zero diagonal blocks do not satisfy condition (3)
when there are more than two blocks, hence one can not deduce a decomposition of the type (15) in
that case.

4



1.2.3 Decomposition of SL(2,R)

The group SL(2,R) is the group of isometries of the hyperbolic upper half plane H2:

H2 := {z = x+ hi, x ∈ R, h ∈ R+∗} ⊂ C,

where the action is by homographies. Mostow’s decomposition theorem applied to

E =

{(
α 0
0 −α

)
, α ∈ R

}
leads to a decomposition of isometries

SL(2,R) = SO(2)× expF × expE

where

• SO(2) is the stabilizer of i ∈ C;
• E = expE is the space of dilatations q 7→ α2q, α ∈ R;

• F = expF =

{(
coshβ sinhβ
sinhβ coshβ

)
, β ∈ R

}
is the space of hyperbolic transformations with fixed

points −1 and 1 in R ∈ ∂H2 and preserving the unit half-circle containing i.

1.3 Organization of the paper

This paper is organized as follows. First we recall the geometry of the space SPD(n) of symmetric
positive-definite n × n matrices. We show in particular that it is a symmetric space of non-positive
sectional curvature, homogeneous under the group GL(n,R) and that the exponential map defined by
the usual power series is a diffeomorphism from the space Sym(n) of symmetric n × n real matrices
onto SPD(n). Moreover we show that the exponential map is the Riemannian exponential map at the
identity with respect to the affine Riemannian metric on SPD(n). This is implied by a general result
on the geodesics in locally symmetric spaces that we recall (Proposition B.1). This study implies the
usual Al-Kashi inequality on the sides of a geodesic triangle in the non-positively curved space SPD(n),
and the convexity property of the distance between two geodesics. In the second subsection, the
characterization of the geodesic subspaces of SPD(n) given by equation (3) is proved, mainly following
arguments from [10]. In subsection 4, the key-step for the proof of Mostow’s decomposition (5) is given
by the construction of a non-linear projection from SPD(n) onto every closed geodesic subspace. The
arguments given here for the existence of such projection are simpler and more direct then the ones
given in the original paper [10], and apply to arbitrary dimension. In the last subsection, we use this
projection to prove the theorem stated above.

2 The manifold SPD(n) of symmetric positive-definite real ma-
trices

Let M(n,R) be the vector space of real n× n matrices. The group GL(n,R) is the group of invertible
real n× n matrices, or equivalently the space of real matrices with non-zero determinant:

GL(n,R) := {g ∈ M(n,R),det(g) ̸= 0},

The group law given by the multiplication of matrices makes the open set GL(n,R) ⊂ M(n,R) into a
Lie-group with Lie-algebra M(n,R), where the Lie-bracket is given by the commutator of matrices:

[A,B] = AB −BA, ∀A,B ∈ M(n,R). (19)

The orthogonal group O(n) and its Lie algebra so(n) are defined by

O(n) := {M ∈ GL(n,R),MTM = MMT = Id}

so(n) = {A ∈ M(n,R), AT +A = 0}

The vector space M(n,R) splits into the direct sum of so(n) and the linear subspace Sym(n) of symmetric
elements in M(n,R)

Sym(n) = {M ∈ M(n,R), AT = A}.

5



The exponential of matrices defined for all A in M(n,R) as

exp(A) :=

+∞∑
n=0

An

n!
(20)

takes Sym(n) to the submanifold SPD(n) of GL(n,R) consisting of symmetric positive-definite matrices

exp : Sym(n) = {A ∈ M(n,R), AT = A} −→ SPD(n) = {A ∈ Sym(n), ATA > 0}.

Note that for A ∈ M(n,R), the curve γ(t) := exp(tA) satisfies

γ̇(t) =
(
Lγ(t)

)
∗ (A) = γ(t) ·A. (21)

where Lγ(t) denotes left translation by γ(t), i.e. multiplication on the left by the matrice γ(t), and
where the dot denotes the multiplication of matrices. Hence the exponential map defined by (20) is
the usual exponential map on the Lie group GL(n,R). Let us endowed SPD(n) with the following
Riemannian metric :

⟨X,Y ⟩x := Tr
(
x−1Xx−1Y

)
= Tr

(
x− 1

2Xx− 1
2 · x− 1

2Y x− 1
2

)
(22)

where x ∈ SPD(n), X,Y ∈ Tx SPD(n). The identity matrix Id belongs to SPD(n) and will be our
reference point in the following.

Proposition 2.1 The left action of GL(n,R) on SPD(n) defined by

GL(n,R)× SPD(n) → SPD(n)
( g , x ) 7→ g · x · gT , (23)

is a transitive action by isometries (here the dot · denotes the multiplication of matrices).

2 Proof of Proposition 2.1:
For every x in SPD(n), the square root of x is well-defined and belongs to SPD(n). In other words
there exists y in SPD(n) such that x = y2. Since yT = y, one has x = y · yT = y · Id · yT , and the
transitivity follows. To show that GL(n,R) acts by isometries, one has to show that the scalar product
⟨·, ·⟩x on the tangent space to the manifold SPD(n) at x = y · Id · yT is related to the scalar product
⟨·, ·⟩Id at Id by

⟨X,Y ⟩Id = ⟨y∗X, y∗Y ⟩y·Id ·yT , (24)

where y∗ : TId SPD(n) → Ty·Id ·yT SPD(n) denotes the infinitesimal action of y ∈ GL(n,R) on tangent
vectors to the manifold SPD(n). To compute this infinitesimal action, consider a curve x(t) ∈ SPD(n)
such that x(0) = x and ẋ(t) = X, and, for a fixed element g ∈ GL(n,R), differentiate action (23) to get

g∗X =
d

dt |t=0
g · x(t) · gT = g ·X · gT .

It follows that

⟨y∗X, y∗Y ⟩y·Id ·yT = ⟨y∗X, y∗Y ⟩yyT = Tr (yyT )−1(y ·X · yT )(yyT )−1(y · Y · yT )
= Tr (yT )−1XY yT = Tr (XY ) = ⟨X,Y ⟩Id.

