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Abstract. This paper introduces a dependent toroidal distribution, to analyze astigma-

tism data following cataract surgery. Rather than utilizing the flat torus, we opt to represent

the bivariate angular data on the surface of a curved torus, which naturally offers smooth

edge identifiability and accommodates a variety of curvatures– positive, negative, and zero.

Beginning with the area-uniform toroidal distribution on this curved surface, we develop a

five-parameter-dependent toroidal distribution that harnesses its intrinsic geometry via the

area element to model the distribution of two dependent circular random variables. We show

that both marginal distributions are Cardioid, with one of the conditional variables also fol-

lowing a Cardioid distribution. This key feature enables us to propose a circular-circular

regression model based on conditional expectations derived from circular moments. To ad-

dress the high rejection rate (approximately 50%) in existing acceptance-rejection sampling

methods for Cardioid distributions, we introduce an exact sampling method based on a

probabilistic transformation. Additionally, we generate random samples from the proposed

dependent toroidal distribution through suitable conditioning. This bivariate distribution

and the regression model are applied to analyze astigmatism data arising in the follow-up

of one and three months due to cataract surgery.

Keywords: Toroidal distribution, Cardioid distribution, Trigonometric moments, Circular-

circular regression, Area element, Riemannian manifold
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1. Introduction

Analyzing data from a manifold requires careful attention to how the data is sampled and

represented, as these factors significantly impact the statistical inferences drawn from the

data, such as parameter estimation, hypothesis testing, and prediction. This paper specifi-

cally examines the 2-dimensional curved torus (S1 × S1), a Riemannian manifold embedded

in R3. In contrast to circular and spherical data, which are also presented on Riemannian

manifolds and naturally incorporate the geometry of the respective surfaces in statistical

analysis (as discussed by Mardia and Jupp (2000)), the flat torus, (0, 2π]× (0, 2π], does not

provide the same. The flat torus and the curved torus are not homeomorphic due to differ-

ences in their topological properties. This advocates the importance of choosing the correct

geometric representation while working with data that inherently resides on a toroidal sur-

face. Hence we prefer to represent the bivariate angular data on the surface of a curved

torus, which enjoys smooth identifiability of the edges leading to a continuous regression

model rather than many piece-wise continuous functions for the same on a flat torus.

The bivariate von Mises density, introduced by Mardia (1975), is one of the most well-

known bivariate circular distributions on the flat torus. Over time, more parsimonious

submodels have been developed by various researchers, including Rivest (1988), Singh et al.

(2002), Mardia et al. (2007), Kent et al. (2008), and Ameijeiras-Alonso and Ley (2022).

For a broader understanding of toroidal distributions on the flat torus, readers can refer to

the work by Ley and Verdebout (2017). It is crucial to recognize that most of the existing

studies have focused on the flat torus. It implies that statistical techniques developed for

the flat torus may not be applicable to the curved torus. Hence a separate analysis of the

data is required on the surface of the curved torus. While several distributions have been

studied on the flat torus, the curved torus, with its more intriguing topological structure

in R3, has seen limited exploration. As far as we know, only two studies have specifically

addressed distributions on the curved torus: one by Diaconis et al. (2013) on the uniform

toroidal distribution, and another by Biswas and Banerjee (2024) on a maximum entropy

distribution that extends the von Mises distribution to the curved torus.

In this paper, we build on previous work by developing a dependent toroidal distribution

derived by transforming the uniform toroidal distribution on a curved torus. This new

distribution considers the topology of the manifold, offering a more natural representation

for analyzing toroidal data. Our investigation is structured across several sections. Section

2, begins with a motivating analogy where we briefly discuss the importance of incorporating

the geometry of the surface when defining the uniform distribution on a circle and a sphere.

Then, in Section 2.1, we explore the area-uniform distribution on the curved torus, using

its intrinsic geometry. Moving forward, in Section 2.2 we define a five-parameter dependent
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toroidal (bivariate circular) distribution by transforming the area-uniform distribution on

the curved torus. The roles of different parameters are described by plotting the contours of

the proposed density in Sections 2.3. Section 3, provides the maximum likelihood estimation

(MLE) for the parameters of the bivariate joint probability density.

Model-based circular-circular regression, for example, proposed by Jha and Biswas (2018)

and Kato et al. (2008), are well-established in the literature. However, a more natural and

appealing approach involves deriving regression through conditional expectation. So, Section

4 begins with an introduction to a regression through the conditional expectation. Unlike

linear random variables, the mean direction obtained from the trigonometric moment can

suitably replace the conditional expectation (moment) in this context.

In Section 5, we have presented an extensive simulation finding. First, in Section 5.1,

we proposed an exact simulation method for generating random samples from the Cardioid

distribution. Using this method, we generated random samples from the joint density of

the area-uniform distribution on the curved torus. Through a repeated utilization of the

simulation method from the Cardioid distribution we demonstrate how to generate samples

from the proposed bivariate dependent dependent model when a marginal and conditional

distribution both follows the Cardioid distribution. From the simulation, it is observed

that the proposed method of exact sampling of Cardioid distribution gives approximately

50% improvement over the method proposed by Diaconis et al. (2013) which utilizes the

acceptance-rejection sampling from the same. In the next Section 5.2, we have used the

Nelder-Mead algorithm to estimate the parameters of the simulated data from the proposed

bivariate density and used it to obtain the estimated regression model. Before concluding in

Section 7, in Section 6, we conduct an extensive study of real-life medical science datasets,

related to astigmatism resulting from cataract surgery which is described below.

Motivating example of astigmatism data: A cataract is a condition where the lens of

the eye becomes cloudy, leading to a partial or complete loss of vision. This cloudiness occurs

due to changes in the lens over time, affecting its clarity. Cataract surgery involves removing

the cloudy lens and replacing it with an artificial one to restore sight. Modern cataract

surgery focuses on quick recovery and reducing surgical impact. Sometimes, cataracts can

become dense and hard, making them more challenging to remove, despite technological

advancements. A well-known method is small incision cataract surgery (SICS), where a small

cut is made in the eye’s outer layer, allowing access to the lens for removal and replacement.

