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Given a feature set for the shape of a closed loop, it is natural to ask
which features in that set do not change when the starting point of the path
is moved. For example, in two dimensions, the area enclosed by the path
does not depend on the starting point. In the present article, we characterize
such loop invariants among all those features known as interated integrals of
a given path. Furthermore, we relate these to conjugation invariants, which
are a canonical object of study when treating (tree reduced) paths as a group
with multiplication given by the concatenation. Finally, closure invariants
are a third class in this context which is of particular relevance when studying
piecewise linear trajectories, e.g. given by linear interpolation of time series.
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1 Introduction

Finite-dimensional curves are a fundamental object of study in both theoretical and
applied mathematics. Invariants of such curves are relevant both from theoretical and
practical perspectives.

Invariants with respect to group actions on the ambient space, which are often relevant in
data science [MA17], have been studied through the lens of iterated-integrals in [Che58,
DR19, DPRT23].

When acting on the curve itself, the most well-known invariance built into the signature is
the reparametrization invariance [F'V10l, Proposition 7.10]; see also [DEET20] for related
invariance to “time-warping” in the case of discrete time series.

In the current work we consider invariance under certain operations on the curves,
namely

e conjugation of paths (this corresponds to conjugation of group elements)
~» conjugation invariants (Section [2),

e cyclic “permutation” of loops
~~ loop invariants (Section B]), and

e closure of paths
~+ closure invariants (Section @).

Notation

e The tensor algebra over R?,

T(RY) := P T (RY) := PRH"",

n>0 n>0

and the product space

T(RY) := [ Tn(®Y).

n>0

Both come equipped with the concatenation product e (i.e. the tensor product),
which we sometimes simply write as xy = x e y, as well as the shufle product
L. See for example [Reu93|. The coproduct dual to the concatenation product is
denoted A,, the deconcatenation.

On T((R%)) we use the Lie bracket [z,y] := zy — y.



For example
Agl43=e®143+1R®434+14® 3+ 143 Qe.

where e denotes the empty word.

Write 7, for the projection onto T}, := T, (R), on either space. Write T<,(R?) :=
Do<i<n T;(RY).
We use the following bilinear pairing of T'((R%)) and T'(R%)

(Z CpW, V) i= Cy.

An element g € T((R%)) is grouplike if for all ¢, € T(R?)

(9,0)(9,¢) = (9, ¢ W1).

Endowed with the commutator of the concatenation product, [x,y] := xy — yz,
T(R?) is a Lie algebra. The sub-Lie algebra generated by R? is denote FL(R?).
Its elements are called Lie polynomials. It can be shown to be the free Lie
algebra over R%. It is graded FL(R?) = @, -, FL,(R?) and its formal completion

1,1 FLn(R9) is called the space of Lie series.
e Concatenation of curves A, B with matching end- and startpoints is denoted AL B.

e N=1{0,1,2,...} the non-negative integers.
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2 Conjugation invariants

We consider the groupoid of smooth paths in R? modulo thin homotopy (alternatively:
up to reparametrization and tree-like equivalence, [BGLY16]). Paths A, B with fitting
end- and start-point can be concatenated, denoted by A U B, and every path has an
inverse A~! which is (the equivalence class of) the path run backwards. The iterated-
integrals signature sig is a well-defined function from this groupoid to T'((R%)). For a



Figure 2.1: Two conjugate paths. Their signatures will agree on the conjugation invari-
ants. It can clearly be seen that their signed areas are different, so 12 — 21
is not a conjugation invariant.

path B : [a,b] — R", it is defined recursively on its components by (sig(B),e) = 1
and, for any letter ¢ and any word w, (sig(B),wi) = tt::; (sig(Bl[q,), w) dB'(t). An
introduction to signatures is given by |[CK16]. It is from this signature object that we

seek to find invariants.

Definition 2.1. An element ¢ € T(RY) is called a conjugation invariant if for any
two paths A and B, (sig(A),¢) = <sig(B UAU B_l),¢>. Equivalently, if for any two
paths A and B, (sig(AU B),¢) = (sig(BUA), $).

For example, single letters are conjugation invariant, since conjugate paths have the
same total displacement. Alternatively, this follows because addition of the displacement
vectors is commutative. The shuffle of conjugation invariants is conjugation invariant,
for similar reasons as in [DR19], and obviously conjugation invariants form a linear space.
Hence, conjugation invariants form a (graded) subalgebra of (T'(R%), ). We write

Conjlnv = @ Conjlnv,,,
n>0

for this graded subalgebra.

In two two-dimensional paths which are conjugate are shown. It is evident
that the signed area of these two paths differs, hence (12 — 21) is not a conjugation

2
invariant.

Definition 2.2. Given a word w, the element rot(w) € T(R%) is the sum of its “rota-
tions”, i.e. cyclic permutations.

Remark 2.3. This is related to Poincaré’s concept of equipollent, [TT99, Theorem



For example

rot(1) =1
rot(11) =211
rot(12) = 12421
rot(122) = 122 4 212 + 221
rot(1212) = 2(1212 + 2121)

Note that for a word w, all the words occuring in rot w have the same coefficient, which
is rep(w), the number of times w contains its smallest repeating pattern.

rep(w) := max{n | Jv: w=10"}
Proposition 2.4. Given a word w, rot(w) is a conjugation invariant.

Proof. Let A and B be paths. Chen’s identity ([EV10, Theorem 7.11]) states that for
any word w,

(sig(ALB),w) = ) (sig(A),u) (sig(B),v) (1)

Uv=w
Let w be a word. If the word v occurs in rot(w), then any rotation of v will as well.