In particular, the scalar product ⟨·, ·⟩Id is invariant by the action of the isotropy group of the reference
point Id, which is exactly the orthogonal group O(n). 2

Corollary 2.2 The manifold SPD(n) of symmetric positive-definite real matrices is a homogeneous
Riemannian manifold

SPD(n) = GL(n,R)/O(n).

Theorem 2.3 The exponential map is a diffeomorphism from Sym(n) onto SPD(n).

■ Proof of Theorem 2.3:
Since every x in SPD(n) admits an orthogonal basis of eigenvectors with positive eigenvalues, the
exponential map from Sym(n) to SPD(n) is injective and onto, the inverse mapping being given by
the logarithm. The differential of the exponential map is recalled in the appendix (Proposition A.2,
equation (33)). By Lemma A.3, equation (39)), it can be written as

dX exp(Y ) = Rexp(X
2 )Lexp(X

2 )τX(Y ),

where τX(Y ) is the linear isomorphism of Sym(n) given by equation (37). Hence dX exp is continuous
and invertible. By the inverse function Theorem, it follows that exp is a diffeomorphism. 2
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Definition 2.4 Let G be a Lie group. An homogeneous space M = G/K is called reductive if the Lie
algebra g of G splits into a direct sum g = k ⊕ m, where k is the Lie algebra of K, and m an Ad(K)-
invariant complement. A reductive homogeneous space is called locally symmetric if the commutation
relation [m,m] ⊂ k holds.

A locally symmetric space is a particular case of a naturally reductive space (see Definition 7.84
page 196 in [3], Definition 23 page 312 in [14], or Proposition 5.2 page 125 in [2] and the definition
that follows). In the finite-dimensional setting, the geodesics of a naturally reductive space are orbits
of one-parameter subgroups of G (see Proposition 25 page 313 in [14] for a proof of this fact). The
symmetric case is also treated in Theorem 3.3 page 173 in [7]. Its infinite-dimensional version has
been given in Example 3.9 in [13]. For the sake of completeness, we give a proof in the appendix (see
Proposition B.1) based on the fact that in this case the Levi-Civita connection is the homogeneous
connection (see [17] for the infinite-dimensional case). We deduce the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5 The manifold SPD(n) is a locally symmetric homogeneous space. The curve γ(t) :=
exp (t log(x)), (0 ≤ t ≤ 1) is the unique geodesic in SPD(n) joining the identity o = Id to the element
x ∈ SPD(n). More generally, the geodesic γx,y(t) between any two points x, y in SPD(n) exists and is
unique, and is given by

γx,y(t) := x
1
2

(
exp t log

(
x− 1

2 yx− 1
2

))
x

1
2 . (25)

■ Proof of Theorem 2.5:
This follows from the same arguments as in [10], or by the general result stated in Proposition B.1.
Indeed the commutation relation [Sym(n),Sym(n)] ⊂ so(n) implies that SPD(n) = GL(n,R)/O(n) is
locally symmetric. It follows that

γ(t) := exp (t log(x)) =

(
exp

(
t

2
log(x)

))
· Id ·

(
exp

(
t

2
log(x)

))T

, (0 ≤ t ≤ 1),

is a geodesic joining o = Id to x. The uniqueness of this geodesic follows from Proposition B.1 and
Theorem 2.3, since any other geodesic γ2 joining o = Id to x is necessarily of the form

γ2(t) = exp tγ̇2(0) =

(
exp

(
t

2
γ̇2(0)

))
· Id ·

(
exp

(
t

2
γ̇2(0)

))T

with velocity γ̇2(0) ∈ Sym(n). Since GL(n) acts by isometries on SPD(n), for x, y ∈ SPD(n), the

image of the geodesic t 7→ exp t log
(
x− 1

2 yx− 1
2

)
by the isometry u 7→ x

1
2ux

1
2 = x

1
2 · u · (x 1

2 )T is itself a

geodesic. It follows that the unique geodesic γx,y joining two points x and y in SPD(n) is given by

γx,y(t) := x
1
2

(
exp t log

(
x− 1

2 yx− 1
2

))
x

1
2 .

2

Proposition 2.6 The manifold SPD(n) of symmetric positive-definite real matrices is a Riemannian
manifold of non-positive sectional curvature.

2 Proof of Proposition 2.6:
The Levi-Civita connection is defined by Koszul formula (see for instance Theorem 3.1 page 54 in [2]
where this formula is recalled) and coincides with the homogeneous connection since SPD(n) is locally
symmetric and the Riemannian metric is G-invariant. The sectional curvature KId at the reference
point Id is given by :

KId(X,Y ) :=
⟨RX,Y X,Y ⟩Id

⟨X,X⟩Id⟨Y, Y ⟩Id − ⟨X,Y ⟩2Id
=

⟨[[X,Y ], X] , Y ⟩Id
⟨X,X⟩Id⟨Y, Y ⟩Id − ⟨X,Y ⟩2Id

,

for all X, Y in TId SPD(n) = Sym(n), where we have used formula (44) for the curvature (see also
Proposition 7.72 page 193 in [3], or Proposition 6.5 page 92 in [2]). Now the sign of the sectional
curvature of the 2-plane generated by X and Y is the sign of ⟨[[X,Y ], X] , Y ⟩Id. One has :

⟨[[X,Y ], X] , Y ⟩Id = Tr [[X,Y ], X]Y = Tr ([X,Y ]XY −X[X,Y ]Y )
= Tr [X,Y ][X,Y ] = −Tr [X,Y ]T [X,Y ] ≤ 0,

where the last identity following from the fact that [X,Y ] belongs to [Sym(n),Sym(n)] ⊂ so(n). 2

The following two Lemmas are standard results in the geometry of non-positively curved spaces.
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Lemma 2.7 The Riemannian angle between two paths f and g intersecting at o = Id is equal to the
Euclidian angle between the two paths log(f) and log(g) at 0. Moreover, in any geodesic triangle ABC
in SPD(n),

c2 ≥ a2 + b2 − 2ab cos ÂCB, (26)

where a, b, c are the lengths of the sides opposite to A,B,C respectively, and ÂCB the angle at C.

△ Proof of Lemma 2.7:
This follows from the same arguments as in [10]. The Al-Kashi inequality (26) is also a direct conse-
quence of Corollary 13.2 in [7] page 73, since Lemma 2.5 implies that SPD(n) is a minimizing convex
normal ball. △

Lemma 2.8 Let γ1(t) and γ2(t) be two constant speed geodesics in SPD(n). Then the distance in
SPD(n) between γ1(t) and γ2(t) is a convex function of t.

