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SECOND-ORDER DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS, STOCHASTIC

DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS AND BROWNIAN MOTIONS ON

EMBEDDED MANIFOLDS

DU NGUYEN AND STEFAN SOMMER

Abstract. We specify the conditions when a manifold M embedded in an in-
ner product space E is an invariant manifold of a stochastic differential equation
(SDE) on E, linking it with the notion of second-order differential operators
on M. When M is given a Riemannian metric, we derive a simple formula for
the Laplace-Beltrami operator in terms of the gradient and Hessian on E and
construct the Riemannian Brownian motions on M as solutions of conservative
Stratonovich and Itō SDEs on E. We derive explicitly the SDE for Brownian
motions on several important manifolds in applications, including left-invariant
matrix Lie groups using embedded coordinates. Numerically, we propose three
simulation schemes to solve SDEs on manifolds. In addition to the stochastic
projection method, to simulate Riemannian Brownian motions, we construct
a second-order tangent retraction of the Levi-Civita connection using a given
E-tubular retraction. We also propose the retractive Euler-Maruyama method

to solve a SDE, taking into account the second-order term of a tangent retrac-
tion. We provide software to implement the methods in the paper, including
Brownian motions of the manifolds discussed. We verify numerically that on
several compact Riemannian manifolds, the long-term limit of Brownian sim-
ulation converges to the uniform distributions, suggesting a method to sample

Riemannian uniform distributions.

1. Introduction

Diffusion processes play an important role in both theoretical and applied sci-
ences. In machine learning and data science, diffusion maps and Laplacian-based
methods [1, 2] are important tools for clustering and denoising. Recently, diffu-
sion models [3] in generative AI could often be considered a discretized version of
a stochastic differential equation (SDE). Beyond the Euclidean space, processes on
manifolds also have applications in biology, physics [4], and data science. While the
data are typically realized as vectors in an Euclidean space, they often need to sat-
isfy certain constraints and symmetries [5]. Diffusion processes on manifolds could
be used to model constraints and symmetries of the data both directly [5, 6] or in
latent spaces [7]. Diffusion mean [8] is another important application in computer
vision.

The theory of stochastic differential equations, in particular, the theoretical con-
struction of Brownian motion on manifolds has been known for a long time [9].
However, there is still a need for an efficient construction of both the equations
and the simulations on specific manifolds arising in applications. In the present
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work, we make several contributions, specifically taking advantage of the embed-
ded structure of the manifold as outlined below. In addition to simulating SDEs,
our approach offers a sampling method on compact Riemannian manifolds, which
is an important problem in itself.

There is an embedded coordinate description for Riemannian Brownian motions
[9]. However, it assumes the metric on the manifold M is restricted from the
metric on E . For many practical problems, the embedded metric may not be the
natural one. We address this issue by allowing the use of a metric different from
the embedded metric (mathematically, we only require a Whitney embedding, not a
Nash embedding). This leads to explicit, simple constructions of Brownian motions
on several manifolds used in applied mathematics. In future research, we look to
apply our approach to study SDE on manifolds arising in dynamics, robotic, and
generative AI.

Two important ingredients of our approach are second-order differential oper-
ators and their local description, second-order tangent vectors. The relationship
arises from the fact that the generator of an SDE is a second-order differential op-
erator. Second-order tangent vectors, introduced by Schwartz, Meyer, and Émery
[10, 11, 12, 13], were described more abstractly using exact sequences of bundles.
The relationship with acceleration in [11] allows us to propose a vector-calculus-
type description using global coordinates: they correspond to linear combinations of
accelerations, and the constraints imposed on the manifold induce constraints on ac-
celerations, hence on second-order tangent vectors. Just as a field of tangent vectors
(vector fields) are first-order differential operators, a field of second-order tangent
vectors is a second-order differential operator (both with no constant terms), and
again, they could be described as global (on E =R

n) differential operators satisfying
constraints induced by the manifold constraints in eq. (4.2).

For a Riemannian Brownian motion, whose associated generator is the Laplace-
Beltrami operator on a Riemannian manifold, we provide a formula for the Laplace-
Beltrami operator in the global setup above. The formula involves two ingredients,
the metric-compatible projection, and the Levi-Civita connection, and has the same
format as the local coordinate formulas for the Laplace-Beltrami formula. Since the
work of [14], it has been appreciated that the global, embedded coordinate formula
for the Levi-Civita connection is often convenient in applications. We also describe
the Riemannian Brownian motion in both Itō and Stratonovich descriptions, in the
case the metric is given by an operator-valued function. We also consider horizontal
Brownian motions, with an example of the real Grassmann manifold.

In the above description, the Brownian SDEs on M are extended to an SDEs
on E , with M as an invariant manifold: if we start at a point on M, then the
process will stay on M a.e. In the ordinary differential equation literature, an
ODE on an invariant manifold is often solved effectively using projection methods.
The invariant assumption means the exact solution lies on the manifold, and the
projected (called retracted here) approximation has a similar order of accuracy as
the approximation on E . This result holds for SDE with some modifications, as has
been pointed out by several authors, reviewed in section 2.

Another way to simulate an SDE is to use tangent retractions, a mechanism to
map a pair of a manifold point and a sufficiently small tangent vector to a new
manifold point. In [15], the authors pointed out that a straightforward simulation
of the Riemannian Brownian motion using a tangent retraction would add an extra
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second-order term to the generator. Thus, to simulate correctly, they propose using
a second-order tangent retraction, (with the extra second-order term vanishes).
We make two contributions to this point of view. First, we show starting with
any tubular retraction (defined in section 3.3), we can construct a second-order
retraction. Alternatively, starting with any SDE of Itō’s form, given a tangent
retraction, we can simulate the SDE’s solution using the retraction if we modify
the drift to account for the extra second-order term. This second result is in line
with Meyer and Émery’s notion of geodesic approximation of SDEs, and also with
[16]’s ideas of representing SDE by jets. The two results give us new alternatives to
simulate SDEs with different choices of retractions. We offer an efficient numerical
library [17] implementing the methods described here.

Closed-form Levi-Civita connections and metric-compatible projections are avail-
able for several homogeneous manifolds used in applied mathematics [14, 18, 19].
We express the corresponding Laplace-Beltrami operator and Brownian motions in
simple embedded forms. In particular, we treat all left-invariant matrix Lie groups
in the same framework, and derive easy-to-evaluate diffusion drifts. We believe
the method described here, with the Levi-Civita connection described in [19] will
allow us to simulate complex systems in robotics or molecular dynamics. Just as
the ability to simulate effectively on a flat space has many real-world applications,
we believe the ability to simulate effectively on manifolds will be important in ap-
plied problems. As an application, the discussed methods could be used to sample
uniform distributions on compact Riemannian manifolds.

1.1. Notation. In the following, we use D to denote the Euclidean (Rn) directional
derivative, ∇ to denote a covariant derivative. We use the Einstein’s summation
convention extensively, dropping the summation symbols when there is a pair of
matching indices. To avoid confusion, we will make the best effort to indicate when
it is used.

For two vector spaces E and F , we denote by Lin(E ,F) the space of linear maps
from E to F . We denote the Kronecker delta by δi

j . Denote by Symn or SymE the
space of symmetric matrices in R

n×n, or symmetric operators on an inner product
space E . For an operator P on a vector space E , we write ωP for P (ω) for ω ∈ E to
save space. Thus, ωsym = 1

2 (ω + ωT), ωskew = 1
2 (ω−ωT) for a square matrix ω.

1.2. Outline. We review previous works in section 2 and related linear algebra and
differential geometric background in section 3. In section 4, we describe second-
order tangent vectors and second-order differential operators in terms of constraints
and demonstrate the relationship with invariant manifolds. We prove our main
results on the Laplace-Beltrami operator and Riemannian Brownian motions in
section 5. In section 6, we go over several examples of matrix manifolds, in par-
ticular, we derive Brownian motion equations on matrix Lie groups. We consider
methods to simulate the equations for Riemannian Brownian motions in section 7,
including the stochastic projection method and a second-order tangent retraction
method. We perform several numerical tests, comparing expected values computed
from several simulation methods for the Riemannian Brownian motion equations
for different manifolds. We also compare results from Brownian motion simulations
with those from integrating the heat kernel for the sphere, and also comparing long-
time simulation of Brownian motion with uniform sampling on the sphere, SO(n),
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the Stiefel, and the Grassmann manifolds. We end the paper with a brief discussion
of future directions.

2. Previous works

In recent years, stochastic differential equations and Riemannian Brownian mo-
tion have found applications in data science. In clustering problems, the concept of
diffusion means [20] is an important candidate for mean values on Riemannian man-
ifolds. The guided Riemannian Brownian process [21] allows us to interpolate data
points and to learn underlying metrics. Much of this is done in local coordinates.
As mentioned, we focus on global coordinates in this paper.

The link between stochastic processes and second-order differential operators
has been understood from the previous works of Schwartz, Meyer and Émery [10,
11, 12, 13]. The link allows us to formulate the stochastic projection method in
section 7.1 using tubular retractions (essentially a feasibility enhancement method,
defined in section 7) following the approaches of [22, 23, 24].

As mentioned in the introduction, in [15, theorem 2.2], the authors show that
a straightforward use of a tangent retraction to simulate a Brownian motion adds
an unintended extra term to the generator of a Riemannian Brownian process
(and SDEs in general). Thus, to avoid this extra term, a second-order retraction
should be used to simulate the original equation. From [25], the nearest point
retraction is a second-order retraction for the embedded metric. Our contribution
to this approach is to show this is a special case of our construction of second-
order retractions using almost any tubular retraction. Our method works for both
embedded and nonconstant metrics and could be considered a retractive version of
the retraction suggested in [15, section 2.1] for local coordinates.

On the other hand, Armstrong, Brigo, and collaborators analyzed the relation-
ship between second-order differential operators and SDEs in a series of papers.
Among them, [16] studied Itō equations as jets. They show [16, theorem 2.4] that
a 2-jet scheme (a field of curves) converges to the solution of a SDE. Our retractive
Euler-Maruyama’s method section 7.3 complements this scheme, the iteration in
eq. (7.22) could be considered as a construction of a jet using a given retraction to
solve a given equation. The geodesic approximation discussed in [11] could also be
considered related to this result. For Lie groups, the exponential map is a retrac-
tion, thus, could be used with this method if efficient. This result "explains" why
the drift does not appear in the geodesic random walk approximation [26, 27, 15]:
the modified drift of eq. (7.22) is zero if we use a geodesic or its second-order
approximation.

In [18, 28], a second-order tangent retraction gives rise to a connection associated
with a second-order expansion. If we simulate using a retraction, theorem 6 shows
we need to adjust the drift based on this second-order term, this is consistent with
the works of previous authors that the simulation of an Itō equation on a manifold
is dependent on the choice of a connection.

In [29], the authors obtained intrinsic estimates for the geometric Euler-Maruyama’s
method (using the exponent map as the retraction), and took a further step to an-
alyze non-Gaussian noise on manifolds. They obtain a strong order of accuracy of
3
2 in Riemannian distance, a better estimate than our results for retractions. It will
be interesting to extend their intrinsic estimates to retractions.
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For a Stiefel manifold M, [23] derived conditions for a stochastic differential
equation on E to have M as an invariant manifold. We establish here the link
between the second-order differential operators on M with the invariant manifold
condition for M, extending that result. There are several other pioneering works
by the authors of that paper considering the case of the sphere, SO(N),SE(N) [30],
or alternative iterations on the Stiefel manifold.

The local form of the Laplace-Beltrami operator is known classically [9, eq
3.3.11]. We show here that the global coordinate formula takes a similar form. For
the sphere, this formula is known [31]. A formula for the global Laplace-Beltrami
operator appeared in [32], where the authors derived the Laplace-Beltrami oper-
ator for SO(N). That formula, derived using the Lagrange multiplier method, is
equivalent to ours. We aim to make the relationship with the projection and con-
nection more explicit and to make the relationship with the trace apparent. To our
knowledge, the formulas for the Grassmann, Stiefel, and Symmetric Positive Defi-
nite manifolds are new. While the Riemannian Brownian process for a Lie group is
known [33], we derive new explicit expressions for the Itō and Stratonovich drifts.