(sig(A L B), rot(w)) = rep(w) > (sig(A), u) (sig(B),v)

uv occurs in rot(w)

= rep(w) > (sig(A), u) (sig(B),v)

vu occurs in rot(w)

= (sig(B U A),rot(w)) O

Remark 2.5. Ifv and w are words, then v occurs in rot(w) if and only if rot(v) = rot(w).
Thus the relation given by

v~w if v ooceurs in rot(w)

is an equivalence relation. Values of the form rot(w) for words w of length m correspond
to m-ary necklaces ([Reud3, Chapter 7]). Their count is the sum of the dimensions of
the graded parts of the free Lie algebra, FLi(R?), with k dividing m, which correspond
to aperiodic necklaces.

2.1 Characterizing conjugation invariants

Proposition 2.6. For an element ¢ € T(RY) the following are equivalent



logsignature conjugation
signature elements invariants ~ minimal LL-generators
Level || elements 4001037 A000031 of conj. inv.

1 2 2 2 2

2 4 (6) 1(3) 3(5) 0(2)
3 8 (14) 2 (5) 4 (9) 0(2)
4 16 (30) 3(8) 6 (15) 1(3)
5 32 (62) 6 (14) 8 (23) 0 (3)
6 64 (126) 9 (23) 14 (37) 4 (7)

Table 2.1: Sizes of various sets for two-dimensional paths, along with cumulative sums,

ignoring level 0. Up to level 6 the algebra appears free (the last column is
equal to the Euler transform of the first column).

logsignature conjugation
signature elements invariants ~ minimal Lll-generators
Level || elements A027376 4001867 of conj. inv.
1 3 3 3 3
2 9 (12) 3 (6) 6 (9) 0
3 27 (39) 8 (14) 11 (20) 1
4 81 (120) 18 (32) 24 (44) 6
5 243 (363) 8 (80) 51 (95) 6
6 729 (1092) 116 (196) 130 (225) 38

Table 2.2: Sizes of various sets for three-dimensional paths, along with cumulative sums,
ignoring level 0. The algebra is not free: if it were, the 38 in the last row

would be a 37.


https://oeis.org/A001037
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https://oeis.org/A001867

1. ¢ is conjugation tnvariant.

2. For all grouplike elements g, h
(hgh™", ¢) = (9,9).

3. For all Lie polynomials L and all elements q € T>1(R?)

([L.ql,0) = 0. (2)
4. For every letter i and all elements q € T>1(R?)

([i,q],0) =0. 3)

Proof. “1. <= 2.”: This follows from the fact that
sig(B LI AU B™1) = sig(B) sig(A) sig(B) !,

and the fact that sig(B) is grouplike.

“l. = 2.”: By assumption, there is some n > 1 such that
¢ € Tgn (Rd) (4)

Let g, h be given grouplikes. By the Chow/Chen theorem ([FV10, Theorem 7.28]), there
exist piecewise smooth paths B, A with

1. = 3.: Let L, g be given. Then, by 2., for any ¢t € R

(exp(tL)gexp(—tL),d) = (g, ).

Taking the derivative with respect to ¢, at ¢ = 0, we deduce



for any grouplike element g. Since grouplike elements span (level by level) the space
T51((R)) with zero constant term ([DRI9, Lemma 3.4]) the result follows.

1. <= 3.: Let h, g grouplike be given. By 2. it suffices to show
(hgh™,¢) = (g, ).
Let L :=logh and consider
f(t) = {exp(tL)g exp(—tL), §).
Then
f'(t) = (Lexp(tL)gexp(—tL) — exp(tL)g exp(—tL)L,¢) =: (Lg: — gi L, 6),

with g; grouplike. Hence, by assumption, f'(t) = 0 for every ¢. Hence
(9:9) = [(0) = f(1) = (hgh™", ).
The equivalence of the final statement follows from Lemma 271 O

Lemma 2.7. Let FL(R?) be the free Lie algebra over RY. Then

[FL(RY), T(RY)] = [R?, T(R7)].

Proof. Any L can be written as a linear combination of ”right-combs” [i1, [i,...[in 1, 14]...]],
and for such an element and ¢ € T(R?), by the Jacobi identity,

(i1, (12, [Easyda] o QL @] = ([i2, - (Lo 1, ] - L [0 1a]] + ([0, (22, [Bag, 3a] - ] 24

The second term is in [T(R9),RY] = [R?, T(RY)] and the first is in [FL<,_1(R), T(R?)]
where FL<,,_1(RY) := FL(R%) N T<,(R?). By induction the claim follows. O

This leads to another proof of Proposition 2.4l

Proposition 2.8. For any word w, for any M, N € T((R?))
([M, N, rot(w)) = 0.
In particular: rot(w) is a conjugation invariant.

Proof. 1t is enough to verify this for M a word of length m, N a word of length n with
m+n = |w|, and MN (and then also NM) being a cyclic rotation of w. In this case

(MN,rot(w)) =1 = (NM,rot(w)),

which proves the first claim.

The second claim then follows from Proposition O



Definition 2.9. Let shift,, be the automorphism of words of length m, which performs a
rotation taking the last letter to the front. This is extended linearly to an automophism
of level m of the tensor algebra. For example shift3(231) = 123 and

shifts (12345 + 312344) = 51234 + 341234

Proposition 2.10. Let ¢ be a conjugation invariant at level m. Then ¢ = shift,,(¢).