△
△ Proof of Lemma 2.8:
This follows from the fact that a non-positively curved Riemannian manifold is a CAT(0) space.

Let us recall the following definition.

Definition 2.9 A Riemannian manifold P is called symmetric if for every p in P, there exists a globally
defined isometry sp which fixes p and such that the differential of sp at p is −id. The transformation
sp is called a global symmetry with respect to p.

Proposition 2.10 The manifold SPD(n) is a globally symmetric homogeneous Riemannian manifold.
The globally defined symmetry with respect to x ∈ SPD(n) is

sx(y) = x
1
2 (x− 1

2 yx− 1
2 )−1x

1
2 = x y−1 x. (27)

2 Proof of Proposition 2.10:
Consider the inversion Inv : SPD(n) → SPD(n) defined by Inv(x) = x−1. An easy computation
shows that the differential Tx Inv of Inv at x ∈ SPD(n) takes a tangent vector X ∈ Tx SPD(n) to
Tx Inv(X) = −x−1Xx−1. One therefore has :

⟨Tx Inv(X), Tx Inv(Y )⟩Inv(x) = ⟨−x−1Xx−1,−x−1Y x−1⟩x−1 = Trx(−x−1Xx−1)x(−x−1Y x−1)
= TrXx−1Y x−1 = Trx−1Xx−1Y = ⟨X,Y ⟩x,

hence Inv is an isometry of SPD(n). Since Inv fixes the reference point Id ∈ SPD(n) and its differential
at the reference point is −Id on TId SPD(n) = Sym(n), it follows that Inv is a global symmetry with
respect to Id. From the transitive action of GL(n,R) one can define a globally defined symmetry with

respect to any x ∈ SPD(n). Indeed note that sx is the composition of the isometry ιx : y 7→ x− 1
2 ·y ·x− 1

2 ,

with the inversion Inv followed by the isometry (ιx)
−1 : y 7→ x

1
2 · y · x 1

2 . Hence sx is an isometry, with
fixed point x. Its differential at x is given by

T (ιx)
−1 ◦ TId Inv ◦Txιx = TId(ιx)

−1 ◦ (−Id) ◦ Txιx = −Id.

Whence SPD(n) is a (globally) symmetric homogeneous Riemannian manifold. 2

3 Totally geodesic submanifolds of the manifold SPD(n)

Definition 3.1 A submanifold N of a Riemannian manifold M is called totally geodesic if any geodesic
on N for the induced Riemannian metric is also a geodesic on M. In particular, the property of being
totally geodesic is a local property of the submanifold N inside the ambient manifold M.

Definition 3.2 A submanifold N of a Riemannian manifold M is called geodesically convex if there
exists a unique minimizing geodesic of M connecting two points in N and entirely contained in N . In
particular, the property of being geodesically convex depends on global behavior of geodesics.

The following Theorem is based on [10]. We give below a self-contained proof based on the following
Lemma.
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Theorem 3.3 ([10]) Let E be a linear subspace of Sym(n). The following assertions are equivalent :

1. [X, [X,Y ]] ∈ E for all X,Y ∈ E,

2. e · f · e ∈E := exp(E) for all e, f ∈E = exp(E),

3.E := exp(E) is a geodesically convex submanifold of SPD(n).

4.E := exp(E) is a totally geodesic submanifold of SPD(n).

5. E is a Lie triple system, i.e. for all X,Y, Z ∈ E, [X, [Y,Z]] ∈ E.

Lemma 3.4 :
Let f ∈E = exp(E), Y ∈ E, and consider the differentiable curve in Sym(n) defined by

X(t) := log(exp tY · f · exp tY ).

Then
Ẋ(t) = ad(X(t)) coth(ad(X(t)/2))(Y ). (28)

△ Proof of Lemma 3.4:
One has

d

dt |t=t0
exp tY = Y · exp t0Y = exp t0Y · Y,

hence the differential of the right hand side of equation (29) is

d

dt |t=t0
exp tY · f · exp tY = Y expX(t0) + expX(t0)Y.

On the other hand, the differential of the left hand side of equation (29) is

d

dt |t=t0
expX(t) = (dX(t0) exp)(Ẋ(t0)).

Hence X(t) satisfies the following differential equation :

Ẋ(t) = (dX(t) exp)
−1(Y · expX(t) + expX(t) · Y ).

By Lemma A.3, equation (41),

(dX exp)−1(Z) =
ad(X/2)

sinh(ad(X/2))

(
exp

(
−X

2

)
· Z · exp

(
−X

2

))
It follows that

Ẋ(t) =
ad(X(t)/2)

sinh(ad(X(t)/2))

(
exp

(
−X(t)

2

)
· (Y · expX(t) + expX(t) · Y ) · exp

(
−X(t)

2

))
=

ad(X(t)/2)

sinh(ad(X(t)/2))

(
exp

(
−X(t)

2

)
· Y · exp

(
X(t)

2

)
+ exp

(
X(t)

2

)
· Y · exp

(
−X(t)

2

))
=

ad(X(t)/2)

sinh(ad(X(t)/2))

(
Ad

(
exp

(
−X(t)

2

))
(Y ) + Ad

(
exp

(
X(t)

2

))
(Y )

)
=

ad(X(t)/2)

sinh(ad(X(t)/2))

(
exp

(
ad

(
−X(t)

2

))
(Y ) + exp

(
ad

(
X(t)

2

))
(Y )

)
=

ad(X(t))

sinh(ad(X(t)/2))
(cosh(ad(X(t)/2))) (Y )

= ad(X(t)) coth(ad(X(t)/2))(Y )

△
■ Proof of Theorem 3.3:

1 ⇒ 2 : Let f ∈E and Y ∈ E. We will show that

expX(t) = exp tY · f · exp tY (29)

9



belongs toE = exp(E) for all t ∈ R. By Lemma 3.4,

Ẋ(t) = ad(X(t)) coth(ad(X(t)/2))(Y ).

Consider the vector field W on Sym(n) defined by

W (X) := ad(X) coth(ad(X/2))(Y ), X ∈ Sym(n).