Our Stratonovich equation for Riemannian Brownian motion is an extension of
[9, equation 3.2.6], which requires a Nash embedding. We only require a Whitney
embedding, which extends the applicability to larger classes of manifolds used in
applications. For example, most left-invariant metrics on a matrix Lie group or
its quotient are non-constant (see eq. (6.5)). The affine-invariant metric on the
manifold of positive-definite matrices is not constant, and for α0 6= α1, the metric
in section 6.3 for a Stiefel manifold is also not an embedded metric. As seen in
these examples, the advantage of our approach is we can change the metric without
changing the embedding.

The estimate of the rate of convergence of Riemannian Brownian motion to the
Riemannian uniform distribution is in [34]. As mentioned there, the convergence
itself was already well-known.

3. Background

We will assume familiarity with stochastic processes, ODE and SDE. We review
here the main concepts of differential geometry and the linear algebra required. For
further reviews of tensor notations, geometry, and Lie groups, the readers can follow
textbooks such as [35, 36, 37] and the article [14]. The last article is foundational
to the approach of using embedded coordinates for embedded manifolds that we
use here.

3.1. Some linear algebra: trace, trace sums of bilinear operators and

projections. In Riemannian geometry, the trace is often expressed in terms of an
orthonormal basis. However, it is often convenient to use dual bases. The trace of
an operator A in a vector space E could be computed on any basis B = {vi}ni=1 as
∑n

i=1 vi(Avi), where vi is the functional sending w ∈ E to ci if w =
∑

i civi, and
the trace is independent of the choice of B. If E is equipped with a nondegenerate
R-valued bilinear form B, then {v1, . . . ,vn} could be identified with a basis of E ,
(via the musical isomorphism ♯ [35, Chapter 11]) such that B(vi,vj) = δi

j , called
the dual basis of E , and the trace is

∑n
i=1 B(vi,Avi). An orthonormal basis is a

self-dual basis (with vi = vi), thus, results for dual bases automatically apply to
orthonormal basis.
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For two finite-dimensional inner product spaces V and W , their dual spaces V∗

andW∗ are identified with V andW by the inner product, hence if A is an operator
between V andW then its dual A∗ is identified with an operator fromW to V . We
will denote by AT this adjoint map. If we represent A by the matrix Ā by choosing
orthonormal bases on V and W then AT is represented by the transpose matrix
ĀT.

Let E and F be two inner product spaces. A F -valued bilinear form Γ on E is a
map from E×E to F that is linear in each component. If E is identified with R

n, we
can represent Γ by a collection of matrices (a tensor) as follows. Let {f1, · · · ,fd} be
a basis of F . Then we can write Γ(ω1,ω2) =

∑d
l=1 flΓl(ω1,ω2) where each Γl(·, ·) is

an R-valued bilinear form, which could be given in matrix form Γl(ω1,ω2) = ωT
1 Jlω2

for uniquely defined matrices Jl ∈ R
n×n, l = 1, · · · ,d. Thus, we have

(3.1) Γ(ω1,ω2) =
∑

l

flω
T
1 Jlω2.

In particular,
∑n

i=1 Γ(vi,vi) =
∑

l fl Tr(Jl) for dual bases {vi}ni=1,{vi}ni=1 of E . The
following lemmas establish trace properties of this kind of sum.

Lemma 1. Let {vi}dimV

i=1 and {wj}dimW

j=1 be orthonormal bases of two inner product
spaces V ,W. Let E and F be two other inner product spaces. Let A,B,C be three
linear operators, where A maps V to W with adjoint AT mapping W to V, B maps
V to E and C maps W to E. Let Γ be a F-valued bilinear form on E as in eq. (3.1).
Then BAT maps W to E and

(3.2)
∑

i

Γ(CAvi,Bvi) =
∑

j

Γ(Cwj ,BATwj).

That means we can transform a sum in {vi}’s to a sum in {wj}’s, by taking
transpose and move AT in front of wj . This follows from

∑

i

Γ(CAvi,Bvi) =
∑

l

fl

∑

i

vT
i ATCTJlBvi =

∑

l

fl TrV ATCTJlB

=
∑

l

fl TrW CTJlBAT =
∑

l

fl

∑

j

wT
j CTJlBATwj =

∑

j

Γ(Cwj ,BATwj).

Lemma 2. Let E be an inner product space, identified with R
n with the inner

product (v,w) 7→ vTw. Let g be a nondegenerate symmetric matrix defining another
pairing (v,w) 7→ vTgw. Let {ei}ni=1 be the standard basis of E = R

n. Let V be a

subspace of E of dimension d. Let {vi}di=1 ⊂ V ,{vi}di=1 ⊂ V be dual bases of V with

respect to the pairing g, thus, (vi)Tgvj = δi
j . Let Π be the g-compatible projection

from E onto V, that means Π is an operator on E such that Πv = v for v ∈ V and
(Πe)Tgv = eTgv for e ∈ E ,v ∈ V. Then Π exists and is unique. If B is a bilinear
map from E to another vector space F , then we have

(3.3)
d

∑

j=1

B(vj ,vj) =
d

∑

j=1

B(vj ,vj) =
n

∑

i=1

B(ei,Πg−1ei).

In particular, the sum is independent of the choice of the dual bases. The lemma
holds if we replace ei with any orthonormal basis of E under the standard pairing
(eT

i ej = δi
j).
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Proof. If Πv =
∑

i civi then ci = (Πv)Tgvi = vTgvi as Π is metric-compatible. This
shows Π is unique and is equal to

∑

i(v
Tgvi)vi, which also verifies existence. Let

V be the R
n×d matrix formed by columns of vi ∈ V ⊂ E = R

n, i = 1 · · ·d, and V

is formed similarly by columns of vi. Then vi = V ǫi,v
i = V ǫi, where ǫi, i = 1 · · ·d

is the i-th column of Id. The relation (vi)Tgvj = δij implies ǫT
i V

T
gV ǫj = δij ,

or V
T

gV = Id. Applying eq. (3.2) with the bases ǫj ’s and ei’s (in that setting
V = R

d,W = E = R
n)

d
∑

j=1

B(vj ,vj) =
d

∑

j=1

B(V ǫj ,V ǫj) =
n

∑

j=1

B(ej ,V V Tej).

Thus, it remains to show V V T = Πg−1, or Π = V V Tg. This is just the expres-
sion Πv =

∑

i(v
Tgvi)vi above. The last statement of the theorem follows from

the previous lemma, as if we replace ei by Uei or an orthogonal matrix U , then
B(Uei,Πg−1Uei) = B(ei,Πg−1UUTei) = B(ei,Πg−1ei). �

Lemma 3. Let B be a EL =R
k-valued bilinear form on E =R

n. Let ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξn)∼
N(0,IE ) be a multivariate normal random variable. Then

EB(ξ,ξ) =
n

∑

i=1

Bii =
n

∑

i=1

B(ei,ei),(3.4)

E|vTξ|= (
2
π

)
1
2 |v| for fixed v ∈ E ,(3.5)

E|B(ξ,ξ)−
n

∑

i=1

B(ei,ei)|2 = 2
∑

i

|Bii|2 +
∑

j<i

|Bij + Bji|2.(3.6)

Proof. Write B(ξ,ξ) =
∑

Bijξiξj for Bij ∈ EL then EB(ξ,ξ) =
∑

ij BijE(ξiξj) =
∑

ij Bijδi
j =

∑

i Bii =
∑

i B(ei,ei). For the next identity, if v 6= 0 then let u1 be
the unit vector in direction v, and complete it to an orthonormal basis {u1, · · ·un}.
Change to this basis, we can reduce the problem to the case n = 1 and v = |v|u1,
and the second identity follows from E|ξ1|= ( 2

π
)

1
2 .

Similar to the scalar case, E|B(ξ,ξ)−EB(ξ,ξ)|2 = E|B(ξ,ξ)|2−|EB(ξ,ξ)|2,

E|B(ξ,ξ)−
∑

i

B(ei,ei)|2 = E|B(ξ,ξ)|2−|
∑

i

B(ei,ei)|2,

E|B(ξ,ξ)|2 =
∑

i

|Bii|2Eξ4
i +

∑

i 6=j

BT
iiBjjEξ2

i ξ2
j +

∑

i 6=j

(BT
ijBij + BT

ijBji)Eξ2
i ξ2

j

= 3|Bii|2 + 2
∑

i<j

BT
iiBjj +

∑

i<j

|Bij + Bji|2,

where we note Eξi = Eξ3
i = 0,Eξ4

i = 3 for each i, Eξ2
i ξ2

j = 1 for all i,j and
∑

i 6=j

(BT
ijBij + BT

ijBji) =
∑

i 6=j

BT
ij(Bij + Bji) =

∑

i<j

(Bij + Bji)T(Bij + Bji).

Since |∑i B(ei,ei)|2 =
∑

i |Bii|2 + 2
∑

i<j BT
iiBjj, we get eq. (3.6). �
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3.2. Riemannian geometry. We here give a brief review of concepts in differ-
ential geometry relevant to this paper. More details can be found in [36, 35], for
example.

Manifolds often appear in applications as smooth constrained sets of an inner
product (Euclidean) space, or quotients (equivalent class) of such constrained sets
under a group action. Abstractly, manifolds are defined by compatible coordinate
charts. The Levi-Civita connection, gradient, and Hessian in the local coordinate
picture are classically developed. In this section, we also explain how they are
represented in global coordinates.

A Riemannian structure on a manifold M, could be understood as a smooth,
symmetric, positive-definite pairing of tangent spaces of M, thus, it provides a
scalar, symmetric bilinear function on TxM×TxM for all x∈M, varying smoothly
with x. When M is a submanifold of an inner product space E , identified with R

n

(for an integer n > 0) for convenience, there is another pairing using the inner
product of E , (ξ,η) 7→ ξTη, if the tangent vectors ξ,η are identified with vectors
in E . The Riemannian pairing is then given by ξTg(x)η for an operator g(x) on
TxM ⊂ E . We can always extend g(x) to a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear
paring on E [38], also called g(x), thus, we have a map g :M 7→ SymE , restricting
to a positive definite bilinear form on the tangent bundle of M. This approach
allows us to use the coordinates of a Whitney embedding (an embedding in the
differential-geometric sense but does not need to preserve metric), which appears
often in applications. For x∈M, the operator g(x) defines a pairing on E , denoted
by 〈,〉g or 〈,〉g,x, which is the Riemannian pairing when restricted to TxM.

The first important ingredient [14] in the embedded picture is the metric-compatible
projection as in lemma 2. For each x ∈M, denoted by Π(x) the metric-compatible
projection associated with g(x). Thus, we have a Lin(E ,E)-valued function Π :
x 7→ Π(x), with each Π(x) being idempotent and metric-compatible. For a smooth
embedding with smooth g, Π(x) is smooth [38]. In embedded coordinates, Π(x) is a
matrix in R

n×n, Πg−1 is symmetric, and we can write Π = IE−g−1(C′)T(C′g−1(C′)T)−1C′

if M is given by C(x) = 0 (locally) near x.
Given a function f on M and a tangent vector ξ at x ∈ M, the directional

derivative Dξf could be evaluated in embedded coordinates, by extending f to
a function f̄ (but we will often write as f) on E and consider ξ as a vector in
E , Dξ f̄ evaluated in the later picture is the same as Dξf in the local coordi-
nate. The Riemannian gradient at x, defined as the tangent vector rgradf (x) such
that (Dξf)(x) = 〈ξ, rgradf (x)〉g for all ξ ∈ TxM is given in local coordinates as

(g−1[ ∂f
∂z1

, · · · , ∂f
∂zd

]T)|x, d = dimM and (z1, · · · ,zd) are local coordinate functions.
In global (E = R

n)-coordinates, if egradf is the gradient of the extended f in the
standard coordinates of Rn then [14]

(3.7) rgradf (x) = (Πg−1egradf )|x.