In manual small incision cataract surgery (SICS), the incision typically ranges from 5.5

mm to 7 mm. When the lens’s core, known as the nucleus, moves into the front chamber

of the eye, it is removed through a tunnel using a combination of mechanical and fluid
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forces, a method called the irrigating vectis technique. For more information on this, refer

to Srinivasan (2009). Keener (1995) introduced a variation of SICS using a snare made from

a blunt needle and steel wire to divide and remove the nucleus. An advanced method called

Phacoemulsification (PE) was developed by Kelman (2018), which uses ultrasonic vibrations

to break up the lens, allowing it to be removed through a small incision. A further refinement,

Torsional PE, uses oscillatory motion to minimize the impact during surgery. However, PE

is less common in developing countries due to its high cost, longer learning curve, and limited

effectiveness on dense cataracts. As a result, SICS remains the most widely used technique

for cataract removal.

During cataract surgery, the incision made in the cornea can sometimes alter its natural

shape, leading to astigmatism. Astigmatism is a condition where vision becomes blurred

because the eye cannot focus light onto the retina in a sharp, clear image. This occurs

when the eye’s curvature varies in different directions, causing different focal points. For

instance, the image might be focused properly in one direction (like horizontally) but not

in another (like vertically). Astigmatism can be classified as regular or irregular, based on

the orientation of the principal meridians of the eyes. In regular astigmatism, the two main

meridians are perpendicular to each other, whereas, in irregular astigmatism, they are not.

Regular astigmatism is further divided into three types:

0
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Figure 1. (a) displays the rose-diagram of the axis of astigmatism (modulo
360◦) for the first month after surgery and (b) shows the same for the data
after third month of surgery.
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(1) With-the-rule astigmatism (WTR): The vertical meridian is the steepest, similar

to an American football lying on its side. Here, vertical lines appear clearer than

horizontal lines.

(2) Against-the-rule astigmatism (ATR): The horizontal meridian is the steepest,

like an American football standing on its end. In this case, horizontal lines are seen

more clearly.

(3) Oblique astigmatism: The steepest curvature falls between angles of 120◦ to 150◦

or 30◦ to 60◦. This type of astigmatism is more problematic because it distorts the

vision of standard objects, which are usually oriented vertically or horizontally. As

a result, oblique astigmatism can be more disorienting than WTR or ATR, where

distortion occurs along more familiar axes.

In general, it is preferable for the axis of astigmatism to be close to 0◦, 90◦, or 180◦ for

better visual outcomes. To align the preferred angle with the circular nature of the data,

we multiply the angle by four ( mod 360◦). As Mardia and Jupp (2000), Jammalamadaka

and Sengupta (2001) discuss, the typical method for converting axial data to circular data

entails doubling the angle. However, in this particular scenario, doubling the angle once

more is necessary to account for the preferred angles of 0◦, 90◦, or 180◦. For more detailed

data processing one can see the article by Biswas et al. (2016).

A study conducted at the Disha Eye Hospital and Research Centre in Barrackpore, West

Bengal, India, from 2008 to 2010 included 40 eyes from 40 patients (see Bakshi (2010)). This

was a comparative, prospective, randomized interventional trial. Patients were randomly as-

signed to one of two groups: 20 patients underwent small incision cataract surgery (SICS)

with the snare technique, and 20 patients underwent SICS with the irrigating vectis tech-

nique. The follow-up period was three months. Figure-1(a) & (b), displays the rose-diagram

of the axis of astigmatism (mod 360◦) for the first month after surgery and the third month

after surgery, respectively. We represent the first-month follow-up axis of astigmatism data

as the angle θ, and the three months of the same as the angle ϕ for both surgical techniques.

Together the pairs (ϕi, θi) for i = 1, · · · , 40, represents a point on the 2-dimensional curved

torus.

2. Distributions on curved torus

To comprehend the distribution of a random variable (vector) over a specified surface, it is

crucial to understand the uniform distribution on that surface itself. A proper incorporation

of the area element or Jacobian in the probability density function facilitates obtaining

a uniform distribution on the surface. For instance, when considering polar coordinates

(circular data) for a circle with radius r, then the area element (length element) is dAc =
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r drdθ, and the Jacobian is r. Consequently, the probability density function for a uniform

distribution on the circle is given by

f(θ) =
r

2πr
=

1

2π
for θ ∈ [0, 2π). (1)

Similarly, in the case of spherical coordinates (spherical data), where the area element is

dAs = r sin θ drdθdϕ, and the Jacobian is r sin θ, the uniform distribution on the surface of

the sphere with radius r is

f(θ) =
r sin θ

4πr2
=

1

2π

sin θ

2πr
for θ ∈ [0, π), ϕ ∈ [0, 2π). (2)

The content in Ch. 9 of the book by Mardia and Jupp (2000) extensively explored the

unit spherical distribution with respect to the uniform distribution of spherical data. The

geometry of circular and spherical data has been effectively incorporated into natural area-

uniform distributions as well as related models. However, a similar geometric approach for

the torus has rarely been explored, with the exception of the work by Diaconis et al. (2013).

Identifying the edges of a flat torus leads naturally to the constriction of a curved torus

embedded in higher dimensions. Unlike a flat torus, a curved torus features all types of

curvatures. This geometric structure allows for more natural modeling of the toroidal data,

but at the same time, it demands a distinct way of analysis on curved torus. The rest of the

paper is dedicated to that.

Now, we consider the 2-dimensional curved torus, a Riemannian manifold embedded in

the R3. Here, we will use the term “curved torus” for 2-dimensional curved torus, that can

be represented in parametric equations as

x(ϕ, θ) = (R + r cos θ) cosϕ

y(ϕ, θ) = (R + r cos θ) sinϕ

z(ϕ, θ) = r sin θ,

(3)

where R, r are radii of the horizontal and vertical circles, respectively. The parameter space

for the curved torus is S = {(ϕ, θ) : 0 ≤ ϕ, θ < 2π} which is commonly known as “flat torus”.