Note that only even powers of ad(X) are involved in the operator ad(X) coth(ad(X/2)). Since ad(X) ◦
ad(X)(Y ) ∈ E for X,Y ∈ E, the vector field W (X) is tangent to E for every X ∈ E. It follows that
an integral curve X(t) of W starting at X(0) ∈ E stays in E. Moreover the flow of this vector field is
defined for all t ∈ R. Thus setting t = 1 and Y = log e with e ∈E = expE, give the result e · f · e ∈E .

2 ⇒ 3 : Suppose that for all e and f inE = expE, the product e·f ·e belongs toE = expE. Consider
f ∈E = expE. By Lemma 2.5, the geodesic of SPD(n) joining Id ∈E = expE to f is t 7→ exp(t log(f))

hence lies entirely in the manifoldE = expE. In particular, its mid-point exp( 12 log(f)) =: f
1
2 belongs

toE = expE. In other words, the square roots of elements inE = expE belong toE = expE. Consider
now x and y two elements inE = expE. By hypothesis, x− 1

2 · y · x− 1
2 belongs toE = expE, hence

log x− 1
2 · y · x− 1

2 belongs to E and the geodesic

t 7→ exp(t log x− 1
2 · y · x− 1

2 )

joining Id to x− 1
2 · y · x− 1

2 lies entirely inE = expE. Since x ∈E = expE, by hypothesis the isometry
z 7→ x

1
2 · z · x 1

2 preservesE = expE and sends the previous geodesic to the unique geodesic of SPD(n)
joining x to y, which therefore lies completely inE = expE. Consequently, the spaceE = expE is
geodesically convex in SPD(n).

3 ⇒ 4 : Suppose thatE = expE is geodesically convex in SPD(n). By the uniqueness of the geodesic
joining two points in SPD(n) proved in Theorem 2.5, the geodesic of SPD(n) connecting two points x
and y belonging toE = expE minimises the distance between x and y in SPD(n) and by hypothesis
lies entirely inE = expE. Therefore it is also a geodesic ofE = expE. Now consider an arbitrary
geodesic t 7→ γ(t) inE = expE, with t in some open interval I, and let us show that it is a geodesic
in SPD(n). For every t0 ∈ I, there exists an ε > 0 such that (t0 − ε, t0 + ε) ∋ t 7→ γ(t) is the unique
geodesic inE = expE between γ(t0 − ε) and γ(t0 + ε). By uniqueness, it is the geodesic segment in
SPD(n) connecting γ(t0 − ε) and γ(t0 + ε). Therefore t 7→ γ(t) is a geodesic in SPD(n).

4 ⇒ 2 : Suppose thatE = expE is a totally geodesic submanifold of SPD(n). Let us consider the
symmetry sx with respect to x ∈ SPD(n) defined from SPD(n) to SPD(n) by sx : y 7→ xy−1x (see

Proposition 2.10). Every geodesic of the form t 7→ x
1
2 exp(tY )x

1
2 is mapped to t 7→ x

1
2 exp(−tY )x

1
2 by

sx. It follows that every geodesic containing x is stable under sx. Consequently sx(expE) ⊂ expE for
every x ∈ expE. In particular, for e and f inE = expE,

e · f · e = e2 ·
(
e · f−1 · e

)−1 · e2 = se2 (se(f))

belongs toE = expE.
2 ⇒ 1: Suppose that e · f · e ∈E := exp(E) for all e, f ∈E = exp(E). Given X and Y in E, consider

the smooth function in Sym(n) defined by

Z(s, t) = log(exp tY · exp sX · exp tY ).

In particular,
Z(s, 0) = log(exp sX) = sX.

By hypothesis, Z(s, t) belongs to E for all (s, t) ∈ R2. Since E is a vector space, all the derivatives of
the function (s, t) 7→ Z(s, t) belong to E for all (s, t) ∈ R2. By Lemma 3.4,

∂

∂t
Z(s, t) = ad(Z(s, t)) coth (ad(Z(s, t)/2)) (Y ).

In particular

∂

∂t |t=0
Z(s, t) = ad(Z(s, 0)) coth (ad(Z(s, 0)/2)) (Y ) = ad(sX) coth (ad(sX/2)) (Y )

belongs to E for all s ∈ R. Consider the Taylor series of u
2 coth

(
u
2

)
in the neighborhood of u = 0:

u

2
coth

(u
2

)
= 1 +

u2

12
+ u2ε(u), with lim

u7→0
ε(u) = 0.
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It follows that

∂

∂t |t=0
Z(s, t) = 2

(
Y +

1

12
ad(sX) ◦ ad(sX)(Y ) + s2W

)
∈ E with lim

s 7→0
W = 0.

Therefore

lim
s→0

∂
∂t |t=0

Z(s, t)− 2Y

s2
=

1

6
[X, [X,Y ]] ∈ E .

1 ⇒ 5: Consider X,Y, Z in E. Developping [X + Y, [X + Y,Z]] ∈ E we get

[X, [Y, Z]] + [Y, [X,Z]] ∈ E .

By Jacobi identity,
[Y, [X,Z]] = [[Y,X], Z] + [X, [Y,Z]] ∈ E,

hence
A := [[Y,X], Z] + 2[X, [Y,Z]] ∈ E .

Interchanging X and Z we also have

B := [[Y,Z], X] + 2[Z, [Y,X]] ∈ E .

It follows that

2A+B = 2[[Y,X], Z] + 4[X, [Y,Z]] + [[Y, Z], X] + 2[Z, [Y,X]] = 3[X, [Y,Z]] ∈ E .

5 ⇒ 1 Obvious by taking X = Y . ■

4 Orthogonal projection on a totally geodesic submanifold

The proof of Mostow’s decomposition theorem given in [10] is based on the existence of an orthogonal
projection from SPD(n) onto a totally geodesic submanifoldE := expE which follows from compactness
arguments. Here we use the completeness ofE := expE to obtain this projection. Recall from [4] the
following Proposition (we sketch the proof for the convenience of the reader).

Proposition 4.1 The manifold SPD(n) endowed with the distance induced from the Riemannian met-
ric (22) is a complete metric space. For any linear subspace E of Sym(n), the manifoldE := expE,
endowed with the induced Riemannian metric, is closed in SPD(n) hence also a complete metric space.