3.2.1. The Levi-Civita connection. The Levi-Civita connection ∇ in local coordi-
nates is given by coefficients Γi

jk such that for a local coordinate system (z1 · · ·zd),

set ∂i = ∂
∂zi

then ∇∂j
∂k = Γi

jk∂i, with the first requirement is ∇∂j
∂k is a tangent

vector. (Note that we use the Einstein’s summation convention in this subsection,
so Γi

jk∂i means
∑

i Γi
jk∂i here). The second condition is torsion-free, Γi

jk = Γi
kj .

The final condition is metric compatible, ∂j〈∂l,∂k〉g = 〈Γi
jl∂i,∂k〉g + 〈∂l,Γi

jk∂i〉g.
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Globally, we identify vector fields with E-value functions in global coordinates
(x1, · · · ,xn) ∈ R

n, assume X = Xi ∂
∂xi

and Y = Y j∂j
∂

∂xi
then we have

(3.8) ∇XY = DXY + Γ(X,Y)

where Γ(X,Y) = XjY kΓi
jk

∂
∂xi

and DXY = (Xi ∂Y j

∂xi
) ∂

∂xj
is the R

n-derivative if we
identify Y with a vector-valued function in R

n then take the derivative in direction
X. Here, Γ is bilinear in X and Y. If we only require ∇XY to be a vector field, we have
an affine connection. The additional requirements for the Levi-Civita connection
are torsion-free, which means Γ(X,Y) = Γ(Y,X), and metric compatibility, which
means

(3.9) DX〈Y,Y〉g = 2〈Y,∇XY〉g.

In this operator form, if M⊂ E , and we consider Y as an E-valued function from
M, then Γ is uniquely defined for vector fields X and Y and is given as

(3.10) Γ(X,Y) =−(DXΠ)Y +
1
2

Πg−1((DXg)Y + (DYg)X−χg(X,Y)).

where χg satisfies Z
Tχg(X,Y) = Y

T(DZg)X for three vector fields X,Y,Z, see [19]. For
x ∈M, Γ (dependent on x) is uniquely defined on TxM but not on E ×E . We
can choose any bilinear extension of Γ to E ×E , and will call such an extension Γ
a Christoffel function of the Levi-Civita connection ∇. Note, Γ depends on the
values of X and Y and not on their derivatives.

The Euclidean Hessian ehessf = ( ∂2f
∂xi∂xj

)n
i,j=1 ∈ R

n×n of a scalar function f

on M could be considered as a symmetric operator or a bilinear form. On M,
the Riemannian Hessian rhessf of f could also be given in two forms (we use
tensor conventions and transformations, see [35, chapter 12], in particular, bilinear
forms are (0,2) tensors and linear operators on TM are (1,1)-tensors). In the
scalar form, at x ∈M and v1,v2 ∈ TxM we extend v1,v2 to vector fields X,Y, and
compute rhess02

f (x;v1,v2) := DXDYf −D∇XYf , an expression not dependent on the
extensions of X,Y, and f to an open neighborhood ofM⊂E . Write DYf = egradT

f Y,
D∇XYf = egradT

f∇XY,

DXDYf −D∇XYf = DX(egradT
f Y)− egradT

f (DXY + Γ(X,Y))

= (DXegradf )T
Y + egradT

f DXY− egradT
f (DXY + Γ(X,Y))

= (Dv1egradf )Tv2− egradT
f Γ(v1,v2).

We get the expression ([14, eq. (2.57)], [19, eq. (3.12)])

(3.11) rhess02
f (x;v1,v2) := DXDYf −D∇XYf = vT

1 (ehessf v2)− egradT
f Γ(v1,v2).

The Riemannian Hessian vector product [14, 18] is given by

(3.12) rhess11
f (x)X =∇Xrgradf .

By the metric compatibility of ∇, it relates to rhess02
f in the relation below

〈Y,∇Xrgradf 〉g = DX〈Y, rgradf 〉g−〈∇XY, rgradf 〉g = DXDYf −D∇XYf

for a tangent vector field Y. We will suppressed the superscripts 02 and 11 going
forward for brevity, to be understood from the context.
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The Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆f is the trace of the Riemannian Hessian op-
erator ξ 7→ ∇ξrgradf on TxM, thus using either expression of rhessf

(3.13)
∆f = rhessf (V i,Vi) = 〈V i,∇Vi

rgradf 〉g = DVi
DV if −D∇Vi

V if

= V T
i (ehessf V i)− egradT

f Γ(Vi,V
i)

(using Einstein’s summation convention) for a pair of (locally) dual bases of vec-
tor fields {V1, · · · ,Vd},{V 1, · · · ,V d} near x ∈M, where the last expression is from
eq. (3.11), and that expression does not involve derivatives of Vi’s, only their val-
ues. The local assumption is because we may not have a global basis of vector
fields, (for example, by the hairy ball theorem). As the trace is independent of the
choice of basis, we can use a different basis when one local basis eventually becomes
degenerate.

Finally, the Riemannian Brownian motion is a diffusion process with generator
1
2∆f , see [9, 11] for further background.

3.3. Tubular neighborhoods and retractions. We will construct numerical al-
gorithms for SDEs on embedded manifolds using retractions. The term retraction
comes in two different, but related contexts, depending on the submanifold setting.
We will refer to [35, chapter 6], [39, chapter II.11] for backgrounds, and only review
the concepts related to our work. Informally, a tubular neighborhood DM ⊂ E is
an open subset of E containing M and looks like a tube around M. It contains

M q
π

⊥
(q)

π(q)

ǫ

Figure 1. Tubular neighborhood and E-tubular retraction. The
shaded region DM is a tubular neighborhood of M. The point
q ∈DM could be retracted to M by the nearest point retraction
π

⊥
. It may be more efficient to use another retraction π.

points of a distance not exceeding ǫ from M, where ǫ is small enough so that the
closest point is unique. The main existence theorem (tubular neighborhood theo-
rem) [39, theorem II.11.14] requires a compactness condition. However, if we allow
varying ǫ, this requirement can be lifted. We will use this setting. For a point x

in DM, there is a unique closest point π
⊥

(x) to M, and the map x 7→ π
⊥

(x) is an
example of a retraction. A retraction [35, Proposition 6.25], which we will call a
tubular retraction, or E-tubular retraction is a C3-map π from DM ⊂ E to M (the
C3 condition could be relaxed) satisfying

1. π(x) ∈M for x ∈DM,
2. π(x) = x for x ∈M.

Thus, the closest point retraction π
⊥

is a tubular retraction. We use this general
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M

x

v

r(x,v)

π
⊥

(x + v)

Figure 2. Tangent retraction. For small |v|, (x,v) belongs to a
tubular neighborhood of M in TM, and can be retracted using
π

⊥
(x + v). It may be more efficient to use a different retraction

r(x,v).

concept to allow other retractions that are easier to compute. We call a tubular
retraction π an approximated nearest point retraction (ANP-retraction) if addition-
ally, we have for x sufficiently close to M

3. |x−π(x)| ≤ C|x−π
⊥

(x)| for a constant C.
From [39, theorem II.11.14], tubular neighborhoods/retractions could be defined

for inclusions of the form M⊂W ⊂ Ê for a submanifold W of a vector space Ê . If
we takeW = TM⊂E2 = Ê , (since TM is not compact we will use the noncompact
version of the cited theorem), this gives us the notion of retraction considered in
[40, 25, 15], which we will call a tangent retraction. The reader can consult for
example, [15, Definition 2.1]. Locally, a tangent retraction maps (x,v) ∈ TM to
r(x,v) ∈M, with r(x,0) = x, with the additional condition d

dt{t 7→ r(x,tv)}t=0 = v.
Both tubular and tangent retractions are used in the numerical methods dis-

cussed in section 7.1. Further related concepts will be explained there.

4. Second-order tangent vectors and second-order differential

operators

The rank theorem [35, theorem 4.12] shows that locally, a smooth submanifold
M of E = R

n (we can replace E with another smooth manifold) is given by n−
dimM equations [35, eq. 4.3]. Thus, locally, a submanifold could be identified
as a constrained manifold, given by an equation of the form C(x) = 0 from E to
EL = R

n−dimM, where the Jacobian C′(x) is of rank n−dimM. Tangent vectors
could be understood as velocity vectors, vectors of the form γ̇(0) for a curve γ onM.
Alternatively, by differentiating the equation C(γ(t)) = 0, we get C′(γ(t))γ̇(t) = 0.
From here, the tangent space TxM of all tangent vectors at x is defined by the
equation C′(x)v = 0 for v ∈ TxM.

In [11], Émery explained that the second-order tangent space TxM could be
described as the space spanned by accelerations γ̈(0) of curves starting at x, much
like tangent vectors could be identified with velocities γ̇(0). The difference is
that acceleration needs to be linked with velocity, as we can see by differentiat-
ing C′(γ(t))γ̇(t) = 0

(4.1) C(2)(γ(t); γ̇(t), γ̇(t)) + C′(γ(t))γ̈(t) = 0.
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where C(2) is the second derivative (Hessian) of C. Thus, the equation for γ̈(t)
has a quadratic term in γ̇(t). For curves γ1, · · · ,γp and coefficients c1, · · ·cp, p is a
nonnegative integer, set A =

∑p
i=1 ciγ̈i(0) ∈ E , and M :=

∑p
i=1 ciγ̇i(0)γ̇T

i (0) ∈ Symn

is symmetric, with entries M
ij . The constraints on A and M are obtained by taking

a linear combination of eq. (4.1)

(4.2)

∑

ij

C(2)
ij (x)Mij + C′(x)A = 0,

C′(x)M = 0.

We call the pair L = (A,M) ∈ R
n×Symn a second-order tangent vector at x when

the constraints above are satisfied. The space of all second-order tangent vectors
is identified with the subspace TxM of dimension d+ d(d+1)

2 ⊂R
n×Symn, defined

by eq. (4.2). Express C as a vector [C1, · · ·Cn−d], the Hessian of each Ci is given
by a matrix, and the first equation becomes

(4.3) Tr((Ci)(2)(x)M) + (Ci)′(x)A = 0 for i = 1 · · ·n−d.

If M = 0, then C′(x)A = 0, thus, TxM×{0} ⊂ TxM, and C′(x)M = 0 shows M maps
to TxM, or it defines a bilinear pairing on TxM.

If an open subset of M is identified with an open subset of R
dimM then this

coincides with the approach in [11, 12], where A and M are given by a vector (Li)d
i=1

and a symmetric matrix (Lij)d
i,j=1.

When we take directional derivative in global coordinates, the result does not
depend on the extension of f to E if the direction is tangent to M. The situation
is similar for second-order tangent vectors.

Lemma 4. Let (A,M) be a second-order tangent vector at x ∈M. For any C2

function f defined in an E-neighborhood Ω of x, define

(4.4) L : f 7→ (Lf)(x) = egradf (x)TA + Tr(ehessf (x)M)).

Then Lf(x) = 0 if f restricts to Ω∩M is zero, thus Lf does not depend on values
of f outside of M.

Proof. If M = 0 then A is a tangent vector and Lf = egradf (x)TA = (DAf)(x)
clearly satisfies the lemma. Consider the case M 6= 0. If (c,v) is an eigenpair of
M with c 6= 0 then 0 = C′(x)Mv = cC′(x)v, thus, v is a tangent vector. Thus,
if (c1,v1), · · · ,(cp,vp) are nonzero eigenpairs with orthonormal eigenvectors then
M =

∑p
i=1 civiv

T
i and v1, · · · ,vp are tangent vectors. Consider a parametrization

ofM near x with a chart φ : U 7→ φ(U)⊂M for an open subset U ⊂R
d. Consider

p curves (α1, · · ·αp) in U such that αi(0) = φ−1(x), φ′(φ−1(x))α̇i(0) = vi. Then
γi(t) := φ(αi(t)) are curves on M with γi(0) = x, γ̇i(0) = vi, thus L◦ = (A◦,M) :=
(
∑

i ciγ̈i(0),M) is a second-order tangent vector, and L◦f(x) = (
∑

i ci
d2

dt2 f(γi(t)))t=0 =
0, while C′(x)(A−A◦) = 0, hence A−A◦ is a tangent vector. Thus, Lf(x) =
L◦f + DA−A◦

f = 0. �

A section of TM, or a field of second-order tangent vectors could be considered a
function L from M to R

n×Symn such that L(x) = (A(x),M(x)) ∈ TxM. A second-
order operator with zero constant term (abbreviated SOO) is a section of TM. The
lemma shows SOO operates on functions on M.