2.1. Area-uniform toroidal distribution. Notably, Diaconis et al. (2013) introduced an

innovative method, for the first time in literature, to generate uniform random samples from

the surface of a curved torus given by Equation-3. They have defined uniformity by ensuring

that random samples are drawn with frequencies proportional to the local area on the surface

which is taken care of by the Jacobian of the curved torus.
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Applying the principles from differential geometry (see Appendix), one can define the

uniform distribution on the curved torus with respect to the area measure, and as a conse-

quence, it will have the joint probability density function

h∗(ϕ, θ) =
1

2π

(1 + ν cos θ)

2π
, (4)

where 0 ≤ ϕ, θ < 2π and 0 < ν = r
R
≤ 1. It is immediate from the above equation that the

horizontal angle (associated with R) with the marginal density h∗
1(ϕ) =

1
2π

where 0 ≤ ϕ < 2π

and the vertical angle (associated with r) with the marginal density

h∗
2(θ) =

(1 + ν cos θ)

2π
, where 0 ≤ θ < 2π. (5)

are independently distributed. It is interesting to note that the above Equation-5 represents

a Cardioid distribution.

A pair of bar diagrams of relative frequency can make the difference between uniform

samples from the flat and area-uniform samples from a curve torus. We consider the quad-

rant combinations of horizontal and vertical circles as QH×QV , with QH = QV = {1, 2, 3, 4},
where each quadrant is of a partition with length π/2. The bar diagram of Figure-2(a) rep-

resents the relative frequency of uniformly generated points on the torus using the proposed

sampling method. Whereas the bar diagram of Figure-2(b) represents the relative frequency

of generated points from the flat torus with the uniform distributions of angular parameters

when projected on the curved torus. In both diagrams, the red and green lines represent the

proportion of area to the quadrant combinations in positive and negative curvatures, respec-

tively, to the total surface area of the curved torus. Although in Figure-2(a), the relative

frequencies of quadrant combinations match with the respective proportions of the areas, in

Figure-2(b), it fails to do so. One can also be represented as the marginal plots of the data.

Figure-2(c) exhibits the marginal distribution of pre-image of the data uniformly drawn from

the surface of a curved torus with respect to the area measure, whereas Figure-2(d) shows

the similar plot of the data uniformly drawn from its parameter space, which is a flat torus.

2.2. Dependent toroidal model. The aim of this subsection is to propose a dependent

model for toroidal data arising from the area-uniform distribution on the curved torus. The

joint probability density function of the proposed model is given by

h3(ϕ, θ) =
1

4π2

[
1 + ν cos (θ − µ1)

][
1− κ sin((ϕ− µ2) + λ(θ − µ1))

]
, (6)

where 0 ≤ ϕ, θ < 2π, 0 < ν ≤ 1, 0 ≤ µ1, µ2 < 2π, −1 ≤ κ ≤ 1, λ ∈ R. It is interesting

to note that both the marginal densities are of Cardioid distribution. Moreover, one of the

conditional distributions, Φ|Θ = θ is also a Cardioid distribution.
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Figure 2. (a) Bar diagram of the relative frequency table of uniformly
distributed data on the surface of a curved torus drawn using Algorithm-1.
(b) Bar diagram of the relative frequency table of uniformly distributed data
on the flat torus when projected on the curved torus. The red and green lines
are the area proportionate to the positive and negative curvatures of the torus,
respectively. (c) Scatterplot and the histogram of the marginal distributions
of the uniformly distributed data on the surface of a curved torus drawn using
Algorithm-1. (d) Scatterplot and the histogram of the marginal distributions
of the uniformly distributed data on the flat torus.

Depending upon the parameters, the distribution with the joint probability density func-

tion in Equation-6 has the following special cases.

(1) If κ = 0 or λ = (nπ−ϕ−µ2)
(θ−µ1)

, the joint probability density function in Equation-6

becomes independent, with ϕ following a circular uniform distribution on [0, 2π] and

θ following a Cardioid distribution with the mean direction at µ1. Now, if µ1 =

0, the joint probability density function in Equation-6 becomes the area-uniform
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distribution on the curved torus, having the joint probability density function given

in Equation-4.

(2) If ν → 0, then the joint probability density function in Equation-6 becomes

h4(ϕ, θ) =
1

4π2

[
1− κ sin((ϕ− µ2) + λ(θ − µ1))

]
,

where 0 ≤ ϕ, θ < 2π, 0 ≤ µ1, µ2 < 2π, −1 ≤ κ ≤ 1, λ ∈ R.

2.3. Plot of the joint density. The contour plot of the suggested bivariate density for

various parameters is shown in Figure-3. For the top row, we have set the values of µ1 and

µ2 to be 0. The other parameter values are as follows: for (a) ν = 0.8, κ = 0.0, λ = 0.7, for

(b) ν = 0.3, κ = −0.2, λ = 0.5, for (c) ν = 0.5, κ = 0.8, λ = 1.5, and for (d) ν = 0.9, κ =

0.7, λ = −2.2. For the bottom row, (e) all other parameters remain unchanged from (a) and

µ1 = π/3, µ2 = π/3, (f) all other parameters remain unchanged from (b) and µ1 = π/6, µ2 =

π/3, (g) all other parameters remain unchanged from (c) and µ1 = π/4, µ2 = 4π/3, (h)

all other parameters remain unchanged from (d) and µ1 = 4π/3, µ2 = 5π/3. From this

illustration, it is evident that µ1 and µ2 influence the mean location of the data and have no

impact on the concentration or the dependence structure of the data. The parameter κ has

a role as a concentration parameter, except when κ = 0, while the parameter λ determines

the dependency structure.

3. Model parameter estimation

For a random sample (ϕ1, θ1), · · · , (ϕn, θn) drawn from the probability density function

given in Equation- 6. We intend to obtain the maximum likelihood estimators of the param-

eters.

The joint log-likelihood function is given by

L(ν, κ, λ, µ1, µ2) =
n∑

i=1

log (h3(ϕi, θi))

=
n∑

i=1

log

(
1

4π2

[
1 + ν cos (θi − µ1)

][
1− κ sin((ϕi − µ2) + λ(θi − µ1))

])

= −2n log(2π) +
n∑

i=1

(log [1 + ν cos (θi − µ1)]

+ log [1− κ sin((ϕi − µ2) + λ(θi − µ1))]) (7)

Taking derivatives of Equation-7 with respect to ν, κ, λ, µ1, µ2 and equate with 0 we get
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Figure 3. Contour plot of the bivariate proposed density for different param-
eters indicated in the labels. The values of the horizontal and vertical axes are
the circular variables ϕ and θ, respectively. In the top row, Figures-(a), (b),
(c), and (d) show the effect of the concentration and dependence parameters
for µ1 = µ2 = 0, and in the bottom row, Figures-(e), (f), (g), and (h) display
the same for non-zero µ1 and µ2.