2 Proof of Proposition 4.1 By (37), the exponential map exp : Sym(n) → SPD(n) increases
distances, hence a Cauchy sequence in SPD(n) is the image by the exponential map of a Cauchy
sequence in Sym(n) which is complete. By Theorem 2.3, it follows that SPD(n) is complete. The
remainder follows from the fact that a linear subspace E is closed in Sym(n). 2

Theorem 4.2 Let E be a linear subspace of Sym(n) such that [X, [X,Y ]] ∈ E, for all X,Y ∈ E.
Then there exists a continuous orthogonal projection from SPD(n) onto the totally geodesic submanifold
E := expE, i.e. a continuous map π : SPD(n) →E satisfying

dist(x, expE) = dist(x, π(x))

and such that the geodesic joining x to π(x) is orthogonal to every geodesic starting at π(x) and included
inE := expE.

■ Proof of Theorem 4.2:
Let x be a element of SPD(n). Denote by δ the distance between x andE := expE in SPD(n) and let
{en}n∈N be a minimizing sequence inE := expE thus that

dist(x, en)
2 ≤ δ2 +

1

n
.

Let us show that {en}n∈N is a Cauchy sequence inE := expE. For this purpose, consider for k > n
the geodesic γ(t) joining en =: γ(0) ∈E to ek := γ(1) ∈E . This geodesic lies inE sinceE is a totally
geodesic submanifold of SPD(n), and is of the form:

γ(t) = e
1
2
n exp(tH)e

1
2
n ,

11



Figure 1: Illustration of the orthogonal projection π(p) of a point p ∈ SPD(n) onto a totally geodesic

submanifold expE and the translation of the fiber over π(p) by the action of π(p)−
1
2 .

Figure 2: Illustration of geodesic triangles used in the proof of Therorem 4.2.
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where H belongs to E. Denote by en,k the middle of the geodesic joining en to ek, i.e.

en,k = e
1
2
n exp

(
H

2

)
e

1
2
n .

By lemma 2.7 applied to the geodesic triangle joining x, en and en,k, we have:

dist(x, en)
2 ≥ dist(en, en,k)

2 + dist(en,k, x)
2 − 2dist(en, en,k)dist(en,k, x) cos ̂enen,kx. (30)

On the other hand, lemma 2.7 applied to the geodesic triangle joining x, ek and en,k gives:

dist(x, ek)
2 ≥ dist(ek, en,k)

2 + dist(en,k, x)
2 − 2dist(ek, en,k)dist(en,k, x) cos ̂eken,kx. (31)

By definition of en,k we have: dist(ek, en,k) = dist(en, en,k). Moreover since the geodesic γ is a smooth
curve, the sum of the following angles is the flat one:

̂eken,kx+ ̂enen,kx = π,

and cos ̂eken,kx = − cos ̂enen,kx. Summing inequalities (30) and (31), we obtain:

dist(x, en)
2 + dist(x, ek)

2 ≥ 2dist(ek, en,k)
2 + 2dist(en,k, x)

2.

It follows that:

dist(ek, en,k)
2 ≤ 1

2

(
dist(x, en)

2 + dist(x, ek)
2
)
− dist(en,k, x)

2

≤ 1

2

(
δ2 +

1

n
+ δ2 +

1

k

)
− δ2

≤ 1

2

(
1

n
+

1

k

)
.

This yields that

dist(en, ek) ≤
√
2

(
1

n
+

1

k

) 1
2

.

Consequently {en}n∈N is a Cauchy sequence inE = expE. By Proposition 4.1,E is a complete metric
space hence the sequence {en}n∈N converges to a element π(x) inE satisfying:

dist(x, π(x)) = dist(x,E ).

Denote by α(t) the constant speed geodesic which satisfies α(0) = π(x) and α(1) = x. By uniqueness
of the geodesic joining two points in SPD(n), it follows that the length of α is dist(x,E ). The map

y 7→ (π(x))−
1
2 y(π(x))−

1
2

being an isometry of SPD(n) which preservesE , the curve t 7→ (π(x))−
1
2α(t)(π(x))−

1
2 is a geodesic

whose length is the distance between

(π(x))−
1
2α(1)(π(x))−

1
2 = (π(x))−

1
2x(π(x))−

1
2

andE . Therefore the projection of (π(x))−
1
2x(π(x))−

1
2 ontoE is (π(x))−

1
2α(0)(π(x))−

1
2 = Id. From

lemma 2.5 it follows that:
(π(x))−

1
2α(t)(π(x))−

1
2 = exp tV,

for some V in Sym(n). Since the length of t 7→ exp tV is ∥V ∥, V is in F and (π(x))−
1
2x(π(x))−

1
2

is in expF . Since E ⊥ F , by lemma 2.7, (π(x))−
1
2α(π(x))−

1
2 is orthogonal at the identity to every

curve starting at the identity and contained in expE. Therefore α is orthogonal at π(x) to every curve
starting at π(x) and contained in expE.

To show that π is continuous, denote by γ(t) (resp. α(t)) the geodesic joining a point x1 (resp. x2)
in SPD(n) to its projection onto expE, with γ(0) = π(x1) (resp. α(0) = π(x2) ) and γ(1) = x1 (resp.
α(1) = x2). By the negative curvature property stated in Lemma 2.8, the map t 7→ dist(γ(t), α(t))
is convex. Since, for t = 0, γ(t) and α(t) are orthogonal to the geodesic joining π(x1) and π(x2)
(which is contained inE ), the minimum of the distance between γ(t) and α(t) is reached for t = 0, and
dist(x1, x2) ≥ dist(π(x1), π(x2)). ■
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5 Mostow’s decomposition Theorem for GL(n,R)
Theorem 5.1 Let E be a linear subspace of Sym(n) such that:

[X, [X,Y ]] ∈ E, for all X, Y ∈ E,

and let F be its orthogonal in Sym(n):

F := E⊥ = { X ∈ Sym(n) | TrXY = 0, ∀Y ∈ E }.

Then for all symmetric positive-definite operator x in SPD(n), there exist a unique element e ∈E :=
expE and a unique element f ∈F := expF such that x = efe. More precisely,

e := (π(x))−
1
2 ∈E = expE

f := (π(x))−
1
2x(π(x))−

1
2 ∈F := expF,

where π denotes the projection onto the totally geodesic submanifold expE. Moreover the map defined
from SPD(n) to expE× expF taking A to (e, f) is a homeomorphism.