Without constraint, the Laplace operator on R
n corresponds to the SOO L =

(0n,In) ∈ TxR
n for x ∈ R

n.
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From [10, 11], generators of solutions of SDE on manifolds are SOO. There is
not a unique SDE with a given generator. We call an SDE to be associated with a
SOO L if its generator is 1

2L. In particular, the equation dXt = dWt is associated
with the Laplacian (0,In) on R

n.
On R

n, the Itō equation dXt = µ(Xt, t)dt + σdWt is associated with (2µ,σσT).
For a vector field µS, the Stratonovich equation dXt = µSdt+

∑

γ σβ ◦dW
β
t corre-

sponds to the operator 2µSf +
∑

β Dσβ
(Dσβ

f). We have

(4.5) (A,M) = (2µS +
m

∑

β=1

Dσβ
σβ ,

[

σ1, · · · ,σm

]







σT
1
...

σT
m






),

by expanding Dσβ
(σβf), consistent with the relationship µ = µS + 1

2

∑

Dσβ
σβ be-

tween the Itō and Stratonovich drifts. IfM⊂E is a submanifold, with µS and σi’s
are vector fields on M, this is an SOO, as we can verify

(Ci)′(2µS +
m

∑

β=1

Dσβ
σβ) + Tr(Ci)(2)(

m
∑

β=1

σβσT
β ) = 0,

which follows by differentiating (Ci)′σβ = 0 in the tangent direction σβ , and the
fact that µS is tangent in the Stratonovich case.

Recall an invariant manifold of a SDE on R
n is a manifold such that a process

starting at a point X0 onM will be onM a.e. Below, we use the symbol σ̊ instead
of just σ to signify the fact that the process has an invariant manifold.

Proposition 1. The Itō process dXt = µ(Xt, t)dt+ σ̊(Xt, t)dWt defined on R
n near

M, where σ̊Tσ̊ is invertible has M as an invariant manifold if and only if (A,M) =
(2µ,σ̊σ̊T) restricts to a SOO on M.

Proof. Using Itō’s lemma (on R
n), we get for i = 1 · · ·n−dimM

dCi(Xt) = ((Ci)′µ +
1
2

Tr(Ci)(2)σ̊σ̊T)dt + (Ci)′σ̊dWt

where we omit the variable names on the right-hand side for brevity. Thus, if
(2µ,σ̊σ̊T) is an SOO then the first term is zero, while the condition (Ci)′M =
(Ci)′σ̊σ̊T = 0 implies (Ci)′σ̊σ̊Tσ̊ = 0, together with σ̊Tσ̊ is invertible means the
second term is zero, hence dCi(Xt) = 0. Since Ci(X0) = 0, this implies Ci(Xt)
is zero a.e. Conversely, if dCi = 0 then both the drift and (Ci)′σ̊ = 0, implying
eq. (4.2). �

5. The Laplace-Beltrami operator as SOO and Riemannian Brownian

motions

We now give an explicit expression for the Laplace-Beltrami operator in global
coordinates in terms of the familiar operators Π,g−1 and a Christoffel function Γ.
In the next theorem, Πσ corresponds to σ̊ in proposition 1.

Theorem 1. Let {ei}ni=1 be the standard orthonormal basis of Rn. For a Whitney-
embedded manifold M⊂E = R

n with the Riemannian metric given by the operator
g :M 7→ SymE having the compatible projection Π and a Christoffel function Γ, the
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Laplace-Beltrami operator on M is given by

(5.1) ∆f = egradT
f (−

n
∑

i=1

Γ(ei,Πg−1ei)) + TrE Πg−1ehessf

with both sides evaluated at x ∈M. Here, we consider Πg−1ehessf as an operator

on E when taking the trace TrE Πg−1ehessf =
∑

eT
i Πg−1ehessf ei. In other words,

the SOO is given by

(5.2) L = (A,M) = (−
n

∑

i=1

Γ(ei,Πg−1ei),Πg−1).

We have
∑n

i=1 Γ(ei,Πg−1ei)) =
∑n

i=1 Γ(Πei,Πg−1ei).
Assume σ is a smooth map defined in a tubular neighborhood U ofM, with value

σ(x) in the space of linear operators on E, such that Πσ(x)σ(x)TgΠ = Π. Let Wt

be a Wiener process on E. The Itō process on E

(5.3) dXt =−1
2

n
∑

i=1

Γ(Xt;ei,(Πg−1)(Xt)ei)dt + (Πσ)(Xt)dWt

has M as an invariant manifold, and Xt is the Riemannian Brownian motion on
M with metric induced by g.

For ω ∈ E, let Πω denote the vector field y 7→Π(y)ω onM, then the Stratonovich
equation below also describes a Riemannian Brownian motion with the metric g on
M.

(5.4) dXt =−1
2

n
∑

i=1

(∇Πσei
Πσei)Xt + (Πσ)Xt ◦dWt.

Alternatively, assuming the stronger condition ΠσσT = Πg−1, then the following
Stratonovich SDE also defines a Brownian motion on M

(5.5) dXt =−1
2

n
∑

i=1

Π
Xt

Γ
Xt

(ei,(Πg−1)
Xt

ei) + Π
Xt
◦ (σ

Xt
dWt).

In particular, if g is positive-definite on E , we can take σ = g− 1
2 , the symmetric

positive-definite square root of g. Also, for the embedded metric g = IE , and σ = IE ,
eq. (5.4) reduces to [9, equation 3.2.6]

(5.6) dXt = ΠXt ◦dWt.

Let Γ̃ be the Levi-Civita connection of an extension of g to U , we also have
∑n

i=1 Π(Xt)Γ̃(ei,Πg−1ei) =
∑n

i=1 Π(Xt)Γ(ei,Πg−1ei), giving us another way to
compute the Stratonovich drift in eq. (5.5).

Proof. Using the last expression for ∆f in eq. (3.13), ∆f =
∑dimM

i=1 ehess02
f (Vi,V

i)−
egradT

f (
∑dimM

i=1 Γ(Vi,V
i)), for dual bases {Vi} and {V i} of the tangent space near

a point x ∈M. Since ehess02
f (., .) and egradf Γ(., .) are both bilinear, we can apply

eq. (3.3), replacing the sum over the dual bases with the sum over ei,Πg−1ei. We
will use Einstein’s convention for the rest of the proof

∆f = ehess02
f (ei,Πg−1ei)− egradT

f Γ(ei,Πg−1ei),
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we get eq. (5.1). Note, this reduces to the local coordinate formula ∆f = gij∂i∂jf−
gjkΓi

jk∂if on an open subset of E .
Since Π2 = Π and Πg−1 is symmetric, g−1ΠT = Πg−1. Using eq. (3.2),

Γ(Πei,Πg−1ei) = Γ(ei,Πg−1ΠTei) = Γ(ei,Π2g−1ei) = Γ(ei,Πg−1ei).

To show L is an SOO on M, take f = Cj , j = 1 · · ·n−dimM. Since Cj is zero on
M, its Riemannian gradient is identically zero, thus, ∆Cj = 〈V i,∇Vi

rgradCj 〉g = 0
in eq. (3.13). But it is also given by eq. (5.1) as

∆Cj = (Cj)′(−Γ(ei,Πg−1ei)) + TrE Πg−1(Cj)(2)

which must also be zero. This gives us eq. (4.3) in the SOO condition. The other
condition C′Πg−1 = 0 follows as Π projects to the tangent space. For the Itō
equation, the generator of eq. (5.3) for a smooth function f is

Lf =−1
2

egradT
f Γ(ei,Πg−1ei) +

1
2

Tr(ΠσσTΠTehessf ).

Again g−1ΠT = Πg−1 implies ΠT = gΠg−1, thus, the last term reduces to 1
2 Tr(ΠσσTgΠg−1ehessf ) =

1
2 Tr(Πg−1ehessf ). Hence, Lf = 1

2∆f .
If {ei}ni=1 is the standard basis, then the i-th column of Π is Πei. As an equation

in R
n and still with Einstein’s summation convention, the Itō form of (5.4) is exactly

eq. (5.3), since

−1
2

(∇Πσei
Πσei)Xt +

1
2

(DΠσei
Πσei)Xt + (Πσ)XtdWt

=−1
2

Γ(Πσei,Πσei)Xt + Π(Xt)σ(Xt)dWt.

The Itō form of equation (5.5) is dXt = µdt + ΠσdW , with

µdt =−1
2

ΠΓ(ei,Πg−1ei)dt +
1
2

DΠeα
(Πeβ)[(σdW )α,(σdW )β ]

=−1
2

ΠΓ(ei,Πg−1ei)dt +
1
2

D(σσT)αβΠeα
(Πeβ)dt

=−1
2

ΠΓ(Πei,Πg−1ei)dt +
1
2

DΠg−1eβ
(Πeβ)dt

where we use (σσT)αβΠeα = ΠσσTeβ = Πg−1eβ . From here, at x ∈M, since for
two tangent vectors v1,v2, ∇Πv1

Πv2 ∈ TxM, thus ∇Πv1
Πv2 = Π∇Πv1

Πv2

(Dv1Π)v2 + Γ(v1,v2) = Π(Dv1 Π)v2 + ΠΓ(v1,v2),

Γ(v1,v2) = Π(Dv1 Π)v2− (Dv1Π)v2 + ΠΓ(v1,v2).

But Dv1Πv2 = Dv1Π2v2 = (Dv1Π)Πv2 + ΠDv1(Πv2) = (Dv1 Π)v2 + ΠDv1Πv2, we
have ΠDv1 Πv2 = 0, hence Γ(v1,v2) = −(Dv1Π)v2 + ΠΓ(v1,v2), then the above re-
duces to (with the help of eq. (3.2))

µ =−1
2

Γ(Πg−1ei,Πei) =−1
2

Γ(Πg−1ei,ei) =−1
2

Γ(ei,Πg−1ei).

Finally, for the embedded metric σ(x) = IE , we have Γ(X,Y) = −(DXΠ)Y from
[41],eq. (3.10), thus

∇Πei
Πei = DΠei

Πei− (DΠei
Π)Πei = 0,

as eq. (3.2) gives (DΠei
Π)Πei = (DΠ2ei

Π)ei. This gives us eq. (5.6). �
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Example 1. Consider the unit sphere Sn−1 with the induced constant metric
g = In. It is well-known Π(x) = In−xxT,Γ(x;ξ,η) = xξTη, thus

∑

i

Γ(ei,Πg−1ei) =
∑

i

x(eT
i Πei) = xTrΠ = (n−TrxTx)x = (n−1)x.

Hence, the Laplacian is ∆f = Tr(ehessf Π)− (n−1)egradT
f x, and the Brownian mo-

tion could be given as the solution [9, chapter 3, p.83] of

(5.7) dXt =−n−1
2

Xtdt + (In−XtX
T
t )dWt.

We have xT
M = xTΠ = 0 and with C′(x) = 2xT,C(2)(x) = 2In,

2xT(−(n−1)x) + Tr(2In(In−xxT)) = 0,

confirming this Laplacian is a second-order differential operator on the sphere.