∂L
∂ν

=
n∑

i=1

(
cos(θi − µ1)

1 + ν cos(θi − µ1)

)
= 0 (8)

∂L
∂κ

=
n∑

i=1

(
− sin((ϕi − µ2) + λ(θi − µ1))

1− κ sin((ϕi − µ2) + λ(θi − µ1))

)
= 0 (9)

∂L
∂λ

=
n∑

i=1

(
−κ(θi − µ1) cos((ϕi − µ2) + λ(θi − µ1))

1− κ sin((ϕi − µ2) + λ(θi − µ1))

)
= 0 (10)

∂L
∂µ1

=
n∑

i=1

(
−ν sin(θi − µ1)

1 + ν cos(θi − µ1)
− κλ cos((ϕi − µ2) + λ(θi − µ1))

1− κ sin((ϕi − µ2) + λ(θi − µ1))

)
= 0 (11)
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∂L
∂µ2

=
n∑

i=1

(
−κ cos((ϕi − µ2) + λ(θi − µ1))

1− κ sin((ϕi − µ2) + λ(θi − µ1))

)
= 0 (12)

The system of equations presented above lacks a closed-form solution due to the com-

plexity of the functions involved. Consequently, numerical optimization techniques are rec-

ommended for parameter estimation.

4. Regression

The predictability of the random variable Φ given Θ = θ can be obtained through its con-

ditional expectation i.e. E[Φ | Θ = θ]. Although the model-based analysis of circular-circular

regression is well studied in the literature, regression obtained through the conditional ex-

pectation from the joint density of the pair of bivariate circular random variables is more

natural in this context. To get E[Φ | Θ = θ], we first need to determine the corresponding

marginal and conditional probability density.

Although for the linear random variables, regression is obtained through the conditional

expectation of one variable given the other, the same is not applicable for the circular random

variables. Here the conditional expectation (moment) can be suitably replaced by the mean

direction obtained from the trigonometric moment.

Theorem 1. The mean direction of the conditional probability density function of Φ given

Θ = θ is

E(Φ|Θ = θ) =

[
3π

2
+ µ2 + λ(θ − µ1)

]
mod 2π

where 0 ≤ θ < 2π, 0 ≤ µ1, µ2 < 2π, λ ∈ R.

Proof. See in Appendix

□

Theorem 2. The conditional probability density function of Θ given Φ = ϕ is

h6(θ|ϕ) =
1

4π2

[
1 + ν cos (θ − µ1)

][
1− κ sin(ϕ− µ2 + λ(θ − µ1))

]
1
2π

[1 + A cos (ϕ− µ3)]

where 0 ≤ ϕ, θ < 2π, 0 < ν ≤ 1, µ3 =
(
3π
2
− λπ

)
mod 2π, 0 ≤ µ1, µ2, µ3 < 2π, −1 ≤ κ ≤ 1,

−1 ≤ A =
[
κ{λ2(1+ν)−1}

π(λ3−λ)
sin (λπ)

]
≤ 1, λ ∈ R.

Proof. See in Appendix

□

Remark 1. One can observe that Figures-4(a), (b), (c), and (d) illustrate that −1 ≤
A ≤ 1 for different values of ν and κ when 1000 equispaced values of λ taken from −50
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to 50. This behavior can also be demonstrated theoretically, although we omit this proof

for brevity. Taken together, these observations allow us to conclude that the density in

Equation-24 corresponds to the density of a Cardioid distribution. Figure-4(e) and (f) depicts

the histogram of this marginal distribution and rose plot, respectively, for ν = 0.2, κ =

−0.85, λ = 0.46, µ1 = 0, and µ2 = 0, when the sample is genereted using the Algorithm-1.

5. Simulation

This section will initially address the method of generating random variates from the

Cardioid distribution. This is one of the marginal distributions with the probability density

function h∗
2(θ) in Equation-5 of the area-uniform distribution of the torus. The random

sample from the bivariate joint probability density function in Equation-6 is obtained by

applying the sampling from Cardioid and the conditional distribution of Φ given Θ = θ.

Finally, using the random samples, we discuss the parameter estimations via simulation.

5.1. Exact sampling from Cardioid distribution. Here, we propose an exact sampling

method using a probabilistic transformation to generate samples from h∗
2(θ), described in

the Theorem-3. The Algorithm-1 is the pseudo-code for the newly proposed exact sampling

method, which is not an inversion of the cumulative distribution function. It can be noted

that the Algorithm-1 is applicable for ν ∈ (−1, 0) also.

We report the results of a thorough simulation study to compare the proposed exact sam-

pling scheme with the existing area-uniform rejection (AUR) sampling algorithm provided

by Diaconis et al. (2013). We consider different values of ν = r
R
form 0.1 to 1 with equal gaps

and compute the acceptance percentages for the sample size of 10000 in both algorithms.

The following Table-1 shows that the proposed sampling outperforms AUR sampling to a

large extent.

Theorem 3. Suppose U follows uniform distribution on [0, 1], Θ follows uniform distribu-

tion on [0, 2π], and p(Θ) =
1

2
(1 + ν cosΘ). Then the random variable Y is defined by

Y =


Θ if U < p(Θ), Θ < π

π −Θ if U > p(Θ), Θ < π

Θ if U < p(Θ), Θ > π

3π −Θ if U > p(Θ), Θ > π

follows the CDF, H∗
2 (y) =

(y + ν sin y)

2π
, where 0 < ν ≤ 1, and 0 < y < 2π.

Proof. See the Appendix for the proof. □
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Figure 4. The plot of A =
[
κ{λ2(1+ν)−1}

π(λ3−λ)
sin (λπ)

]
of the marginal distribu-

tion of Φ for 1000 equispaced values of λ taken from −50 to 50 is shown. (a)
Displays the plot for κ = 1 and ν = 1. (b) Displays the plot for κ = −1 and
ν = 0.1. (c) Displays the plot for κ = −1 and ν = 1. (d) Displays the plot
for κ = 1 and ν = 0.1. (e) shows the histogram of the sample of the marginal
density, (f) is the corresponding rose plot.