Proof. By Proposition 2.6], for any letter ¢ and any ¢ having zero constant term
(i¢ — ¢i,¢) = 0. (5)

Write ¢ = > ¢, w for some coefficents ¢,, € R. Take w = wy ... w,, any word and let
¢ =ws... Wy, i =wy. Then (B) implies

Cw = Cwsy.. wmwi -
Hence ¢ = shift,,(¢). O
Theorem 2.11.

Conjlnv = imrot .

Proof. D: Proposition 2.4l
C: Using Proposition 210 it remains to show that for ¢ € T,

¢ € imrot < ¢ = shift,,(¢).

And indeed, “=" is immediate. Regarding “<”, we only have to note for ¢ € 7, im rot

m—1
b= % ; shift,,, ().

2.2 Examples
2.2.1 Steps

The first conjugation invariants in two dimensions which is not just a shuffle of letters
is at level 4. A representative new invariant is ¢ = 1212 4+ 2121. It is instructive to
consider a piecwise linear path as an illustration. Take the path ~ which travels a to the
right, b up, ¢ to the right and d up as shown in [Figure 2.2] In this case (sig(7),2121) =0
and (sig(y), 1212) = (sig(7), ¢) = abcd.



Figure 2.2: The path v which consists of four axis-aligned line segments.

2.2.2 Signed volume

For paths in more than two dimensions, the first conjugation invariants which are not
just shuffles of letters occur at level 3, in the homogeneity class(es) which contain one
each of three distinct letters. Specifically, using the first three letters, rot(123) and
rot(132) are distinct conjugation invariants, but only their sum rot(123) + rot(132) is a
shuffle of letters. Their difference, the new conjugation invariant rot(123) — rot(132), is
the signed volume as described in [DR19].

2.3 Shuffle structure

Definition 2.12. We call a finite subset {s1,...,5,} C T(RY) algebraically indepen-
dent, or shuffle independent, if there is no polynomial P € R|xy,...,x,,] other than
P = 0 such that P, (s1,...,8n) = 0, where P, is such that each multiplication in P
is replaced by a shuffle product. An infinite subset S of T(R?) is called algebraically
independent, or shuffle independent, if each finite subset of S is shuffle independent.

Proposition 2.13. If d > 2, there are infinitely many shuffle-independent conjugation
invariants in T(RY).

Proof. Let n be arbitrary. We look at the axis parallel path with n steps z1,...,z, in
x direction and n steps of size 1 in y direction. Under the signature, the conjugation
invariants

rot(1*m 1 (21)*"12)
evaluate to

n
1 m
_xl .« . xn . x/[/
n! Z
i=1

By algebraic independence of ()" ; )" _,, we obtain that there are at least n shuffle-
algebraically-independent conjugation invariants.

Since n was arbitrary, by the basis exchange property for algebraic independence (see

10



for example [Mil22, Chapter 9]), we thus conclude that there exists a set of infinitely
many shuffle-algebraically-independent conjugation invariants. U

Remark 2.14. For dimension 2 and up, the conjugation invariants are not free as a
commutative algebra. Indeed, this can be verified by dimension counting.

For dimension 2 a relation appears on level 12, see Section [3 1.

For dimension 3 and 4 we provide explicit relations. For dimension 3, there is a relation
on level 6 (see Table[Z.2), given by

0=2-1wW1iwrot(2233)+2- 112 Wrot(1323) — -2 W2 LW rot(1313)
—4-1wWw3wWrot(1223) —4 -2 W3 Wrot(1132) + 2 - 3 W 3 LW rot(1122)
+2-rot(132) Wrot(132) —2- 1 W2 W3 Wrot(132) + 1 W1 W2 W2 w3 3.

For dimension 4, the following non-trivial relation from [AGRR21, p.496] (there, for
certain cyclic quasisymmetric functions)

1 Wvol3(2,3,4) — 2 Wvolg(1,3,4) + 3 Wvolg(1,2,4) — 4 Wvols(1, 2, 3),
holds, where

vols(a, b, ¢) := rot(abc) — rot(bac)
= abc + bea + cab — bac — achb — cba

1s the three-dimensional signed volume in the a — b — ¢ subspace. This relation is com-
prehensible through the presentation of vols as

volg(a,b,c) = a W (be — ¢b) — bW (ac — ca) + c W (ab — ba)

3 Loop invariants

Loops form an important class of curves, in which the start- and endpoint coincide.
They appear in topology [Hat02] and data science (contours of 2D objects, periodic time
series [BKTdS14l Section 2.1.4]).

We are now interested in identifying the signature elements which are invariant for loops,
i.e. closed paths, upon changing their starting points. Two closed paths A and B are
said to differ only by their starting point if there exist paths C' and D such that
A and C U D are the same path and B and D U C are the same path. An example is

shown in [Figure 3.

! Algebraic independence is traditionally formulated in the language of field extensions. For this, con-
sider the field of fractions of the shuffle algebra (T'(R%), (1) as a field extension of R.

11



Figure 3.1: Two paths A and B which are loops differing only by starting point. A is
the concatenation of a path C from a to b and a path D from b to a, while
B is the concatenation of D with C.

Definition 3.1. A signature element ¢ € T(R?) is called a loop invariant if for any two
closed paths A and B which only differ by their starting point, (sig(A4), ¢) = (sig(B), ¢).

A signature element ¢ € T(R?) is called a conjugation invariant for loops if for any
closed path A and any path B, (sig(A), ¢) = <sig(B WAL B, ¢>.