■ Proof of Theorem 5.1:
Let us introduce the map

Υ : expE× expF −→ SPD(n)
(e, f) 7−→ efe

Let us show that Υ is one-one. Suppose that (e1, f1) and (e2, f2) are elements of expE× expF
such that e1f1e1 = e2f2e2. Consider the geodesic triangle joining e1f1e1, e

2
1 and e22. By Theorem

3.3, expE is a geodesic subspace of SPD(n). Thus the geodesic joining e21 to e22 lies in expE. On
the other hand the geodesic joining e1f1e1 to e21 lies in e1 expF e1. Since E is perpendicular to F
at zero, expE is perpendicular to expF at the identity by lemma 2.7. Since the map taking any
x ∈ SPD(n) to e1x e1 ∈ SPD(n) is an isometry, the manifold e1 expF e1 is perpendicular to the manifold
e1 expE e1 = expE at e21. Hence the angle at e21 of the above geodesic triangle is 90◦. Similarly, the
angle at e22 is 90

◦ since it is formed by the geodesic joining e22 to e2f2e2 = e1f1e1 which lies in e2 expF e2
and the geodesic joining e22 to e21 which lies in expE. Denoting by a the length of the side of the geodesic
triangle joining e21 to e22, b the length of the side joining e1f1e1 to e21 and c the length of the side joining
e1f1e1 to e22, ones has c

2 ≥ b2+a2 and b2 ≥ c2+a2 by lemma 2.7. This implies that a = 0 and e21 = e22.
It follows that e1 = e2 and f1 = f2.

Let us show that Υ is onto. Consider x in SPD(n). By Theorem 4.2, the geodesic joining x to
π(x) ∈ expE is orthogonal to every geodesic starting at π(x) and contained in expE. Denote by γ the

geodesic satisfying γ(0) = Id ∈ SPD(n) and γ(1) = (π(x))−
1
2x(π(x))−

1
2 . Since y 7→ (π(x))−

1
2 y(π(x))−

1
2

is an isometry, γ is orthogonal to every geodesic starting at the identity and contained in

(π(x))−
1
2 · expE ·(π(x))− 1

2 = expE .

By lemma 2.7, γ is tangent to F = E⊥ at the identity and since it is of the form t 7→ exp tH by lemma
2.5, we have H in F. It follows that γ(1) = expH = (π(x))−

1
2x(π(x))−

1
2 is in expF. Therefore x = efe

with e := (π(x))−
1
2 in expE and f := (π(x))−

1
2x(π(x))−

1
2 in expF. Consequently Υ is onto.

The continuity of the map that takes x to (e, f) ∈ expE× expF with x = efe, i.e. e := (π(x))−
1
2

and f := (π(x))−
1
2x(π(x))−

1
2 follows directly from the continuity of the projection π. ■

Theorem 5.2 (Mostow’s Decomposition) Let E and F be as in Theorem 5.1. Then GL(n,R) is
homeomorphic to the product O(n)× expF × expE.

■ Proof of Theorem 5.2:
Denote by Θ the map from O(n) × expE× expF to GL(n,R) that takes (k, f, e) to the product of
matrices k · f · e.

Let us show that Θ is one-one. Suppose that a = k1f1e1 = k2f2e2 with (k1, f1, e1) and (k2, f2, e2)
in O(n)× expE× expF. We have

aTa = e1f
2
1 e1 = e2f

2
2 e2.

Since f2
1 and f2

2 are in expF, by Theorem 5.1, it follows that e1 = e2 and f2
1 = f2

2 . Thus f1 = f2 and
k1 = k2.
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Let us show that Θ is onto. Consider x in GL(n,R). By Theorem 5.1, since xTx is an element of
SPD(n), there exist e ∈ expE and f ∈ expF such that xTx = ef2e. Let k be x(fe)−1. We have:

kT k =
(
(fe)−1

)T
xTx(fe)−1 =

(
e−1f−1

)T
xTx e−1f−1 = f−1e−1

(
ef2e

)
e−1f−1 = id.

Thus k is in O(n) and x = kfe.
The continuity of the map that takes x in GL(n,R) to (k, f, e) in O(n)× expF× expE follows from

the continuity of the map that takes x to xTx and from Theorem 5.1. ■

■ Proof of Theorem 1.1:
The Theorem of the Introduction is now a summary of previous considerations. ■

2 Proof of Corollary 1.2:
Consider N a geodesically complete and convex submanifold in SPD(n). Let x by an arbitrary element

in N . Then the image of N by the isometry y 7→ x− 1
2 · y · x− 1

2 is a geodesically complete and con-
vex submanifold in SPD(n) containing Id. By Theorem 1.1 it is of the form expE with E satisfying
[X, [X,Y ]] ∈ E. 2

A The differential of the exponential map of a Lie group G

A.1 First expression of the differential of the exponential map

The following Proposition explicits the differential of the exponential map and is well-known in the
theory of finite-dimensional linear group. For the sake of completeness, we give below a proof using
the canonical connection on the tangent bundle of a Lie group G, which was explained to us by P.
Gauduchon. The reader will find the computation of the differential of the exponential map using
powers series as a consequence of Lemma 1 in [10] (this computation works as well in the infinite-
dimensional setting, see for instance Proposition 2.5.3 page 116 in [16]). See also [6].

Let us introduce the connection on the tangent bundle TG of G for which the left-invariant vector
fields are parallel. It is a flat connection since a trivialization of the tangent bundle is given by the
left-invariant vector fields associated to an arbitrary basis of the Lie algebra g of G. We give in
Proposition A.1 the corresponding covariant derivative ∇ in terms of the (left) Maurer-Cartan g-valued
1-form θ : TG → g defined by

θg(W ) = (Lg−1)∗(W ),

where g ∈ G, W ∈ TgG, and where (Lg−1)∗ denotes the differential of the left multiplication by g−1.
For a matrix group G, (Lg−1)∗(W ) = g−1W .