Figure-5(a) is the histogram of the sampled data from the marginal distribution of the

vertical angle θ from the Equation- 5. Figure-5(b) is the scattered plot of the data generated

from the Algorithm-1 for θ and ϕ from the uniform distribution on [0, 2π], maintaining the

uniform distribution using area measure on the surface of a curved torus with R = 3, r = 1.5,

and hence a = 0.5.

Remark 2. Random sample (ϕ, θ) from the joint density of the area-uniform distribution

in Equation-4 can be drawn component wise from uniform [0, 2π] for ϕ, and from h∗
2(θ)
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ν = r
R

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
AUR (%) 50.35 51.07 49.91 49.68 50.14 49.82 49.88 49.41 49.96 49.41

Table 1. Acceptance percentage AUR sampling scheme by Diaconis et al.
(2013) from the curved torus, where the proposed exact sampling scheme has
a 100% acceptance rate.

using Theorem-3 for θ. Similarly, we can generate from the proposed dependent model in

Equation-6 through proper conditioning and repeated uses of Theorem-3 which is described

in the following remark.

Remark 3. We use conditional distribution to get random samples from the proposed de-

pendent model. Given that one of the marginals, namely the marginal for Θ in Equation-18

follows Cardioid distribution with a mean direction of µ1, we begin by generation random

samples from a Cardioid distribution with a mean direction of zero using the Algorithm-1.

Next, we add the mean direction µ1 into the sample, therefore generating random samples

from the density specified in Equation-18. Now, we generate samples for the Φ using the

conditional distribution of Φ given Θ = θ as presented in Equation-19. In this case, we will

θ2
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Figure 5. (a) Histogram of the sample from the marginal density
1
2π

(1 + 0.5 cos θ) using Algorithm-1.(b) The scatter plot of the uniformly dis-
tributed data on the surface of torus drawn using Algorithm-1.
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Figure 6. For the proposed bivariate density in Equation-6 (a) shows the
scatterplot and the histogram in the same figure, (b) displays the scatter plot
for the samples on the surface of a curved torus drawn using Algorithm-1.

generate random samples from Cardioid distribution with a zero mean direction. Further-

more, we include the location 3π
2
+ µ2 − λ(θ − µ1) into the sample, where θ corresponds to

the marginal density specified in Equation-18. Finally, we obtain the samples (ϕi, θi) for

i = 1, · · · , n. from the bivariate dependent model suggested in Equation-6. Figure-6(a) illus-

trates the histogram and scatter in the same plot whereas Figure-6(b) represents a scatterplot

of the samples from the proposed bivariate density with ν = 0.2, κ = −0.85, λ = 0.46, µ1 = 0,

and µ2 = 0.

5.2. Evaluating the performance of the estimators of the toroidal and regression

models. We employed the Nelder-Mead algorithm to estimate the parameters ν, κ, and λ,

µ1, and µ2. It is well known that this algorithm can get stuck in local optima. To mitigate

this issue, we considered several random starting points and selected the estimates ν̂, κ̂, and

λ̂, µ̂1, and µ̂2 that yielded the minimum AIC and BIC values. Table-2 shows the different

parameter values (standard errors in parentheses), the estimated parameter values from the

Nelder-Mead algorithm, along with the AIC and BIC values for sample sizes of 50, 100, 500,

and 1000.

Figure-7(a) & (c) represents the scatter plot of the simulated data from the proposed

distribution on the flat torus and the curved torus for the sample size n = 500 with the
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Sample size Parameters value Estimated value Log-Likelihood AIC BIC

n = 50
ν = 0.3 ν̂ = 0.35 (0.21)
κ = −0.4 κ̂ = −0.61 (0.17)

λ = 1.3 λ̂ = 1.55 (0.14) -179.94 369.89 379.455
µ1 = 0 µ̂1 = 0.36 (0.5)
µ2 = 0 µ̂2 = 0.29 (0.93)

n = 100
ν = 0.4 ν̂ = 0.41 (0.13)

κ = −0.60 κ̂ = −0.60 (0.11)

λ = −3.80 λ̂ = −3.85 (0.12) -353.06 716.11 729.14
µ1 = 0 µ̂1 = 6.28 (0.23)

µ2 = 4.25 µ̂2 = 4.16 (0.14)

n = 500
ν = 0.40 ν̂ = 0.38 (0.06)
κ = 0.80 κ̂ = 0.81 (0.04)

λ = −1.57 λ̂ = −1.55 (0.04) -1817.86 3645.72 3666.79
µ1 = 0.80 µ̂1 = 0.79 (0.13)
µ2 = 3.60 µ̂2 = 3.64 (0.22)

n = 1000
ν = 0.8 ν̂ = 0.78 (0.03)
κ = 0.7 κ̂ = 0.73 (0.03)

λ = 2.1 λ̂ = 2.12 (0.03) -3515.15 7040.31 7064.85
µ1 = 1.5 µ̂1 = 1.52 (0.05)
µ2 = 1.5 µ̂2 = 1.53(0.09)

Table 2. Contains different parameter values and corresponding estimated
values (standard errors in parentheses) of the parameters using the Nelder-
Mead algorithm along with the Log-Likelihood, AIC, and BIC values for dif-
ferent sample sizes of 50, 100, 500, and 1000, respectively.

parameters ν = 0.40, κ = 0.80, λ = −1.57 and µ1 = 0.80, µ2 = 3.6 radians, respectively.

Figure-7(b) & (d) shows the contour and surface plot of the fitted density with estimated

values of the parameters as ν̂ = 0.45, κ̂ = 0.79, λ̂ = −1.56, and µ̂1 = 0.78, µ̂2 = 3.51 to

the simulated data. Other figures can be obtained for the different sample sizes in a similar

fashion.