Example 2. In the upper-half plane model Hn of hyperbolic geometry with co-
ordinate (x1, · · · ,xn)T,xn > 0, with g = 1

x2
n

In, Π = In is the identity map, and

Γ(x;ξ,η) = − 1
xn

(ξnη + ηnξ− ξTηen), where ξn,ηn are the n-th coordinate of ξ,η ∈
R

n and en = (0, · · · ,0,1)T. Hence,
∑

i Γ(x;ei,x
2
nei) = (n− 2)xnen, which gives

∆f = x2
n

∑n
i=1

∂2

∂x2
i

− (n−2)xn
∂

∂xn
and the Brownian SDE

(5.8) dXt =−n−2
2

Xn,ten + Xn,t In dWt.

5.1. Lifting of Brownian motion. Consider an embedded manifoldM⊂E , and
assume we have a Riemannian submersion q :M→B (see [36, chapter 7] for back-
ground material). For x ∈M, we have a submanifold q−1(q(x)), whose tangent
space is a subspace Vx ⊂ TxM, called the vertical bundle. Its orthogonal com-
plement Hx is called the horizontal space, the corresponding subbundle is called
the horizontal bundle, and the projection from E to Hx is called the horizontal
projection. The corresponding vector fields are called horizontal. In a Riemannian
submersion, the map q′(x) is an isometry from the horizontal space to Tq(x)B, thus,
any vector w ∈ Tq(x)B corresponds to a unique horizontal vector at x ∈M, called
the horizontal lift. We can lift Riemannian Brownian processes. From the proof of
theorem 4.1.10 in [42], the lift satisfies

(5.9) dXt =
∑

i

Hi ◦dW i
t −

1
2

∑

i

(∇H
Hi

Hi)dt

for basic horizontal orthonormal vector fields Hi (see [42, Definition 4.1.7] for def-
inition), where the lifted connection ∇H is defined on the horizontal bundle H,
and for a tangent vector field X and a horizontal vector field Y [36, lemma 7.45]
∇H

X Y = H∇XY, where H is the horizontal projection, and ∇ is the Levi-Civita con-
nection on M. We can write

(5.10) ∇H
X Y = DXY + ΓH(X,Y)

for horizontal vector fields X,Y, where ΓH (depending on x) is bilinear in X and Y,
valued in E . The vector field ∇H

X Y is horizontal.
For a submanifold N ⊂M, let ΠN be the projection from E to TN . For two

vector fields X,Y on N , II(X,Y) = (ΠM−ΠN )∇XY is called the second fundamental
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form. It is a tensor, whose trace is called the mean curvature

(5.11) H = (ΠM−ΠN )
dimN
∑

j=1

∇Zj
Zj =

n
∑

i=1

II(ei,ΠN g−1ei)

for a locally orthonormal frame {Zi} of N , using eq. (3.3), if we extend II bilinearly
to E .

For a Riemannian submersion q, the horizontal Laplacian [42] is

(5.12) ∆H
f =

∑

i

DHi
DHi

f −
∑

i

DH∇Hi
Hi

f −
∑

j

DH∇Zj
Zj

f

at x∈M, for an orthonormal frame {Hi} of the horizontal bundle H, and a vertical
frame {Zj}, which is an orthonormal frame of the submanifoldNx = q−1q(x). Thus,
if the mean curvature of q−1q(x) is zero, that means (with Einstein’s convention
here and below) H∇Zi

Zi = (ΠM−ΠN )∇Zi
Zi = 0 for N = q−1q(x), ∆H is equal to

the generator of the lifted process eq. (5.9) LHf = DHi
(DHi

f)−DH∇Hi
Hi

f [42,

chapter 4]. The horizontal Brownian motion is a process with generator 1
2∆H.

Following the proof of theorem 1, we have

Theorem 2. Assume the mean curvature of every vertical submanifold q−1(q(x)) is
zero. Then the second-order differential operator corresponding to the lifted Brow-
nian motion eq. (5.9), on a lifted function f is the same as that of the horizontal
Brownian motion

(5.13) ∆H
f = L

Hf =−egradT
f

dimE
∑

i=1

ΓH(ei,Hg−1ei) + Tr(Hg−1ehessf ).

Note
∑

i ΓH(ei,Hg−1ei) =
∑

i ΓH(Hg−1ei,ei) by eq. (3.2).
If σ(x) is a linear operator on E, such that HσσTgH = H and σ is smooth in x,

then the lifted Itō and Stratonovich equations are

dXt =−1
2

n
∑

i=1

ΓH(ei,Hg−1ei)dt + HσdWt,(5.14)

dXt =−1
2

n
∑

i=1

(∇H
Hσei

Hσei)Xt + (Hσ)Xt ◦dWt,(5.15)

dXt =−1
2

n
∑

i=1

HΓH(ei,Hg−1ei)Xt + HXt ◦ (σdWt),(5.16)

where we assume the stronger condition HσσT = Hg−1 for the last equation.

6. Laplace-Beltrami operators and Brownian motions on matrix

manifolds

We now consider matrix manifolds, where E = R
n×m is a matrix vector space

(n,m are two positive integers). We equip E with the trace (Frobenius) inner
product TrATA for A ∈ E to make it an inner product space. Note that we use the
subscript ij to denote the ij-th entry of a matrix (a scalar), but we will use the
notation Eij to denote an elementary matrix which is zero everywhere except that
the ij-th entry is 1, {Eij}i=n,j=m

i=1,j=1 forms the standard basis of E . We apologize for
the possible confusion, however, we will not have a matrix named E. Thus, for a
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matrix C, we have C =
∑

ij CijEij where the indices run over the dimensions of C.
We have a useful identity

(6.1) C =
∑

ij

EijCTEij

as
∑

ij EijCTEij =
∑

ijab CbaEijEabEij , and EijEabEij = 0 unless a = j,b = i,
thus, the sum is

∑

ij CijEij = C. Alternatively, C = C
∑

i Eii =
∑

ij CEijEij =
∑

ij EijCTEij from eq. (3.2).
Consider a function f on M, extended to a function on E . In an SOO (A,M), A

and the Euclidean gradient egradf are matrices, M and the Euclidean Hessian ehessf

are operators on E . The trace of Πg−1ehessf is the operator trace of the operator
ω 7→Πg−1ehessf ω, which is

∑

ij(Πg−1ehessf Eij)ij .

6.1. Matrix Lie groups with left-invariant metrics. Brownian motions on a
Lie group with a left-invariant metric has been well-studied. This section offers new
formulas for the Stratonovich and Itō drifts, as well as formulas for the projection
and the Christoffel function discussed previously. They allow us to compute ex-
plicitly the drifts for common Lie groups, and also describe the Brownian motions
explicitly.

We will consider a connected Lie subgroup G of GL(N), the Lie group of invert-
ible matrices, with Lie algebra g⊂ R

N×N . The trace metric (trace inner product)
(A,B) 7→∑

ij AijBij = TrATB for A,B ∈RN×N induces an inner product on g. A
left-invariant metric on G corresponds to an inner product on g, given by a positive-
definite linear operator I on g. We could define I by fixing an orthonormal basis
{vi}dimg

i=1 of g under the trace inner product, choosing a positive-definite matrix
IP in R

dimg×dimg, and then define Iv =
∑dimg

ij=1 I
ij
P 〈v,vi〉Evj for the inner product

〈v,v〉I =
∑dimg

ij=1 I
ij
P 〈v,vi〉E〈v,vj〉E .

Under the trace metric on E = R
N×N , let pg be the orthogonal projection to g,

(thus pg is self-adjoint in this metric), and we split E = g⊕g
⊥

, where g
⊥

= (IE−pg)E .
We extend I to E by choosing an inner product on g

⊥
, while keeping g and g

⊥

orthogonal in the I-pairing. We denote the extended operator on E also by I.
The operation of I on g

⊥
could be taken to be the identity operator, for example,

the particular extension is not important. We define the following pairing on E ,
extending the pairing on g

(6.2) 〈ω1,ω2〉I = Tr{ωT
1 I(ω2)}= Tr{I(ω1)Tω2}.

Lemma 5. Assume I is self-adjoint in the trace metric and respects the orthogo-
nality of g and g

⊥
, thus, Ig= g and Ig

⊥
= g

⊥
then pg is also the metric-compatible

projection from E to g in the metric 〈., .〉I . That means

(6.3) I(pgω) = pgI(ω).

Proof. We verify νTI(pgω) = νTpg(I(ω)) for ν ∈ E . When ν ∈ g
⊥

, this is obvious
as both sizes are zero by assumption. In the remaining case, ν ∈ g, νTpg(I(ω)) =
νTI(ω) since pg is the orthogonal projection under trace, while

νTI(pgω) = (Iν)Tpgω = (Iν)Tω = νTI(ω)

where the first equality is because I is self-adjoint, the second is because Iν ∈ g,
and the third is because I is self-adjoint again.
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Since pg is self-adjoint under trace inner product, this means νTI(pgω) = νTpg(I(ω)) =
(pgν)TI(ω) for ν ∈ E , thus pg is metric-compatible under I. �

A matrix ξ ∈ E is in the tangent space TxG precisely if x−1ξ ∈ g. Consider the
left-invariant metric on G induced by the pairing below on E at x ∈G

(6.4) (ω1,ω2) 7→Tr{(x−1ω1)TI(x−1ω2)}
for ω1,ω2 ∈ E , or equivalently, for ω ∈ E , define the metric operator

(6.5) g(x)(ω) := (x−1)TI(x−1ω).

We will use Einstein’s summation convention for the remaining sub-sections of this
section, unless indicated otherwise.

Theorem 3. Under the metric eq. (6.5) defined by I, for x ∈G,ω ∈ E
Π(x)(ω) = x(x−1ω)pg

,(6.6)

Π(x)g(x)−1(ω) = xI−1(xTω)pg
,(6.7)

Γ(x;ξ,η) =−1
2

(ξx−1η + ηx−1ξ)

+
1
2

xI−1{[I(x−1ξ),(x−1η)T] + [I(x−1η),(x−1ξ)T]}pg
,

(6.8)

where [, ] is the Lie bracket. Using Einstein’s summation convention, we have

(∆f )x = {x(I−1(xTehessf Eij))pg
}ij

+ TregradT
f x{EijI−1(Eij)pg

−I−1[(Eij)pg
,Eji]pg

}.
(6.9)

Let B[N×N ] be a Wiener process on R
N×N . Then (B[N×N ])pg

is a Euclidean
Brownian motion on g with the trace inner product. The Stratonovich and Itō form
of the Riemannian Brownian motion on G are given by

dXt = Xt ◦I− 1
2 (dB[N×N ])pg

− 1
2

XtI−1[(Eij)pg
,Eji]pg

dt,(6.10)

dXt = XtI− 1
2 (dB[N×N ])pg

+
1
2

Xt{EijI−1(Eij)pg
−I−1[(Eij)pg

,Eji]pg
}dt.

(6.11)

It is known [33] if vα, α = 1, · · · ,dimg is an orthonormal base of g in the left
invariant metric I, and v0 = −1

2 〈vβ , [vα,vβ ]〉gvα, then the Stratonovich equation
for the Brownian motion on G is of the form

(6.12) dXt = Xt ◦dW αvα + Xtv0dt

where W is a Wiener process on R
dimg. The stochastic component in eq. (6.10)

is easily seen to be consistent with this. We will show the drift is also consis-
tent. Our formula shows the Stratonovich drift µI corresponding to I is µI =
XtI−1(X−1

t µIE
), thus, if the drift is zero for one metric then it is zero for all oth-

ers, as is well-known. The drift is zero for unimodular groups. The condition v0 = 0
implies Tradvα = 0 for each basis vector vα, hence Tradξ = 0 for each ξ ∈ g, the
infinitesimal condition for unimodularity. Thus, we can check unimodularity with
eq. (6.10).
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Proof. It is clear Π in eq. (6.6) satisfies x−1Π(x)ω ∈ g, hence Π(x)ω ∈ TxG, and
Π(x)2 = Π. Metric compatibility follows from left-invariance. As g(x)−1ω = xI−1(xTω),
eq. (6.7) follows. To derive Γ, we can start with eq. (3.10) and simplify the expres-
sion, but it is easier to show Γ given in eq. (6.8) satisfies the requirements of the
Christoffel function as reviewed in section 3.2.1. Thus, consider Γ as defined in
eq. (6.8). Since the torsion-free requirement Γ(X,Y) = Γ(Y,X) is immediate if X,Y

are two vector fields, it remains to verify ∇XY in eq. (3.8) is a vector field, and
eq. (3.9) is satisfied. Setting v(x) := x−1

X(x) ∈ g and w(x) := x−1
Y(x) ∈ g, we want

to show x−1(DXY+Γ(X,Y))x ∈ g. As the second line of eq. (6.8) is in xg, it suffices
to show for X(x) = xv(x),Y(x) = xw(x)

x−1DXY− 1
2

(x−1
Xx−1

Y + x−1
Yx−1

X) ∈ g

⇔ v(x)w(x) + Dxv(x)w(x)− 1
2

(v(x)w(x) + w(x)v(x)) ∈ g

⇔Dxv(x)w(x) +
1
2

[v(x),w(x)] ∈ g.