Proposition A.1 Let W be a vector field on G, i.e. a section of the tangent bundle TG. For a tangent
vector Z in TgG, define

(∇ZW ) (g) := (Lg)∗

(
d

dt |t=0
θγZ(t) (W (γZ(t)))

)
∈ TgG (32)

where γZ is any smooth curve in G with γZ(0) = g and d
dt |t=0

γZ(t) = Z. Then ∇ defines a connection

for which left-invariant vector fields are parallel.

2 Proof of Proposition Note that t 7→ θγZ(t) (W (γZ(t))) is a smooth curve in g, hence its derivative
belongs to g. For a left-invariant vector field W this curve is constant, hence its derivative vanishes. In
order to verify that formula (32) defines indeed a connection, we have to show that

∇Z(fW ) = df(Z)W + f∇ZW,
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for any function f on G, and any vector fierld W . One has

(∇Z(fW )) (g) = (Lg)∗

(
d

dt |t=0
θγZ(t) (f (γZ(t))W (γZ(t)))

)
= (Lg)∗

(
d

dt |t=0
(LγZ(t)−1)∗ (f (γZ(t))W (γZ(t)))

)
= f(g)(Lg)∗

(
d

dt |t=0
(LγZ(t)−1)∗ (W (γZ(t)))

)
+ (Lg)∗

(
d

dt |t=0
(Lg−1)∗ (f (γZ(t))W (g))

)
= f(g)(∇ZW )(g) + df(Z)W (g)

2

Proposition A.2 For every Lie group G, with Lie algebra g, the differential of the exponential map
exp : g → G is given at X ∈ g by :

(dX exp) (Y ) = Lexp(X)

(
1− e−ad(X)

ad(X)

)
(Y ). (33)

for all Y in g.

2 Proof of Proposition A.2:
Let us define the following map :

Φ : R2 −→ G
(t, s) 7−→ exp (t(X + sY )) .

Consider the push-forward U and V of the vector fields ∂
∂t and ∂

∂s on R2 :

U (Φ(t, s)) := Φ∗

(
∂

∂t

)
and V (Φ(t, s)) = Φ∗

(
∂

∂s

)
.

Denote by [· , ·]X the bracket of vector fields. One has:

[U, V ]X =

[
Φ∗

(
∂

∂t

)
,Φ∗

(
∂

∂s

)]
X

= Φ∗

[
∂

∂t
,
∂

∂s

]
X

= 0. (34)

Note that

V (Φ(t, s)) =
∂Φ

∂s
(t, s) =

(
d exp(tX+stY )

)
(tY ) and V (Φ(1, 0)) = (dX exp) (Y ).

The idea of this proof is to explicit the differential equation satisfied by the g-valued function

v(t) :=
(
L−1
Φ(t,0)

)
∗
V (Φ(t, 0)) =

(
L−1
exp(tX)

)
∗
V (exp(tX)) .

For this purpose we will use the connection ∇ on the tangent bundle of G defined by (32). Note that
by the very definition of the exponential map on a Lie group, t 7→ exp(tX) = Φ(t, 0) is a geodesic for
this connection, hence

∇UU = 0 (35)

along Φ(t, 0). Let us denote by T and R the torsion and the curvature of ∇. By definition :

T (U, V ) := ∇UV −∇V U − [U, V ]X

and RU,V U := ∇V ∇UU −∇U∇V U −∇[V,U ]XU.

By (34), one has
∇UV = ∇V U + T (U, V ),

hence
∇U (∇UV ) = ∇U∇V U +∇UT (U, V ).
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But the curvature tensor vanishes, hence (34) and (35) imply

∇U∇V U = ∇V ∇UU −∇[V,U ]XU = 0.

Consequently one has
∇U (∇UV ) = ∇UT (U, V ).

By the expression (32) of the connection, one has

T (U, V ) (Φ(t, 0)) = (∇UV −∇V U) (Φ(t, 0)) =
(
LΦ(t,0)

)
∗ (U · θ(V )− V · θ(U)) .

Let us recall that the torsion is a tensor, hence T (U, V ) (Φ(t, 0)) does not depend on the extensions of
the vectors U (Φ(t, 0)) and V (Φ(t, 0)) into vector fields. Using the left-invariant extensions of these two
vectors one see easily that by the very definition of the bracket in the Lie algebra g one has

T (U, V )(Φ(t, 0)) = −
(
LΦ(t,0)

)
∗ [θ(U), θ(V )] .

Whence

∇U (∇UV ) = −∇U

(
LΦ(t,0)

)
∗ [θ(U), θ(V )] =

(
LΦ(t,0)

)
∗
d

dt
[θ(U), θ(V )] .

Now, along Φ(t, 0), the vector θ(U) is the constant vector X, and θ(V ) = v(t). It follows that

d2v(t)

dt2
=

(
L−1
Φ(t,0)

)
∗
∇U (∇UV ) = −

(
L−1
Φ(t,0)

)
∗
∇U

(
LΦ(t,0)

)
∗ [X, θ(V )] = −∇U [X, θ(V )].

This leads to the following differential equation

d2v(t)

dt2
= −

[
X,

dv

dt

]
with initial conditions v(0) = 0 and dv

dt |t=0
= Y. A first integration leads to

dv

dt
= e−tad(X)(Y )

and a second to

v(t) =

(
1− e−tad(X)

ad(X)

)
(Y ).

So the result follows from the identity v(1) =
(
L−1
exp(X)

)
∗
(dX exp) (Y ). 2

A.2 Second expression of the differential of the exponential map

Lemma A.3 For X in Sym(n), define

τX : Sym(n) −→ Sym(n)
Y 7→ τX(Y ) := Lexp(−X

2 )Rexp(−X
2 )dX exp(Y ).