As we know, conditional expectation provides a framework for the regression model. Here,

we assume that Φ is the response variable and Θ represents the covariates, the regression

model can be written as E[Φ|Θ = θ] = µϕ|θ = 3π
2
+ µ2 + λ(θ − µ1), where θ follows the

marginal density given in Equation-18. To obtain the regression curve, we use the estimated

value λ̂, and the samples θi for i = 1, · · · , n are drawn from the marginal distribution of Θ

as discussed in Section 5.1. Figure-8(a) displays the plot of the exact (green line) and fitted

(blue line) regression curve on the simulated dataset on the flat torus, whereas Figure-8(b)

depicts the same on the curved torus. From these figures, it is clear that both the regression

curves are close to each other; hence, it indicates a good fit for this simulated dataset.
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Figure 7. (a) & (c) represents the scatter plot of the simulated data on the
flat torus and the curved torus, respectively. (b) & (d) shows the contour and
surface plot of the fitted density to the simulated data.

6. Astigmatism data analysis

During cataract surgery, the incision made in the cornea can sometimes alter its natural

shape, leading to astigmatism. This phenomenon was specifically observed when small inci-

sion cataract surgery (SICS) was performed, whether using the Vectis or Snare technique. In

contrast to the above techniques, this issue did not occur when the surgery was conducted
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Figure 8. (a) displays the plot of the exact (green line) and fitted ( blue
line) regression curve on the simulated dataset on the flat torus, whereas (b)
depicts the same on the curved torus.

using Conventional or Torsional Phacoemulsification techniques. To assess this surgically

induced astigmatism (SIA) during the follow-up period, SIA software was utilized. As a

result, our data analysis will focus exclusively on the data obtained from SICS procedures

using the Vectis and Snare techniques.

The cataract surgery dataset we have considered for this analysis obtained from both

procedures consists of 40 observations of a single measurement of the axis of astigmatism

before surgery, followed by a measurement taken one month and three months after surgery.

The dataset originally included three missing values: one patient did not attend the follow-

up, and two patients only attended the one-month post-surgery follow-up. As a result, we

discarded the data for the patients who did not attend any follow-ups. For the two patients

who missed the three-month follow-up, we imputed the missing values with the circular mean

of the rest of the measurements taken three months after surgery. Consequently, the dataset

now includes a total of 39 observations, allowing for a detailed analysis of the progression of

astigmatism over time.

6.1. Toroidal model fitting. In this section, we fit the proposed bivariate probability

density function to the dataset. Let ϕi for i = 1, · · · , 39 represent the measurements of the

axis of astigmatism taken three months after surgery, and let θi for i = 1, · · · , 39 represent
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the same measurements taken one month after surgery. This data is used in the Nelder-Mead

algorithm to estimate the parameters ν, κ, λ, µ1, and µ2. Since the algorithm can get stuck

in local optima, we considered several random initial points and selected the estimated values

of the parameters ν̂, κ̂, λ̂, µ̂1 and µ̂2 that yield the lowest AIC and BIC values. The Table-3

presents the maximum likelihood estimates (MLE) of the parameters, the maximized log-

likelihood (log L), Akaike Information Criterion (AIC), and Bayesian Information Criterion

(BIC) values for both datasets. Figure-9(a) represents the planar plot of the astigmatism

dataset. This plot demonstrates the dependence between the measurements of the axis of

astigmatism taken after the first month of surgery and after the third month of surgery

for the dataset. Figure-9(b) depicts the fitted proposed bivariate density, which appears to

show a satisfactory fit to the dataset. The relatively large value of the parameter λ, which

controls the dependence between the two circular variables, indicates a strong association

between the measurements of the axis of astigmatism taken one month and three months

after surgery. This is further supported by the circular correlation coefficient between these

two-time points, calculated as 0.6979, reinforcing the conclusion that the measurements are

indeed strongly correlated.

Estimated parameters ν̂ κ̂ λ̂ µ̂1 µ̂2 logL AIC BIC

Values 0.98 (0.19) 0.98 (0.13) −1.14 (0.09) 0.64 (0.17) 1.47 (0.44) −112.89 235.79 244.11

Table 3. Maximum likelihood estimates (MLE) of the parameters (standard
errors in parentheses), the maximized log-likelihood (Log L), Akaike informa-
tion criterion (AIC), and Bayes information criterion (BIC) for the proposed
model.

6.2. Regression model on the surface of torus. For this set of data, the regression

model provides the conditional mean direction of the circular random variable Φ (response),

representing the astigmatism axis three months after surgery, given Θ = θ (covariate),

representing the astigmatism axis one month after surgery. Since the conditional expectation

depends only on the mean directions µ1, µ2, and the dependence parameter λ, we will use

the estimated values of µ̂1, µ̂2, and λ̂ from Section 6.1. Therefore, the regression model for

the dataset is

µ̂ϕ|θ =
3π

2
+ 1.47− 1.14 (θ − 0.64).

Figure-10(a) displays the plot of the fitted (blue line) regression curve on the astigmatism

dataset on the flat torus, whereas Figure-10(b) depicts the same on the curved torus.

One of the well-known circular-circular regression models is due to Kato et al. (2008) uti-

lizing the Mobius transformation and using wrapped Cauchy distribution because of its ele-

gant properties. We have compared our proposed regression model with the aforementioned
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Figure 9. (a) display the planar plot of the measurements of the axis of
astigmatism taken after the first month of surgery and three months after
surgery. (b) show the contour plot of the proposed bivariate density given in
Equation-6, fitted to the dataset.

one by QQ-plot. In the Figure-10(b), we present the QQ-plot between the observed ϕ-values

and the predicted ϕ-values generated using the proposed model; while, in the Figure-10(c),

we present the QQ-plot between the observed ϕ values and the predicted ϕ values gener-

ated using the model by Kato et al. (2008). In the QQ plots, the quantiles of the observed

data are along the horizontal axis, while the quantiles of the predicted values are along the

vertical axis. To quantify the accuracy of the fitted regression model through QQ-plot, we

consider the measure of the average perpendicular distance of the plotted data, i.e. (quantile

of the observed data, quantile of the predicted data), to the line with radiant 1 and passing

through the origin. We observe that the average value obtained for the proposed model is

33.2, whereas that of the model by Kato is 82. Clearly, the proposed model gives a better

fit to the data. The proposed regression model achieves an AIC of 113.275 and a BIC of

119.930, substantially outperforming the model proposed by Kato et al. (2008), which has

an AIC of 148.970 and a BIC of 155.624. These metrics decisively highlight the better fit of

our approach to this dataset.