The next statement shows that the two notions are equivalent.

Proposition 3.2. ¢ is a conjugation invariant for loops if and only if ¢ is a loop
mvariant.

Proof. =-: (The basic idea: notice that A and B in are conjugate paths.)

Let A and B be two closed paths which differ only by starting point. Then there
exist paths C' and D such that sig(A) = sig(C U D) and sig(B) = sig(D U C). Then
sig(B) =sig(DU AU D™Y).

(sig(B),¢) = (sig(DUAUD™),¢) = (sig(4),¢)

where the last step used that ¢ is a conjugation invariant for loops.

<: (The basic idea may be illustrated by [Figure 3.2])

Let A be a closed path and B be a path. We observe that Bl AL B~ is a closed path.
We further observe that Bl AL B! and AU B~! L B are closed paths differing only
by starting point. Therefore

(sig(BUAUB™),¢) = (sig(AUB~'UB),¢) = (sig(A), $)

where the last step used the fact that two tree-equivalent paths have the same signature.
O

We denote

Looplnv = EB Looplnv,,,
n>0

12



Figure 3.2: A closed path A conjugated by a path B.

the graded subalgebra of loop invariants (which, by the previous statements is the same
as the subalgebra of conjugation invariants for loops).

Clearly
Conjlnv C Looplnv,

and the inclusion is strict for d > 2, since for example the area 12— 21 is a loop invariant
but not a conjugation invariant.

3.1 Characterizing loop invariants

Analogously to the previous subsection, we get the following equivalence.

Proposition 3.3. For an element ¢ € T(R?) the following are equivalent
1. ¢ is loop invariant

2. For all grouplikes h, g satisfying (g,i) = 0 for all letters i = 1,...,d, we have
(hgh™,¢) = (9,9).

3. For all Lie polynomials L and all grouplikes g satisfying (g,i) = 0 for all letters
i1=1,...,d, we have

(IL,g],¢) = 0.

Another characterization of loop invariants will be given in Theorem [B.10

We now consider the linear span of those grouplike g satisfying (g,i) = 0 for all letters
1=1,...,d, used in Proposition B.3lii.

Definition 3.4. Let

V=P,

n>0

V,, := spang{m,g | g grouplike, (g, 1) = 0 for all letters i = 1,...,d},

13



the “linear span of grouplike elements with zero increment” and

S = @Sn) Sn = SpanR{i L1 Tnfl(Rd) | 1= 1’ . ’d}’

n>1

the shuffle ideal generated by the letters.

Lemma 3.5. With respect to the usual inner product (which declares words to be or-
thogonal)

Proof. Since both V,, and S, are finite-dimensional, and hence closed, subspaces, it is
enough to show one of the equalities. We show the second.

Clearly
V, C S+, (6)

since for every g with zero increments, any letter i and any word w with |w| =n — 1,

(mng, i Ww) = (g,iWw) = (g,1) ‘r (g,w) = 0.
We will now show T}, (R?) = S,, @ R,, for some space R,,, that satisfies

Vr € R, \ {0} : v eV, : (v,r) #0.

This gives

dim V;, > dim R,, = dim T}, — dim S,, = dim S5.

This, together with (@), implies V;, = S;-.

It remains to construct R,. Consider the Lyndon basis of the free Lie algebra
P,, h Lyndon word,

and the corresponding coordinates of the first kind
Cn, h Lyndon word,

satisfying

<exp(z chPr), Cuw) = cw.

h

It is known, [DLPR21], that the coordinates of the first kind (freely) shuffle-generate the
tensor algebra. Let

R,, := , spang {shuffle monomials in non-letter words}.

14



Then
R,, = m, spang {shuffle monomials in non-letter coordinates of the first kind}.

Then clearly T;, = S,, @ R,,. For (p, W--- W (,, a monomial in non-letter coordinates of
the first kind (with total degree n) let

k
= ep(3 P
i=1
We then get
<7Tngagh1 LULUChk> = <g,<h1 LULLIChk> = <g’<h1> <g’<hk> = 1’
as desired O

Proposition 3.6. Forn € N,
Vp, =m R@®span{Ly --- Lg|L1, ..., Ly non-letter Lie polynomials, k € N}).

Proof. Write W,, for the right-hand side of the claimed identity.

“D”: Let Lq,..., L be homogeneous, non-letter Lie elements. Let n be the degree of
LlLk Then

Tnexp(tiLy) ... exp(txLi) € Va,

for all t1,...,t; € R, since (exp(tjL;),i) =0, forall j=1,...,k,i=1,...,d.

The space V,, is closed, hence

d d
Vn > —‘tlzo e —’tk:() exp(tlLl) e exp(tkLk) = L1 ce Lk,
dty diy,

as desired.

We shall obtain a space R,, such that T,, = S, ® R,, and such that
Vr e R, \ {0} : Jw € W, : (w,r) #0.
Then
dim W,, > dim R,, = dim S;- = dim V},,

and, since W,, C V,, is shown above, we get W, = V,.

Let L;,i € I, be a homogeneous basis for the Lie algebra. Assume without loss of gener-
ality, that {1,...,d} C I and L; =i fori =1,...,d. Let f;,i € I, be a (homogeneous)

15



realization of the dual basis inside of T(RY). That is, f; € T(R?) are homogeneous
elements satisfying

<fi,Lj> = 5i,ja i,j el.