(36)

Then

τX =
sinh(ad(X/2))

ad(X/2)
=

+∞∑
n=0

(ad(X)/2)2n

(2n+ 1)!
. (37)

Moreover τX is a linear isomorphism of Sym(n), that depends smoothly on X ∈ Sym(n), and whose
inverse is

τ−1
X : Sym(n) → Sym(n)

Y 7→ ad(X/2)
sinh(ad(X/2)) (Y ),

(38)

In particular,

dX exp(Y ) = Rexp(X
2 )Lexp(X

2 )τX(Y ) = exp

(
X

2

)
·
(
sinh(ad(X/2))

ad(X/2)
(Y )

)
· exp

(
X

2

)
(39)

(40)

and

(dX exp)−1(Z) = τ−1
X Lexp(−X

2 )Rexp(−X
2 )(Z) =

ad(X/2)

sinh(ad(X/2))

(
exp

(
−X

2

)
· Z · exp

(
−X

2

))
(41)
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△ Proof of Lemma A.3:
A direct consequence of formula (33) in Proposition A.2 is that, for all Y in Sym(n), we have

τX(Y ) = Lexp(−X
2 )Rexp(−X

2 )dX exp(Y ) = Lexp(−X
2 )Rexp(−X

2 )Lexp(X)

(
1− e−ad(X)

ad(X)

)
(Y )

= Lexp(X
2 )Rexp(−X

2 )

(
1− e−ad(X)

ad(X)

)
(Y ) = Adexp(X

2 )

((
1− e−ad(X)

ad(X)

)
(Y )

)
= exp

(
ad

(
X

2

))((
1− e−ad(X)

ad(X)

)
(Y )

)
=

(
ead(X/2) − e−ad(X/2)

ad(X)

)
(Y )

=
sinh(ad(X/2))

ad(X/2)
(Y ),

where
sinh(ad(X/2))

ad(X/2)
=

exp (ad(X/2))− exp (−ad(X/2))

ad(X)
=

+∞∑
n=0

(ad(X)/2)2n

(2n+ 1)!
. (42)

Every X in Sym(n) is diagonalisable in an orthonormal basis {ei, 1 ≤ i ≤ n} with real eigenvalues λi,
1 ≤ i ≤ n (counted with multiplicity). The eigenvalues of ad(X) acting on M(n,R) are the real numbers
(λi−λj), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, the correponding eigenvectors being Eij := ei⊗ ej (this follows immedatily from
the fact that x is similar to a diagonal matrix with eigenvalues λi)). The eigenvalues of τX are

sinh(
λi−λj

2 )
(λi−λj)

2

,

1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, with Eij as eigenvectors (the operator should be interpreted as the identity map when
i = j). Since for any real number u ∈ R, sinhu

u ≥ 1, τX is injective on Sym(n). Since τX is linear, it is also

surjective. Moreover τX depends smoothly on X because sinhu
u is smooth and ad(X) depends smoothly

on X. The inverse of τX is the linear map on Sym(n) with Eij as eigenvectors and corresponding
eigenvalues

(λi−λj)
2

sinh(
λi−λj

2 )
,

1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Therefore it can be written as

τ−1
X : Sym(n) → Sym(n)

Y 7→ ad(X/2)
sinh ad(X/2) (Y ),

△

B Geodesics in locally symmetric homogeneous spaces

Proposition B.1 Let M = G/K be a locally symmetric homogeneous space of a Lie group G with
unit element e and Lie algebra g = k ⊕ m, where k is the Lie algebra of K and [m,m] ⊂ k. Then, for
any G-invariant Riemannian metric on M , the geodesics starting at o = eK are given by the action of
one-parameter subgroups of G generated by elements in m, i.e. are of the form

γ(t) = (exp ta) · o ∈ M,

where a belongs to m (here the dot denotes the action of G on M).

The proof of previous Proposition is based on the fact that for locally symmetric homogeneous
manifolds, the homogeneous connection is the Levi-Cevita connection of any G-invariant Riemannian
metric. The homogeneous connection ∇̂ on the tangent space of M is defined as follows. For every
element a in mx and every vector field X on M , one has

∇̂Xa(x)X = (LXaX) (x) = [Xa, X]X (43)

where L denotes the Lie derivative and [· , ·]X the bracket of vector fields. For a in mx and b in g, one
has :

∇̂Xa(x)X
b = [Xa, Xb]X(x) = −X [a,b](x).
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The torsion of the connection ∇̂ is given by

T ∇̂(Xa, Xb) = ∇̂XaXb − ∇̂XbXa − [Xa, Xb]X = −X [a,b].

It follows that for a locally symmetric homogeneous space, the homogeneous connection is torsion free
since for a and b in TxM = mx, [a, b] belongs to the isotropy kx thus X [a,b] vanishes. On the other
hand, it follows from definition (43) that the covariant derivative of any tensor field Φ along Y ∈ TxM
is the Lie derivative of Φ along the vector field Xa where a ∈ mx is such that Y = Xa(x). Thus the
homogeneous connection preserves every G-invariant Riemannian metric. Consequently ∇̂ is the Levi-
Civita connection of every G-invariant Riemannian metric on the locally symmetric space M = G/H.

2 Proof of Proposition B.1:
Every element a in g generates a vector field Xa on the homogeneous space M = G/K. For every
x = g · o, g ∈ G, the Lie algebra g splits into g = kx ⊕ mx, where kx := Ad(g)(k) is the Lie algebra of
the isotropy group at x and where mx := Ad(g)(m) can be identified with the tangent space TxM of M
at x by the application a 7→ Xa(x). To see that for a ∈ m, the curve

γ(t) = (exp ta) · o, a ∈ m.

is a geodesic, note that the equality a = Ad(exp ta)(a) implies that a belongs to the space mγ(t) for all

t. Hence from γ̇(t) = Xa(γ(t)) it follows that ∇̂γ̇(t)γ̇(t) = LXaXa(γ(t)) = 0. In other words γ is a
geodesic of M . 2

Remark B.2 (Curvature) For a locally symmetric homogeneous space, the curvature tensor R of ∇̂
defined by

RX,Y Z := ∇̂X∇̂Y Z − ∇̂Y ∇̂XZ − ∇̂[X,Y ]Z.

has the following simple formula
RX,Y Z = [[X,Y ], Z]. (44)

Indeed, for a, b, c ∈ mx, one has

RXa,XbXc = ∇̂Xa([Xb, Xc]X)− ∇̂Xb([Xa, Xc]X)− ∇̂[Xa,Xb]XX
c

= [Xa, [Xb, Xc]X]X − [Xb, [Xa, Xc]X]X + ∇̂X[a,b]Xc

= [[Xa, Xb]X, X
c]X,

where in the last equality we have used X [a,b] = 0 for a, b ∈ mx, since [mx,mx] ⊂ kx and kx acts trivially
on TxM .
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