Remark 4. It is worth noting that although the theoretical expression for the conditional

expectation or mean direction of Θ given Φ = ϕ is known, as shown in Theorem-2, we do not

use it for the regression model. This is because the measurements of the axes of astigmatism

one month and three months after the surgery are not ordered. Consequently, we could use
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Figure 10. (a) displays the plot of the fitted (solid blue line) regression
curve on the astigmatism dataset on the flat torus, whereas (b) depicts the
same on the curved torus. (c) & (d) represents the QQ plots of 39 points in
the radian scale of observed data versus predicted data by the proposed model
and the model by Kato et al. (2008), respectively.

Φ (response) as the axis of astigmatism after the first month of surgery and Θ (covariate)

as the astigmatism axis after the third month of surgery.
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7. Conclusion

We have initiated our study by revisiting the area-uniform toroidal distribution on the

surface of a curved torus and emphasizing the natural importance of including area elements

in the distribution. By transforming the area-uniform distribution, we have developed a

five-parameter toroidal distribution that uses its intrinsic geometry to model the distribu-

tion of two dependent circular random variables on the torus. We have shown that for the

proposed model, the marginal distributions are Cardioid and one of the conditional ran-

dom variables follows the Cardioid distribution. This property enabled us to propose a

circular-circular regression model based on conditional expectation. We introduced an exact

sampling method to draw random samples from the proposed marginal densities of Cardioid

distribution using a probabilistic transformation which is different from the inverse cumu-

lative distribution function transformation. It gives a huge computational advantage over

the existing acceptance-rejection sampling scheme with a high rejection rate, approximately

50%, for the Cardioid distribution. Furthermore, we successfully generated random samples

from the proposed toroidal distribution using the conditional distribution. Finally, for the

practical applicability of the model, the proposed bivariate distribution and the regression

model have been implemented on astigmatism data resulting from cataract surgery. This

work not only addresses specific challenges in medical data analysis but also contributes to

the broader field of circular statistics by offering a potential model for bivariate dependent

circular variables as well as a conditional distribution-based regression model.
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10. Appendix

Intrinsic geometry of torus

The parametric equation of 2-dimensional curved torus is the Lipschitz image (see Di-

aconis et al., 2013) of the set {(ϕ, θ) : 0 < ϕ, θ < 2π} ⊂ R2. Clearly, the function

f(ϕ, θ) = {(R + r cos θ) cosϕ, (R + r cos θ) sinϕ, r sin θ} is a differentiable function from R2

to R3. Now, the partial derivatives of f with respect to ϕ, and θ are

∂f

∂ϕ
= {−(R + r cos θ) sinϕ, (R + r cos θ) cosϕ, 0},
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and
∂f

∂θ
= {−r sin θ cosϕ,−r sin θ sinϕ, r cos θ},

respectively. Hence, the derivative matrix is

Df(ϕ, θ) =

−(R + r cos θ) sinϕ −r sin θ cosϕ

(R + r cos θ) cosϕ −r sin θ sinϕ

0 r cos θ

 .

Therefore, the square of the Jacobian can be calculated as

J2
2f(ϕ, θ) = det

[
DTf(ϕ, θ) ·Df(ϕ, θ)

]
= det

[
(R + r cos θ)2 0

0 r2

]
= r2(R + r cos θ)2 (13)

Using the above expression, we get the area element as

dA = r(R + r cos θ)dϕdθ, (14)

which is the square root of the determinant of the product of transpose of the derivative

matrix and the derivative matrix itself. Diaconis et al. (2013) proposed to draw the samples

(ϕ, θ) from the density function given in Equation- 15 to ensure the uniformity with respect

to area measure on the surface of a curved torus

h∗(ϕ, θ) =
(1 + (r/R) cos θ)

4π2
= g1(ϕ) g2(θ), (15)

where

h∗
1(ϕ) =

1

2π
, 0 ≤ ϕ < 2π, (16)

and

h∗
2(θ) =

1

2π

[
1 +

r

R
cos θ

]
, 0 ≤ θ < 2π. (17)

The cumulative distribution function for θ is

H∗
2 (θ) =

1

2π

[
θ +

r

R
sin θ

]
, 0 ≤ θ < 2π.

Diaconis et al. (2013) use the acceptance-rejection sampling method for generating samples

from the density h∗
2(θ), and the algorithm for the same is also provided in their article.
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Proof of the Theorem-1

Proof. To prove the Theorem-1 we need the following lemmas

Lemma 1. The marginal probability density function of Θ is given by

h6(θ) =
1

2π

[
1 + ν cos (θ − µ1)

]
,

0 ≤ θ < 2π, 0 < ν ≤ 1.

Proof. The marginal probability density function of Θ can be obtained by

h6(θ) =
1

4π2

ˆ 2π

0

[
1 + ν cos (θ − µ1)

][
1− κ sin(ϕ− µ2 + λ(θ − µ1))

]
dϕ

=
1

4π2

[
1 + ν cos (θ − µ1)

][
θ + κ cos(ϕ− µ2 + λ(θ − µ1))

]2π
0

=
1

2π

[
1 + ν cos (θ − µ1)

]
(18)

Hence, the lemma. □

Lemma 2. The conditional probability density function of Φ given Θ = θ is

h5(ϕ|θ) =
1

2π

[
1− κ sin((ϕ− µ2) + λ(θ − µ1))

]
,

where 0 ≤ ϕ, θ < 2π, 0 ≤ µ1, µ2 < 2π, −1 ≤ κ ≤ 1, λ ∈ R.