It is well-known (see for example [DLPR21, Corollary 4.5]) that the f; freely shuffle-
generate all of T(R?). Define

R,, := m, spang {shuffle monomials in non-letter words}.
Then
R,, := 7, spang {shuffle monomials in non-letter f;}.

As before, T, = S,, ® R,,. Let f;, ...l f;, € R, be given and assume for simplicity that
the f;, are pairwise different (otherwise multiplicities appear in what follows). Then

(Liy -+ Ly, fiy W fi) = (ASFLy, -+ Ly, fiy ® . @ fi,)
- Z <L’io(1)7f’i1> tc e <Li0(k)7f’ik>

€Sk

= <Li1afi1> <Lik,fik> =1,

as desired.

As immediate corollary of Proposition we get the following result.
Corollary 3.7. V can be identified with the enveloping algebra of the first term in

the derived series of the free Lie algebra [g,g] (also called “derived free Lie Algebra”).
Further

dim V;, = [(1 = ¢)?/(1 — dg)]gn,
the coefficient of q" in the power series (1 —q)%/(1 — dq).

Remark 3.8. V can also be characterized as the intersection

d
ﬂ ker 0;,
=1

where J,w is the sum of all words obtained by removing, one-by-one, the occurences of
a in w; Oy is a deriwation. See [Reu93, 1.6.5 Derivations] [BRRZ0S, Proposition 6.1],
|IBRZ08, Section 3].

16



Example 3.9. d =3, then

(1—q)3/(1 —3q) =1+ 3¢% + 8¢ + 24¢* + 72¢° + 216¢° + 648¢" +1944¢5 + .. .,
and hence, for example dimV, = 0,dim Vo = 3,dim Vg = 1944. This is OFEIS sequence
A118264|.
Proof of Corollary [3.7 First,

1

is the dimension of T},(R?), which in a PBW basis is spanned by all monomials in a basis
of the free Lie algebra with total degree n. From these monomials we have to remove all
monomials that contain some letter i. There are

1 1 1—g¢

many monomials that do not contain 1. Then, of the remaining monomials there are

Ay, - (2, = (G2,
1 —dg"? 1—dqg'? 1—dg '’

many monomials that do not contain 2. Iterating, we obtain the claimed generating
function. O

Theorem 3.10. ¢ € T(R?) is a loop invariant if and only if

([v.i],6) =0 (7)

for allv e V and all letters i.

Proof. By PropositionB.2land Proposition[3.2] loop invariants are conjugation invariants
for loops. By the Chen-Chow theorem ([FVI0, Theorem 7.28]), (hgh™!,¢) = (g, ¢) for
all grouplikes A is equivalent to when we just consider the signatures of piecewise linear
paths for h. But then since we consider all g with (g,i) = 0, it is in fact enough to
only consider linear paths for h, and by derivation and linearization this is equivalent to
([v,1],¢) = 0 for all v € V and all letters i. O

The space of loop invariants is thus given by [V,R%]*. Elements of S evaluate to zero
on loops and hence, trivially, are loop invariants.

Definition 3.11. We call the quotient vector space [V,R?+/S the space of letter-
reduced loop invariants.

Now: we do not know whether there are “non-trivial” loop invariants apart
from (shuffles of) the area and conjugation invariants.

17
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Conjecture 3.12. We have Looplnv = S + AreaConj, where AreaConj is the shuffle
subalgebra of T(R?) generated by (i — ji)ij=1..a and Conjlnv.

It might help to do dimension counting directly in the sub Hopf algebra of loops V' and
its graded dual to not be bothered by the trivial loop invariants.

Lemma 3.13.

[v,1] € V for all letters i and v € V

Proof. v eV, ialetter, w=w; ... w, any word, j a letter. Then

(vi,w ) = (v 1i, Aqw LI Agj)

=@, Awl(e®]j+]j®e))

=WwRLwej)+ (VRi,wy... w_1WJwg)
=vRi,we j).

Analogously,
(iv,wwj) ={E®v,jw),

and the claim follows.

We can then write the dimension of the letter-reduced loop invariants as

dim([V,_1,RY*/S,,) = dim([V;,_1, RY*) — dim S,
= dim T}, (R%) — dim[V},_1,R%] — dim T},(R?) + dim S;-
= dim S;- — dim[V},_1,RY)
= dim V;, — dim[V},_1, R
= dim(V},/ dim[V},_1, RY)).

What we need to solve Conjecture [3.12] is the dimension of the intersection
of the conjugation invariants with S, i.e. the dimension of the conjugation
invariants which are zero on all loops.

By Proposition

Conjlnv = [T(R?), RY*.

Definition 3.14. We define the space of letter-reduced conjugation invariants as
[T(RY), RY*-/S.
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Note that S is not a subspace of [T'(RY), R4L, the quotient is to be read as

[TR?),RYH/S = (TR, R +8)/8 = [T(R?),RY*/([T(R),RI- 1 S).

Since T(R?) > V, we have [T(R%),R? > [V,R%], and thus

[T(RY), R C [V, R

Since S C [V,R9]*, we have [T(R%),R%+ c [V,R7]*, and so finally

[TRY),RN/S = (TR, R +8)/8 € [V,R]*/S.

Then

dim[T},_1 (RY), RY* /S, = dim([T},,_1 (RY),RY* + S,,) /S,
= dim([T},,_1 (RY),RY* + S,,) — dim S,
= dim S+ — dim([T},_; (RY), R+ + 5,)*
= dim V;, — dim([T},_1(R%), R N V},)
= dim(V,/[T-1(R?),RY)

Based on Tables B.I] and [3.1] we have the following stronger conjecture for two and three
dimensions.