The last condition holds since w is a function from G to g, thus Dxvw ∈ g, while
[v,w] ∈ g as g is a Lie-subalgebra (we drop the variable name for brevity). For
metric compatibility, we expand two expressions below

DX Tr{(x−1
Y)TI(x−1

Y)}= Dxv TrwTI(w) = 2Tr(Dxvw)TI(w),

2〈Y(x),∇XY〉g = 2Tr(wTI(Dxvw +
1
2

[v,w] +
1
2
I−1{[I(v),wT] + [I(w),vT]}pg

).

In computing the difference, since I is self-adjoint under the trace inner product,
the terms with Tr(Dxvw)TI(w) cancels. It remain to simplify the below using w ∈ g
and TrA[B,C] = TrB[C,A]

Tr(wT{I([v,w]) + [I(v),wT ]pg
+ [I(w),vT]pg

})
= TrI(w)T[v,w] + TrwT[I(v),wT] + TrwT[I(w),vT]

= TrI(w)T[v,w] + TrI(w)[vT,wT] = TrI(w)T[v,w] + TrI(w)[w,v]T = 0

since TrwT[I(v),wT] = 0, TrwT[I(w),vT] = TrI(w)[vT,wT] between the second and
the last line. Thus, ∇ is metric invariant. Note that Γ is left invariant, that means
x−1Γ(x;ξ,η) = Γ(IE ;x−1ξ,x−1η).

For ∆f as an SOO of the form (A,M), we compute

x−1
A =−x−1Γ(x;Eij ,xI−1(xTEij)pg

) =−Γ(IE ;x−1Eij ,I−1(xTEij)pg
)

which is −Γ(IE ;Eij ,I−1(Eij)pg
) by eq. (3.2). Simplify further

x−1
A =

1
2

(EijI−1((Eij)pg
) +I−1((Eij)pg

)Eij)

−1
2
I−1{[I(Eij),(I−1((Eij)pg

))T] + [I(I−1((Eij)pg
)),(Eij)T]}pg

.

Using eq. (3.2) again, the first line simplifies to EijI−1(Eij)pg
. The second line

also simplifies to

−1
2
I−1{[Eij ,(I−1(I(Eij)pg

))T] + [(Eij)pg
,(Eij)T]}pg

=−I−1[(Eij)pg
,Eji]pg

.
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From here, we get ∆f and the Itō drift. Note that we can take σ(x)ω = xI− 1
2 (ωpg

),

with σT(x)ω = I− 1
2 (xTω)pg

verifying σσT = Πg−1. Thus,

Dσ(x)Eij
σ(x)Eij = xI− 1

2 (Eij)pg
I− 1

2 (Eij)pg
= xEijI−1(Eij)pg

,

which gives us eq. (6.10). Finally, write ξ = 〈vα, ξ〉gvα for ξ ∈ g, thus, for fixed β,
[ξ,vβ ] = 〈vα, ξ〉g[vα,vβ ]. Summing over α and β and applying eq. (3.3)

〈vβ , [vα,vβ ]〉g〈vα, ξ〉g = 〈vβ , [ξ,vβ ]〉g = Tr{I(vβ)T[ξ,vβ ]}
= Tr{(I(Πg−1(Eij))T[ξ,Eij ]}= Tr{(I(I−1(Eij)pg

))T[ξ,Eij ]}
= Tr{((Eij)pg

)T[ξ,Eij ]}= Tr{ξ[Eij ,((Eij)pg
)T]}= 〈I−1[(Eij)pg

,Eji]pg
, ξ〉g.

Since the inner product is nondegenerate on g, 〈vβ , [vα,vβ ]〉gvα = I−1[(Eij)pg
,Eji]pg

.
This confirms the alternative form of the Stratonovich drift. �

Let us apply this result to Brownian motions of a few matrix groups. As men-
tioned, the Stratonovich drift for an arbitrary I could be computed from the case
I = IE . The Itō drift in general can not be simplified, but we will compute for
I = IE also.

For GL+(N), the group of RN×N matrices with positive determinant, pg is the
identity map, [(Eij)pg

,Eji]pg
= Eii−Ejj = IN − IN = 0, thus the Stratonovich drift

is zero, as well-known. The Itō drift is 1
2Xtdt.

For SL(N), the subgroup of GL+(N) with determinant 1, pg(ω) = ω− Trω
N

IN ,

for ω ∈ R
N , and [Eij − TrEij

N IN ,Eji]pg
= 0 (since [IN ,Eji] = 0 while [Eij ,Eji] =

0 above), so the Stratonovich drift is also zero. The Itō drift is 1
2Xt(Eij(Eij −

TrEij

N
IN ))dt = N−1

2N
Xtdt.

Consider Aff+(N), the subgroup of GL+(N + 1) of the form
[

A v

01×N 1

]

with

A ∈ GL+(N),v ∈ R
N . This group could be used to model an object which could

both move and deform linearly in R
N , with the vector v model an anchor point

on the object, while A specifies the linear deformation based at the anchor point.
Here, g is the subspace of R(N+1)×(N+1) with the last row is zero, pg(ω) sends the
last row of ω ∈ R

(N+1)×(N+1) to zero, hence

[(Eij)pg
,Eji]pg

=
N

∑

i=1

[Ei,N+1,EN+1,i]pg
=

[

IN 0N×1

01×N 0

]

=: JN ,

Eij(Eij)pg
=

[

IN 0N×1

01×N 0

]

.

Thus, the Stratonovich drift is −1
2XtI−1(JN ), the Itō drift for I = IE is zero.

For SO(N), the subgroup of orthogonal matrices of determinant 1, g is the group
of antisymmetric matrices and ωpg

= ωskew. We have

[(Eij)pg
,Eji]pg

=
1
2

[Eij ,Eji]skew−
1
2

[Eji,Eji]skew = 0,

Eij(Eij)skew =
1
2

EijEij −
1
2

EijEji =
1−N

2
IN .
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Thus, the Stratonovich drift is zero, the Itō drift for I = IE is 1−N
4 Xtdt, agreeing

with [32]. In the case where I is given by an N×N symmetric matrix Ī with positive
entries such that I(Eij) = ĪijEij , the Itō drift is given by−1

4Xt

∑

i(
∑

j 6=i Ī−1
ij )Eiidt.

The special Euclidean group SE(N) allows us to simulate Brownian movements
of rigid bodies. SE(N) is the subgroup of Aff+(N) with A orthogonal, pg sends the
top N ×N block to its antisymmetry part, and zero out the last line. Thus, the
Stratonovich drift is zero

[(Eij)pg
,Eji]pg

=
1
2

∑

i≤N,j≤N

[Eij ,Eji]skew +
∑

i≤N

[Ei,N+1,EN+1,i]skew = 0.

The difference between this and Aff+(N) is [(Eij)pg
,Eji] usually gives a diagonal

block, which is zeroed out by pg in this case but not in the affine case. For a matrix
group to be not unimodular, [(Eij)pg

,Eji] must not be zero, and heuristically, the
Lie algebra should contain some diagonal blocks.

6.2. Positive-definite matrices with the affine invariant metric. The man-
ifold M= S+

N consists of positive definite symmetric matrices in E = R
N×N with

the metric operator g(x)ω = x−1ωx−1,x ∈ S+
N . This defines a pairing on E2 which

restricts to the affine invariant metric on S+
n

(6.13) 〈ω,ω〉g = TrωTx−1ωx−1.

We have Πω = ωsym and Γ(x,ξ,η) =−(ξx−1η)sym. Thus, we need to evaluate

A = (Eijx−1(xEijx)sym)sym =
1
2

(EijEijx+ EijEjix)sym =
N + 1

2
x,

Proposition 2. The Laplace-Beltrami operator of S+
n with the metric eq. (6.13) at

x ∈ S+
n is given by

(6.14) ∆f =
N + 1

2
Trxegradf + (ehessf (xEijx)sym)ij .

Let B
[N×N ]
t be a Wiener processes on R

N×N and {ǫij |1≤ i≤ j≤N} be the standard

basis of SymN , ǫij =

{√
2(Eij)sym for 1≤ i < j ≤N

Eii for 1≤ i = j 6= N.
. Expressing (B[N×N ]

t )sym

in this basis we get a Wiener process Wt on R
N(N+1)

2 . Define

(6.15) σ(x)ω = x
1
2 ωx

1
2

for ω ∈RN×N , where x
1
2 is the positive-definite matrix square root. Then σ satisfies

ΠσσTgΠ = Π, and can be used to construct the Riemannian Brownian motion in
Itō form in eq. (5.3)
(6.16)

dXt =
N + 1

4
Xtdt + X

1
2
t (dB

[N×N ]
t )symX

1
2
t =

N + 1
4

Xtdt + σ(Xt)(
∑

i≤j

dW
ij
t ǫij).

Let x = V diag(β2
1 , · · · ,β2

n)V T be a symmetric eigenvalue decomposition. Set
(6.17)

S(x) :=−V diag(β2
1(

1
4

+
∑

j

βj

2(β1 + βj)
)), · · · ,β2

i (
1
4

+
∑

j

βj

2(βi + βj)
)), · · · )V T.
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Then the Stratonovich form in eq. (5.4) is given by

(6.18) dXt = (S(Xt) +
N + 1

4
Xt)dt + σ(Xt)◦ (

∑

i≤j

dW
ij
t ǫij).

We only mentioned the Stratonovich equation (5.4) since the form eq. (5.5) is
the same as the Itō form, as Π is constant.

Proof. The expression in eq. (6.14) for the Laplace operator follows from the dis-
cussion preceding the proposition.

It is clear σT = σ and σσT = g−1, thus the Itō form is as in the middle expression
of eq. (6.16). Since sym is the projection from R

N×N to Symn, (B[N×N ]
t )sym is

a Wiener process in SymN (see [9]). For eq. (6.18), we need to evaluate (with
Einstein’s summation convention) Dσ(x)(Eij)sym

σ(x)(Eij )sym.

By differentiating the equation (x
1
2 )2 = x, the Fréchet derivative of the square

root satisfies Dω(x 7→ x
1
2 ) = L−1

x
1
2

ω, where LA(ω) = Aω +ωA is the Lyapunov oper-

ator for a symmetric matrix A ∈ Symn,ω ∈ R
N×N . If A = V DV T is a symmetric

eigenvalue decomposition, D = diag(d1, · · · ,dN ) such that di +dj 6= 0 for all i,j and
V TV = IN , then denote by ⊙ the by-entry multiplication (Hadamard product),
with D̂ = (D̂ij)N

i,j=1 below, we have

L−1
A B = V ((V TBV )⊙ D̂)V T;D̂ij =

1
di + dj

for i,j = 1 · · ·N.

Thus, if x = V D2V T, D = diag(β1, · · · ,βn) and write σx for σ(x)

Dσx(Eij)sym
σx(Eij)sym = 2((L−1

x
1
2

σx(Eij)sym)(Eij)symx
1
2 )sym.