Proof. The conditional probability density function of Φ given Θ = θ can be found using the

joint probability density function from Equation-6 and marginal probability density function

of θ from Lemma-2 which is given by

h5(ϕ|θ) =
1

4π2

[
1 + ν cos (θ − µ1)

][
1− κ sin(ϕ− µ2 + λ(θ − µ1))

]
1
2π

[
1 + ν cos (θ − µ1)

]
=

1

2π

[
1− κ sin((ϕ− µ2) + λ(θ − µ1))

]
(19)

This completes the lemma. □

The Equation-19 can be written as

h5(ϕ|θ) =
1

2π
[1− κ sin((ϕ− µ2) + λ(θ − µ1))]

=
1

2π

[
1 + κ cos

(
3π

2
− [(ϕ− µ2) + λ(θ − µ1)]

)]
=

1

2π

[
1 + κ cos

(
ϕ−

(
3π

2
+ µ2 − λ(θ − µ1)

))]
, (20)
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which represents Cardioid distribution (see Jammalamadaka and Sengupta (2001), ) with

concentration parameter −1 ≤ κ ≤ 1, and mean direction µϕ|θ =
[
3π
2
+ µ2 + λ(θ − µ1)

]
mod 2π. This proves the theorem. □

Proof of the Theorem-2

Proof. Without loss of generality, let us consider µ1 = µ2 = 0. The marginal probability

density function of Φ is given by

h5(ϕ) =
1

4π2

ˆ 2π

0

[
1 + ν cos (θ)

][
1− κ sin(ϕ+ λθ)

]
dθ

=

ˆ 2π

0

(
−κν cos (θ) sin (λθ + ϕ)

4π2
− κ sin (λθ + ϕ)

4π2
+

1 + ν cos (θ)

4π2

)
dθ.

=
1

2π
− I1 − I2, (21)

where I1 =

ˆ 2π

0

κν cos (θ) sin (λθ + ϕ)

4π2
dθ, and I2 =

ˆ 2π

0

κ sin (λθ + ϕ)

4π2
dθ.

Now, consider I1

I1 =

ˆ 2π

0

cos (θ) sin (λθ + ϕ)

4π2
dθ

=
κν

8π2

ˆ 2π

0

[sin ((λ+ 1) θ + ϕ) + sin ((λ− 1) θ + ϕ)] dθ

= −
[
cos ((λ+ 1) θ + ϕ)

2 (λ+ 1)
+

cos ((λ− 1) θ + ϕ)

2 (λ− 1)

]2π
0

(22)

Now, consider I2

I2 =

ˆ 2π

0

cos (θ) sin (λθ + ϕ)

4π2
dθ

= − κ

4π2

[
cos (λθ + ϕ)

λ

]2π
0

(23)

Using Equation-22 and 23 in Equation-21 and simplifying we get
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h5(ϕ) =
1

2π
− (κλ2ν + κλ2 − κ) cos (ϕ+ 2πλ) + (−κλ2ν − κλ2 + κ) cos (ϕ)

4π2λ (λ2 − 1)

=
1

2π
−

[
κ{λ2(1 + ν)− 1}

2π2(λ3 − λ)
sin (λπ)

]
sin(ϕ+ λπ)

=
1

2π
[1− A sin(ϕ+ λπ)]

=
1

2π

[
1 + A cos

(
ϕ−

(
3π

2
− λπ

))]
, (24)

where A =
[
κ{λ2(1+ν)−1}

π(λ3−λ)
sin (λπ)

]
, 0 ≤ ϕ < 2π, 0 < ν ≤ 1, −1 ≤ κ ≤ 1, λ ∈ R, here(

3π
2
− λπ

)
mod 2π is the mean direction. From the joint density in Equation-6 and the

marginal density in Equation-24 we obtain the desired conditional density Θ given Φ = ϕ as

h6(θ|ϕ) =
1

4π2

[
1 + ν cos (θ − µ1)

][
1− κ sin(ϕ− µ2 + λ(θ − µ1))

]
1
2π

[1 + A cos (ϕ− µ3)]

where 0 ≤ ϕ, θ < 2π, 0 < ν ≤ 1, µ3 =
(
3π
2
− λπ

)
mod 2π, 0 ≤ µ1, µ2, µ3 < 2π, −1 ≤ κ ≤ 1,

λ ∈ R.
□

Proof of the Theorem-3

Proof. Part-I: In this case, we consider U < p(Θ), and for Θ > π or Θ < π we have Y = Θ.

Hence, we have

P (Y ≤ y) =

ˆ y

0

1

2π
P (U < p(θ)) dθ

=
1

2π

ˆ y

0

(1 + ν cos θ) dθ.

Therefore, the integral gives P (Y ≤ y) = 1
4π

(y + ν sin y)

Part-II: In this case, we consider U > p(θ). Hence, we have

Y =

{
π −Θ when Θ < π

3π −Θ when Θ > π

Now, when 0 < Θ < π then 0 < Y < π and we have
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P (Y ≤ y) =

ˆ π

π−y

1

2π
P (U > p(θ)) dθ

=
1

4π

ˆ π

π−y

(1− ν cos θ) dθ.

Therefore, the integral gives P (Y ≤ y) = 1
4π

(y + ν sin y) . Again, when π < Θ < 2π then

π < Y < 2π,we get

P (Y ≤ y) =

ˆ π

0

1

2π
P (U > p(θ)) dθ +

ˆ 2π

3π−y

1

2π
P (U > p(θ)) dθ

=
1

4π

ˆ π

0

(1− ν cos θ) dθ +
1

4π

ˆ 2π

3π−y

(1− ν cos θ) dθ

Therefore, the integral gives P (Y ≤ y) = 1
4π

(y + ν sin y) . Adding the two probabilities in

Part-I and Part-II we get

H∗
2 (y) = P (Y ≤ y) =

1

2π
(y + ν sin y) .

which has the density function function of Cardioid distribution as in Equation-5

h∗
2(y) =

1

2π
(1 + ν cos y)

□
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Pseudocode for Theorem-3

Algorithm 1: Pseudocode for the proposed algorithm

Data: Xi ∼ Uniform [0, 2π] for i = 1, · · · , n.
a ∈ (0, 1);

px =
1 + a cosX

2
; /* define the probability */

Y = 0 ; /* n component vector */

for i = 1 to n do
Rp[i] ∼ Bernoulli(px[i]);
if X[i] < π then

Z1[i] = (X[i] ∗Rp[i]) + (π −X[i]) ∗ (1−Rp[i]);
else

if X[i] > π then
Z2[i] = (X[i] ∗Rp[i]) + (3π −X[i]) ∗ (1−Rp[i]);

end
end

Y [i] = Z1[i] + Z2[i]; /* Y ∼ F (y) =
(y + a sin y)

2π
. */

end
Result: Y follows Cardioid distribution.
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