Conjecture 3.15. For d=2,3,

[TRY, RNV = [V,RY @ {ij — jil]i,j = 1,...,d},
and consequently Looplnv = S + Conjlnv 4+ {ij — ji|i,j =1,...,d}.
Table 3.1l shows that this does not hold for d > 4.

Conjecture 3.16. In d = 2, no homogeneous generator of the conjugation invariants for
level n > 2 is a shuffle with letters, i.e. for n > 2, generators of the conjugations invari-
ants are generators of the letter-reduced conjugation invariants. Or in other words, any
conjugation invariant that is a shuffle with letters is a shuffle of conjugation invariants
with letters.

In d = 3, this is not true because of signed volume. Indeed, rot 123 —rot 132 = 1111(23 —

32) — 2w (13 —31) 4+ 3w (12 — 21). However, we conjecture that the signed volume is
the only exception in d = 3.
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conjugation

invariants imrclorot
[T—1,R?*-  minimal W-gens (letter-reduced  Jetter-reduced
Level A000031 of conj. inv. Vi [Vao1,R? conj. inv.) loop inv.
1 2 2 0 0 0 0
2 3 0 1 0 0 1
3 4 0 2 2 0 0
4 6 1 4 3 1 1
) 8 0 8 8 0 0
6 14 4 16 12 4 4
7 20 0 32 32 0 0
8 36 9 64 54 10 10
9 60 8 128 120 8 8
10 108 20 256 232 24 24
11 188 32 512 480 32 32
12 352 68 1024 940
13 632 2048 1932

Table 3.1: Sizes of various sets for two-dimensional paths, ignoring level 0. rcl is the
right closure operator. The conjugation invariants are not free (otherwise the
number of minimial generators on level 12 would be equal to 64).

conjugation
invariants imrclorot
[T—1, R3]+ minimal L-gens Vi (letter-reduced  jetter-reduced
Level A001867 of conj. inv. A118264 [V,_1,R?] conj. inv.) loop inv.
1 3 3 0 0 0 0
2 6 0 3 0 0 3
3 11 1 8 8 0 0
4 24 6 24 18 6 6
5 51 6 72 66 6 6
6 130 38 216 178 38 38
7 315 54 648 594 54 54
8 834 1944 1716 228 228
9 2195 5832 5324 508 508
10 5934 17496 15960

Table 3.2: Sizes of various sets for three-dimensional paths, ignoring level 0. rcl is the

right closure operator.
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conjugation
invariants imrclorot
[T,—1,R**  minimal L-gens Vi (letter-reduced  jotter-reduced
Level A001868 of conj. inv. A118265 [V,_1,R%] conj. inv.) loop inv.

1 4 4 0 0 0 0
2 10 0 6 0 0 6
3 24 4 20 20 0 0
4 70 20 81 60 20 21
5 208 36 324 288 36 36
6 700 1296 1094 202 202
7 2344 5184 4648 536 536
8 8230 20736 18444 2292 2292
9 29144 82944
10 104968 331776

Table 3.3: Sizes of various sets for four-dimensional paths, ignoring level 0. rcl is the right
closure operator. The algebra is not free (otherwise the number of minimial
generators on level 4 would be equal to 19).

conjugation
invariants imrclorot
[T,—1,R°]*  minimal L1-gens Vo (letter-reduced Jetter-reduced
Level || [A001869 of conj. inv. A118266 [V,_1,R’] conj. inv.) loop inv.
1 5 5 0 0 0 0
2 15 0 10 0 0 10
3 45 10 40 40 0 0
4 165 50 205 150 50 55
5 629 127 1024 898 126 126
6 2635 5120 4360 760 760
7 11165 25600 22760 2840 2840
8 48915 128000 114070 13930 13930
9 217045 640000
10 976887 3200000

Table 3.4: Sizes of various sets for five-dimensional paths, ignoring level 0. rcl is the
right closure operator. (The number of minimal generators of a free algebra
would be 45 on level 4.)
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conjugation

invariants imrclorot
(Th—1, R(i]l minimal LL-gens (letter-reduced jetter-reduced
Level  [A054625 of conj. inv. Vi Vi1, RY] conj. inv.) loop inv.
1 6 6 0 0 0 0
2 21 0 15 0 0 15
3 76 20 70 70 0 0
4 336 105 435 315 105 120
5 1560 2604 2268 336 336
6 7826 15625 13356 2268 2269
7 39996 93750 83010 10740 10740
8 210126 562500
9 1119796
10 6047412

Table 3.5: Sizes of various sets for six-dimensional paths, ignoring level 0. rcl is the right
closure operator. First column is https://oeis.org/A054625. (The number
of minimal generators of a free algebra would be 90 on level 4.)

4 Closure invariants

Right-closing a path means completing it into a closed path by adding a straight line
from its end point to its start point. We consider signature elements which do not change
when you do this.

Definition 4.1. An element 7 € T(R?) is called a right-closure invariant if
(sig(X),7) = (sig(X U Rx), )

for all paths X and Rx the linear path which has the same increment as the reversed
path X1

It is a left-closure invariant if
(sig(X), ) = (sig(Rx U X),7)
for all paths X.
Proposition 4.2. For an element ¢ € T(R?) following are equivalent:

1. ¢ is right-closure invariant.