Expand 2(L−1

x
1
2

σx(Eij)sym)(Eij)symx
1
2 = V RV T with the summation convention,

where we use eq. (3.2) to remove sym then V

R = 2{(V T(V DV T)(Eij)sym(V DV T)V )⊙ D̂}V T(Eij)symV D

= {(DEijD)⊙ D̂}(Eij + Eji)D = (Eij
βiβj

βi + βj
(βjEij + βiEji)

=
1
2

β2
i Eii +

β2
i βj

βi + βj
Eii.

From here, we get the expression for S(Xt) and eq. (6.18). �

6.3. Stiefel manifolds. For positive integers p < n, consider the manifold Stn,p ⊂
E = R

n×p of orthogonal matrices Y ∈ R
n×p, Y TY = Ip. We equip E with the base

inner product 〈ω1,ω2〉E = TrωT
1 ω2. For α0,α1 > 0, define the metric operator

(6.19) g : ω 7→ α0(In−Y Y T)ω + α1Y Y Tω = α0K0ω + α1K1ω

and the associated metric 〈ω,ω〉g = α0 TrωTK0ω+α1 TrωTK1ω, where K0 = In−Y Y T,K1 =
Y Y T. From [43, 19], g−1ω = α−1

0 K0ω + α−1
1 K1ω and

Πω = ω−Y (Y Tω)sym,(6.20)

Γ(Y,ξ,η) = Y (ξTη)sym + 2
α0−α1

α0
K0(ξηT)symY.(6.21)
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Write ω = K0ω +K1ω, then Π(K0ω) = K0ω, Π(K1ω) = Y (Y Tω)skew. Note TrK1 =
TrY TY = p,TrK0 = Tr(In−K1) = n− p. To evaluate A, we compute the sum
Γ(Eij ,Πg−1Eij) in parts (with Einstein’s summation convention)

ET
ij(Πg−1Eij) = ET

ij(α−1
0 K0Eij + α−1

1 Y (Y TEij)skew)

= α−1
0 ET

ijK0Eij + α−1
1 ET

ijY (Y TEij)skew

=
(K0)ii

α0
Ejj +

1
2α1

(ET
ijY Y TEij −ET

ijY EjiY )

=
TrK0

α0
Ip +

1
2α1

(Tr(Y Y T)Ip−Y TY ) = (
n−p

α0
+

p−1
2α1

)Ip,

Eij(Πg−1Eij)T
sym = Eij(α−1

0 ET
ijK0−α−1

1 (Y TEij)skewY T)

=
p

α0
K0−

1
2α1

(EijY TEijY T−EijET
ijY Y T) =

p

α0
K0 +

p−1
2α1

Y Y T

where we use eq. (6.1). Thus, K0(Eij(Πg−1Eij)T
sym)Y = 0 and

A =−
∑

ij

Γ(Y ;Eij ,Πg−1Eij) =−(
n−p

α0
+

p−1
2α1

)Y.

and the Laplacian is

(6.22) −(
n−p

α0
+

p−1
2α1

)TrY Tegradf + (ehessf (Πg−1Eij))ij .

For the Brownian motion, we can take σω = g− 1
2 ω = α

− 1
2

0 K0ω + α
− 1

2
1 K1ω with an

ambient process Wt in R
n×p

(6.23) dYt =−(
n−p

2α0
+

p−1
4α1

)Ytdt+{α− 1
2

0 (In−YtY
T

t )dWt +α
− 1

2
1 Yt(Y T

t dWt)skew}.

Note the formula reduces to the sphere case when p = 1,α0 = 1.

6.4. Grassmann manifolds. Consider the manifold Grn,p, the quotient of the
Stiefel manifold Stn,p by the action of SO(p) on the right. This is the configuration
space of p-dimension subspaces of Rn. Recall the tangent space at Y ∈ Stn,p consists
of matrices η ∈R

n×p satisfying sym(Y Tη) = 0. In the lift to Stn,p, with the metric
defined by α0 = α1 = 1, the horizontal space consists of tangent vectors η satisfying
Y Tη = 0, the horizontal projection is Hω = (In−Y Y T)ω and the Christoffel function
for two horizontal vectors ξ,η is evaluated as ΓH(ξ,η) = Y ξTη [14, eq. 2.71]. From
here

ΓH(Eij ,Hg−1Eij) = Y ET
ij(In−Y Y T)Eij = Y Tr(I−Y Y T) = (n−p)Y.

Using σ = IE , to check the mean curvature condition on the submanifold Y SO(p)⊂
Stn,p at Y ∈ Stn,p, for A,B ∈ o(p), and we write Y A,Y B for the corresponding
vector fields. From eq. (6.21)

∇Y AY B = Y AB + Y (−AY TY B)sym =
1
2

Y [A,B]

is tangent to the orbit and we have the condition H∇Zi
Zi = 0 in section 5.1.
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The lifted Laplacian, and horizontal Brownian motion equations are

∆H
f =−(n−p)TrY Tegradf + (ehessf (I−Y Y T)Eij)ij ,(6.24)

dYt =−n−p

2
Yt + (In−Y Y T)dW

[n×p]
t ,(6.25)

dYt = (In−Y Y T)◦dW
[n×p]
t .(6.26)

where for the last equation, we use (with Einstein’s summation)

DHEij
Y Y TEij = (In−Y Y T)EijY TEij + Y ((In−Y Y T)Eij)TEij = (n−p)Y.

noting (In−Y Y T)EijY TEij = (In−Y Y T)Y = 0 by eq. (6.1). In [42], the authors
consider the complex Grassmann manifold, using a different method. We will leave
it to a follow-up work to derive the Itō and Stratonovich versions above for the
complex Grassmann.

7. Numerical methods: deterministic and stochastic projection

methods

We now discuss numerical methods to solve SDE on R
n with an invariant man-

ifoldM (the SDE are called conservative). In the ODE literature, it is well known
[44, section VII.2], [45, section 5.3], that a numerical scheme on R

n, when applied
to a conservative ODE together with a projection will in general preserve the order
of accuracy. Projection in the numerical analysis literature is just the nearest point
retraction in section 3.3. In the previous sections, we used the term projection
for a linear projection to the tangent space of a manifold point. To distinguish,
while we still use the term projection method, projections will be used only for
these linear maps, otherwise, we will use the term retraction. While we have seen
1 the projection method applied to the geodesic equation and several examples of
projection method for SDE mentioned in section 2, the linkage with SOO clarifies
the condition when the stochastic version applies. We will present the results in
section 7.2.

It is known [15, corollary 2.3] that we can simulate geometric random walks
using a second-order tangent retraction (see eq. (7.3) below) with respect to the
Levi-Civita connection, but there are only a few known examples of such retractions.
Inspired by the Taylor method applied to corollary 1, in theorem 4, we construct a
second-order tangent retraction from any E-tubular retractions, for any torsion-free
connection. In addition, we also introduce the retractive Euler-Maruyama method
in section 7.3.

We show in algorithm 1 the basic simulation framework for aM-valued process
Xt described by either the Itō (dXt = µdt+ σ̊dWt) or Stratonovich (dXt = µdt+ σ̊ ◦
dWt) form on the ambient space E with an invariant manifold M. The rest of the
paper will discuss different integrators’ F’s, and will provide numerical experiments
using these integrators.

7.1. Projection method and geodesic equation. Consider a manifoldM⊂E ,
where E is a vector space. Let DM be a tubular neighborhood of M (section 3.3).
Consider the differential equation

(7.1) y(r) = F (t;y, ẏ, · · · ,y(r−1))

1See https://mtaylor.web.unc.edu/wp-content/uploads/sites/16915/2020/08/expomap.pdf,
(Professor M.E. Taylor’s note on geodesics)

https://mtaylor.web.unc.edu/wp-content/uploads/sites/16915/2020/08/expomap.pdf
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Algorithm 1 Simulating the distribution of
∫ T

0 g(Xs,s)ds + f(XT ,T ) for a mani-
fold valued-process Xt satisfying an Itō or Stratonovich SDE.

1: Input: X0 ∈M, an integrator F, T,ndiv,npath , functions g,f , a SDE of Itō or
Stratonovich type for X with drift µ and stochastic map σ̊.

2: h← T
ndiv

3: for i = 0, · · · ,npath−1 do

4: Xi,0←X0

5: si← g(Xi,0,0)
6: for j = 1, · · · ,ndiv−1 do

7: Sample ∆∼N(0,Ik)
8: Compute Xi,j+1← F(µ,σ̊,Xij , jh,∆,h) ⊲ Xi,j+1 ∈M
9: Compute si← si + g(Xi,j+1, jh)

10: end for

11: Compute si← si + f(XT ,T )
12: end for

13: Return: The collection {si}npath

i=1 . ⊲ To compute statistics

such that if the initial values of y and its derivatives are on a (higher) tangent bundle
of M, then the solution of the equation is in M (M is an invariant manifold). If
there is a method Ψ(t, · · · ,h) on DM⊂E producing the next iteration point on DM,
(here, · · · includes current and past iteration data of y and its derivatives), and Ψ
is of order p, that means Ψ(t, · · · ,h)− y(t + h) is O(hp+1), then since y(t + h) ∈M
(7.2) |Ψ(t, · · · ,h)−π

⊥
(Ψ(t, · · · ,h))| ≤ |Ψ(t, · · · ,h)− y(t + h)|.

Thus, |Ψ(t, · · · ,h)−π
⊥

(Ψ(t, · · · ,h))| is also O(hp+1), hence |π
⊥

(Ψ(t, · · · ,h))−y(t+

h)| is O(hp+1) by the triangle inequality, and π
⊥

(Ψ(t, · · · ,h)) ∈M.
For an ANP-retraction (section 3.3) π, |Ψ(t, · · · ,h)−π(Ψ(t, · · · ,h))| is also O(hp+1),

and π(Ψ(t, · · · ,h)) is an O(hp+1) method by the triangle inequality. Here, we do
not need to know details about Ψ. The main requirement is that if M is an in-
variant manifold of eq. (7.1) then the projected method will have the same order
of accuracy as the original method. This projection method [44, 45] is well-known
in the context of constrained differential equations.

Corollary 1. Let Γ be a Christoffel function of the Levi-Civita connection of a met-
ric g on M. Assume Γ extends to a function from DM to Lin(E ⊗E ,E), the space
of E-valued bilinear form on E. Then an iterative method with order of accuracy p

applied to the equation

(7.3)
d

dt

[

x

v

]

=

[

v

−Γ(x;v,v)

]

on E2 ANP-retracted to TM also has an order of accuracy p.

For example, we get a method of order 4 by projecting the Runge-Kutta method
RK4.

Given a (torsion-free) connection ∇ onM, with Christoffel function Γ, a tangent
retraction (section 3.3) with respect to ∇ is of second-order if

(7.4)
∇
dt
{ d

dt
(t 7→ r(x,tv)}|t=0 =

d

dt2
{t 7→ r(x,tv)}|t=0 + Γ(x,v,v) = 0.
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Theorem 4. 1. Let π be an E-tubular retraction of class C3. Then its differential
π′ at x ∈M maps E to TxM⊂ E. Considered as a map from E to E, π′(x) is
a linear projection from E onto TxM, π′(x))2 = π′(x) for x ∈M. In particular,
π′

⊥
(x) = ΠE(x), the E-orthogonal projection to TxM.

2. With π above, assume ∇ is a torsion-free connection with C1-Christoffel function
Γ. Then r below is defined in a tubular neighborhood of M⊂ TM

(7.5) r(x,v) := π(x+ v− 1

2
π′(x)Γ(x;v,v)).

In that neighborhood, r is a second-order tangent retraction for ∇.

Proof. Since π(x) ∈M, π ◦π(x) = π(x) implies π′(π(x))π′(x) = π′(x) for x ∈DM
by the chain rule. Evaluate at x ∈M, this shows π′(x)2 = π′(x). Differentiate
π(x) = x in direction v ∈ TxM, we get π′(x)v = v.