2. For all g grouplike with zero increment and any z € RY,
(gexp(2),9) = (g, ). (8)

3. ForallveV, all z€ R% and for all k > 1
(v, ¢) = 0.
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Proof. Let ¢ be a right closure invariant. Then, for any loop O and any linear path L,

(sig(OUL),¢) = (sig(OULUL™),¢) = (sig(O), ¢)

as Rour = L™1. Thus (sig(O) exp(z), ¢) = (sig(O), ¢) for arbitrary z € R? and due to
Chen-Chow, this generalizes from sig(O) to any grouplike g with zero increment.

Let ¢ be such that it satisfies equation (8)), and X be an arbitrary path. Then there is
a € R? such that sig(Rx) = exp(a), and so

(sig(X),¢) = (sig(X URx URx "), ¢) = (sig(X U Rx) exp(~a), ¢) = (sig(X U Rx), ),

as sig(X U Rx) is grouplike with zero increment.

Let g be grouplike with zero increment, z € T(R%). Now t — (gexp(tz), ¢) is a polyno-
mial in ¢, and thus constant if and only if all derivatives in ¢ = 0 are zero. Then, using
1. and 2., ¢ is a right-closure invariant if and only if

(92°",¢) =0,

for all grouplike g with zero increment, for all n > 1 and all linear combinations of letters
z. Using the linearization of Lemma 3.5 the claim follows. O

Proposition 4.3. ¢ is both a left- and a right-closure invariant if and only if it is both
a right-closure invariant and a loop invariant. We call these the loop-and-closure
invariants.

Proof. Let u be both a left- and right-closure invariant. Then, for any loop O and any
linear L,

(sig(0),u) = (sig(O U L),u) = (sig(L"*UOUL),u, (9)

where in the first equality we have used right-closure invariance, and left-closure invari-
ance in the second. Iteratively, we see that (sig(-),u) is invariant under conjugation of
loops by any piecewise linear paths, and thus, using Chen-Chow, we see that u is a loop
invariant.

Let now v be a right-closure invariant and a loop invariant. Then, for any loop O and
linear L,
(sig(0),v) = (sig(L™' LOU L),v) = (sig(L~" LU O),v),

where we used loop invariance in the first equality, and right-closure invariance in the
second equality. Since L was arbitrary linear, L~! is an arbitrary linear path, and so v
is a left-closure invariant. O

Proposition 4.4. In d = 2, the intersection of right-closure invariants with conjugation
invariants is {0}.
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Proof. Let u € imrclorotNimrot. Let O be any loop, and O1, O2 be any two paths such
that O = Oy U Os. Then, for any linear Ly, Lo,

(sig(O),u) = (sig(O1 U O2),u) = (sig(O2 U O1),u) = (sig(O2 U Oy LU L1),u)
= <Sig(L2_1 UO; LU0 ULy U Lg),u> = <Sig(L2_1 U0 WO ULy ULy U Ll_l
= <Slg(01 ULiuULou Llil (] L271 (] 02),u>

So (sig(-), u) is invariant under insertion of parallelograms L; U Lo I L; 1Ly~ into loops.
As up to tree-like equivalence, we may construct any two-dimensional piecewise linear
loop by repeated insertion of parallelograms starting from the constant path (loop),
(sig(+),u) is thus zero on any piecewise linear loop. Thus by closure invariance it is zero
on any piecewise linear path, and so u = 0 by Chen-Chow. O

Conjecturally, this holds for every d.

Conjecture 4.5. For any d, the intersection of right-closure invariants with conjugation
invariants is {0}.

Definition 4.6. The right-closure operator is defined as
rcl =Wo (id®H) o A,

where H(iy...1i,) := (7 ) ip W --- Wi,. The following lemma shows, that it is the
algebraic realization of rlght closmg a path.

Lemma 4.7.
(sig(X),rcl(w)) = (sig(X U Rx), w),
with Rx as above.

Proof. First,
(sig(Rx),v1...vp) = (exp(—Xo0,1),v1...0p)

Then

(sig(X U Rx),w) = (sig(X) sig(Rx), w)

= (sig(X) ®sig(Rx), Aew)

= (sig(X) ®sig(X), (id ®H) o Aqw)
= (A sig(X), (id®H) o Aqw)

=

sig(X), W o (Id®H) o Aqw).
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Corollary 4.8. rcl is idempotent (a projection), and ¢ is a right-closure invariant if
and only if ¢ € imrcl.

Proof. Immediate from Lemma [£.71 O

Lemma 4.9.

kerrcl = S.

Proof. ¢ € S if and only if for all grouplike g with zero increment

(9,¢) = 0.

Now

(9, ¢) = (g,rcl(9))-
So that, if rcl(¢) = 0, we have ¢ € S.
If ¢ € S, then for all grouplike g with zero increment
{9,9) = 0.
Then

0= <gvrd(¢)> = <g/7rd(¢)>7
for any ¢’ that closes to g. Since g was arbitrary with zero increment, we get

0= (g',rcl(¢)),

for all grouplike elements ¢’, which shows rcl(¢) = 0. O

Proposition 4.10. The dimension of the right closure invariants (equal to the dimen-
sion of the left closure invariants) is given by

dim proj,, im rcl = dim T, (R?) — dim S,, = dim Vj,,
and thus given by Corollary [3.7

Proposition 4.11. The loop-and-closure invariants are isomorphic, as a graded algebra,
to the letter-reduced loop invariants.

Proof. The isomorphism is given by [v] — rcl(v), v € Looplnv. This map is well-defined
and injective as kerrcl = S, Lemma [£9] It is graded, as rcl is graded, it is an algebra
homomorphism, as rcl is a shuffle homomorphism and S is a shuffle ideal. Finally, it is
surjective, as the loop-and-closure invariants are contained both in the image of rcl and
in the loop invariants, and rcl is a projection. ]
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This isomorphism is compatible with signatures of loops in the sense that

(sig(0), [v]) := (sig(0),v) = (sig(O),rcl(v))

for any v € Looplnv.

Lemma 4.12.
rcl Looplnv C Looplnv
Proof. Let u € Looplnv. Then, for any loop O and any path X,
(sig(0),rcl(u)) = (sig(0),u) = (sig(X T UOUX),u) = (sig(X L LUOLX),rcl(u)),
and thus rcl(u) is a loop invariant. O

We conclude
rcl Looplnv 2 [V, RY]* /S

since the kernel of rcl is precisely S.

Corollary 4.13. The intersection of right-closure invariants with S is {0}.

Proof. T(RY) = S @ imrcl, since rcl is a projection. O
Proposition 4.14. Looplnv = ker(rcl — lcl)

Proof. If ¢ € Looplnv, then

(sig(X),rcl(9)) = (sig(X U Rx), ¢) = (sig(Rx U X), ¢) = (sig(X),lcl(¢))

for arbitrary X, so rcl(¢) = lcl(¢).
If rel(y) = lel(y), then

(sig(Rx U X),y) = (sig(X),lcl(y)) = (sig(X), rcl(y)) = (sig(X U Rx),y)

so iteratively, (sig(-),y) is invariant under conjugation with piecewise linear paths, and
so by Chen-Chow y is a loop invariant. O

Proposition 4.15. We have

(12 — 21)"2 = 2. rclorot(1212).

More generally
(12 —=21) W (13 —=31) =2 -rclorot(1213)
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and
(12 —21)" =4 . rclorot(121212) 4 16 - rcl o rot(121122),

or more generally
(12—21)*Y2 11 (13—-31) =4-rclorot(121213) + 8 -rclorot(121123) + 8 -rcl o rot(212113)
and

(12 —21) w (13 — 31) w (23 — 32)
= —8-rclorot 121323 — 16 - relorot 212133 — 16 - rel o rot 122133,

Thus (ij—ji)"™ is contained in imrclorot for n > 2, and more generally (ij—ji)""™ LW
(ik — ki)™ 1y (j — k3)Y ds contained in imrclorot for n+m +1 > 2.

However, (12 — 21) W (34 — 43) is not contained in imrclorot for d > 4.
Note that we have u = v + shuffle of letters if and only if rcl(u) = rcl(v), so shuffles of

areas can be considered letter-reduced conjugation invariants if and only if they are in
imrclorot.

Conjecture 4.16. (ijig — igiy) W -+ W (igg_1iok — iogiok—1) s not an element of
imrclorot if all i; are distinct, but is contained in imrclorot if the letters are non-
distinct.

Furthermore, (ij — ji) Wwu € rclorot for all u € rclorot.

Proposition 4.17. Ifd > 2, there are infinitely many algebraically (shuffle) independent
loop-and-closure invariants in T(RY).

The proof is very similar to that of Proposition 2.13]

Proof. Let n be arbitrary. We look at the axis parallel path with 8n steps given by
By U... By, where each B; is a rectangle, given by B; = (a;-e1)Uea U (—a;-e1) L (—e2).

Under the signature, the loop-and-closure invariants
rclorot(1°2m+1(2121)*2"712)

evaluate to

n!

2n

—1)"

CD a3, 3 2a2m
1=1

By algebraic independence of (22" a?m

i=1"
independent loop-and-closure invariants.

)iv—, we obtain that there are at least n shuffle-

Since n was arbitrary, by the basis exchange property for algebraic independence, we
thus conclude that there exists a set of infinitely many algebraically independent loop-
and-closure invariants. O
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5 Outlook

In addition to the Conjectures B.12, BI5] B.16] and 16l we are interested in the
following questions:

As is known in the literature on higher parallel transport, and elaborated in a
notation close to ours in [CDEFT24] Section 3], the iterated-integrals signature of
a closed loop can be found in a related surface signature. Does this viewpoint help
to understand the loop invariants?

What about expected signatures [CL16]? Is there a nice algebraic description
of expected signature varieties [AFSI9l Section 7] and in particular expected loop
invariants for for example Brownian loops (see e.g. [RY99), Section 3] and [ABJOQE),
i.e. Brownian motion B : Q x [0,7] — R? with drift x and covariance matrix ¥,
conditioned on the event that B(0) = B(T)?

How do conjugation invariants, loop invariants and closure invariants relate for
the iterated sums signature [DEFT20]? In this setting, the signature characterizes
the time series not up to tree-like equivalence, but up to time-warping. So the
situation is certainly different. This is interesting future work, where we will build

upon [AGRR21].

The maybe most important open question is the following: If we are given the
value of all loop invariants for a loop O, then to what extent does this characterize
O? In other words, what is the equivalence relation given by all the loop invariants
of the loops O and O’ agree? This question is also posed in the Outlook of [[LP24],
in their setting of cyclic polytopes / positive matrices. It is an analogous question
to [DR19 Conjecture 7.2], which will be answered in [DLNP].

We ask for a geometric interpretation of loop invariants beyond signed area and
even dimensional signed volumes (cf. [DR19], [ALM23] for signed volumes).
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