With the assumed smoothness of π, for |v| sufficiently small, r in eq. (7.5) is
well-defined. For eq. (7.4), let y(t) = r(x,tv) = π(x+ tv− t2

2 π′(x)Γ(x;v,v)),

ẏ(t) = π′{x+ tv− t2

2
π′(x)Γ(x;v,v)}(v− tπ′(x)Γ(x;v,v)).

Thus, ẏ(0) = π′(x)v = v, or r is a tangent retraction. Next,

ÿ(t) = π(2){x+ tv− t2

2
π′(x)Γ(x;v,v);v− tπ′(x)Γ(x;v,v),v− tπ′(x)Γ(x;v,v)}

−π′{x+ tv− t2

2
π′(x)Γ(x;v,v)}(π′(x)Γ(x;v,v)),

⇒ ÿ(0) = π(2)(x;v,v)−π′(x)Γ(x;v,v)

as π′(x)2 = π′(x). Hence, the left-hand side of eq. (7.4) is

(ÿ(t) + Γ(y(t); ẏ(t), ẏ(t))) |t=0 = π(2)(x;v,v) + (IE−π′(x))Γ(x;v,v).

Note that since ∇ is a connection, the left-hand side of the above is a tangent vector
in TxM. Since π′(x) is the identity on TxM, apply π′(x) to both sides and use
π′(x)2 = π′(x), we have

(ÿ(t) + Γ(y(t); ẏ(t), ẏ(t))) |t=0 = π′(x)π(2)(x;v,v).

It remains to show π′(x)π(2)(x;v,v) = 0 (this is the Weingarten lemma applied to
the linear projection π′(x)). Since π′(y)2v = π′(y)v holds for all y ∈M, differentiate
this equality in the tangent direction v ∈ TxM

π(2)(x;v,π′(x)v) + π′(x)π(2)(x;v,v) = π(2)(x;v,v).

Since π′(x)v = v, canceling the first term with the right-hand side, we get π′(x)π(2)(x;v,v) =
0. This proves r is a second-order retraction. �

In particular, for the embedded metric g = In and π = π
⊥

, then π′
⊥

(x) = ΠE(x)

and the Christoffel function of the Levi-Civita connection Γ(x;v,v) =−(ΠE)′(x;v)v
is normal to TxM [25], thus, eq. (7.5) reduces to r(x,v) = π

⊥
(x+v). This retraction

is known to be of second-order from [25] and is used in [15].
For a simple new example, consider the constrained hypersurface M⊂ R

n de-
fined by c(x)−1 = 0 for a scalar positively homogeneous function c of order α 6= 0,
c(tx) = tαc(x) for t > 0. Even for an ellipsoid (α = 2), π

⊥
is in general complicated
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to solve. Consider the rescaling retraction π(x) = πs(x) = c(x)− 1
α x, defined in a

neighborhood of M where c(x) > 0. For x ∈M

(7.6) π′(x)ω =−c′(x)ω

α
c(x)− 1

α −1x+ c(x)− 1
α ω = ω− c′(x)ω

α
x, ω ∈ R

n.

We can verify π′(x)2 = π′(x). We can use eq. (7.5) with πs for any metric on M,

in particular, for g = In with Γ(x;v,v) = c(2)(x;v,v)
|c′(x)|2 c′(x)T [14].

For the group M = SL(N) of matrices of determinant 1, a retraction from a
neighborhood of matrices in R

N of positive determinant is the rescaled πdet : A 7→
det(A)− 1

N A. We have for A ∈ SL(N), ω ∈ E = R
N×N

π′(A)ω = lim
t→0

d

dt
{det(A + tω)− 1

N (A + tω)}= ω− 1

N
Tr(A−1ω)A

by the Jacobi’s determinant’s formula and det(A) = 1. Note, the projection x(x−1ω)pg
,

for pg(x−1ω) = x−1ω− Tr(x−1ω)
N

IN in eq. (6.6) is exactly π′(x).
For the Stiefel manifold in section 6.3, it is known [25] π

⊥
is given by the polar

decomposition, thus, by eq. (7.5), a second-order retraction for the metric eq. (6.19)
at (Y,ξ) ∈ TM is given by the orthogonal component in the polar decomposition
of

Y + ξ− 1

2
Π(Y )

(

Y (ξTξ)sym + 2
α0−α1

α0
K0(ξξT)symY

)

= Y + ξ− α0−α1

α0
(ξ−Y (Y Tξ))ξTY.

We can use these retractions to simulate a random walk approximation of a Rie-
mannian Brownian motions [15] (where σ̊ = Πσ) where in algorithm 1, the iteration
using a second-order retraction is given by

(7.7) Xi,j+1← r(Xij ,(
hdimM

〈̊σ(Xij)∆, σ̊(Xij)∆〉g(Xij)
)

1
2 σ̊(Xij)∆).

7.2. The stochastic projection method. In [22], the authors studied the projec-
tion method for SDEs using the fundamental theorem of stochastic approximation
in [46]. The result is discussed in detail for one constraint. We will explain and
extend it below.

Consider an SDE on E with M⊂ E an invariant manifold, as in proposition 1,
or in an equivalent Stratonovich form. Let Xt,x(T ) be the (exact) solution of this
equation (in R

n)with X(t) = x ∈ R
n at T ≥ t ∈ R. Consider an one-step approxi-

mation X̄t,x(t + h) = x+ A(t,x,h,W (θ)−W (t)) for t≤ θ ≤ t + h on E = R
n, where

A is continuous in R
n. Assume (see [46, theorem 1.1.1]) X̄t,x is of order of accuracy

p1 for the expectation of deviation and order of accuracy p2 for the mean-square
deviation, that is

|E(Xt,x(t + h)− X̄t,x(t + h))| ≤K1(1 + |x|2)
1
2 hp1(7.8)

|[E|Xt,x(t + h)− X̄t,x(t + h)|2]
1
2 ≤K2(1 + |x|2)

1
2 hp2(7.9)

where p1 ≥ 1
2 ,p1 ≥ p2 + 1

2 . Assume the global Lipschitz condition

(7.10) |b(t,x)− b(t,y)|+
m

∑

i=1

|σi(t,x)−σi(t,y)| ≤K0|x− y|
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for x,y ∈Rn, t∈ [t0,T ] (the time interval under consideration), and σi’s are columns
of σ, then the fundamental theorem of the mean-square order of convergence [46,
theorem 1.1.1], [22, theorem 3.3] shows for any N and k = 0,1, · · · ,N , there is a
bound on the k-step approximation

(7.11) |[E|Xt0,X0(tk)− X̄t0,X0(tk)|2]
1
2 ≤K(1 +E|X0|2)

1
2 hp2− 1

2 .

The approximation X̄t,x is in R
n. Similar to the ODE case, but under further

assumptions, the projection method could be modified to a method on R
n to an

approximation in M with the same expectation and mean-square accuracy. Thus,
the k-steps bound still applies for the projected method on M. We need the
following result on R

n (theorem 3.4 in [22], which cited [46]. As before, the proof
follows from the triangle inequality.)

Proposition 3. Let the one-step approximation X̄t,x satisfy the condition of the

fundamental theorem [46, theorem 1.1.1]. Suppose that another approximation X̂t,x

is such that

|E(X̂t,x(t + h)− X̄t,x(t + h))| ≤K3(1 + |x|2)
1
2 hp1(7.12)

[E|X̂t,x(t + h)− X̄t,x(t + h)|2]
1
2 ≤K4(1 + |x|2)

1
2 hp2(7.13)

Then the method based on X̂t,x will also have the order of accuracy p1 and p2 for
expectation and mean-square deviation.

Proof. By using the triangle inequality, for example

|E(Xt,x(t + h)− X̂t,x(t + h))| ≤ |E(Xt,x(t + h)− X̄t,x(t + h))|
+|E(X̄t,x(t + h)− X̂t,x(t + h))|

then apply the estimates. �

The argument that an ANP-retraction preserves the order of accuracy in the
ODE case needs a modification in the SDE case, since the Gaussian distribution is
unbounded, so even when h is small, there is a small chance the stochastic move lies
far from the tubular neighborhood where the ANP-retraction is defined. Following
[47, 22], we truncate the stochastic moves. For a scalar Wiener process wt, represent
∆wt(h) = wt+h−wt = ξh

1
2 where ξ ∼ N(0,1) is standard normal. Fix r ≥ 1, let

Ah = (2r|ln(h)|) 1
2 and

(7.14) ζh :=











ξ, |ξ| ≤Ah,

Ah, ξ > Ah,

−Ah, ξ <−Ah.

Then ζh is truncated from ξ. For a multi-dimensional Wiener process Wt = (W1,t, · · · ,Wm,t),
represent ∆Wi,t(h) =

√
hξi, where ξi ∼ N(0,1) and ξi’s are independent, then we

can truncate ξi to ζi,h in the method X̄ .

Theorem 5. Assume the global Lipschitz condition in eq. (7.10), let X̄ be an ap-
proximated method on R

n for a SDE where M is an invariant manifold, and X̃

be the method obtained by replacing the stochastic step ∆w(h) = ξ
√

h with ζh

√
h in

eq. (7.14). Assume the truncated method X̃ is with orders of accuracy p1,p2≥ p1 + 1
2

for expectation and mean-square. Let π be an ANP-retraction defined in a tubu-
lar neighborhood U of M⊂ E. Assume there is h0 > 0 such that for h ≤ h0, both
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X̂ = π
⊥

(X̃) (realizing the smallest distance between X̃ and M) and π(X̃) are de-

fined. Then the method X̌t,h = π(X̃t,h) also has orders of accuracy p1,p2 ≥ p1 + 1
2

for expectation and mean-square.

Proof. Replacing ∆W (h) = W (θ)−W (t) by ∆̂W (h) = ζhh
1
2 then ∆̂W (h) is bounded

and goes to zero when h is sufficiently small, hence A(t,x,∆̂W (h)) is close to zero,
thus, for small enough h, X̂ = π

⊥
(X̃) and X̌ = π(X̃) exist. Since X̂t,x(t + h) is

nearest to X̃t,x(t + h) on M
|X̂t,x(t + h)− X̃t,h(t + h)| ≤ |Xt,x(t + h)− X̃t,h(t + h)|.

From here, we can take expectation. The estimates for the right-hand side using
eqs. (7.8) and (7.9) imply the same estimates on the left, then we can use propo-
sition 3 to proves the statement for X̂. The estimate |X̃ − π(X̃)| ≤ C|X̃ − π

⊥
X̃|

implies the condition in proposition 3 is satisfied for X̌. �

Thus, if we use the Euler-Maruyama’s method [48] for an Itō equation, in algo-
rithm 1, Xi,j+1 is computed from Xij by

(7.15) Xi,j+1← π(Xij + h
1
2 σ̊(Xij , jh)∆ + hµ(Xij , jh)).

If we use the Euler-Heun’s method for a Stratonovich equation [48] then
(7.16)

Xi,j+1← π(Xij + hµS(Xij , jh) +
h

1
2

2
(̊σ(Xij , jh) + σ̊(Xij + h

1
2 σ̊(Xij , jh)∆, jh))∆).

7.3. Retractive Euler-Maruyama methods. We now show that given a tangent
retraction r onM⊂E , we can construct an integrator for the SDE in proposition 1.
We do not assume a relationship between the retraction and the SDE. Consider
r(x, .) : ξ 7→ r(x,ξ) as a function of ξ ∈TxM⊂E , mapping toM⊂E . Let r(2)(x,ξ; ., .)
be the Hessian (in ξ) of r, which evaluates on vectors v,w ∈ TxM to a vector
r(2)(x,ξ;v,w) ∈ E . If r is of class C3, assume for small h ∈R

(7.17) r(x,hv) = x+ hv +
h2

2
r(2)(x,0;v,v) + O(h3(1 + |x|2)

1
2 ).

Note that r(2) is bilinear in (TxM)2, we will extend it bilinearly to E2. For example,
consider the unit sphere xTx = 1 with the rescaling retraction r(x,v) = 1

|x+v| (x+v).

Then r(2)(x,0;v,v) =−xvTv and

(7.18) r(x,hv) = x+ hv− h2

2
xvTv + O(h3(1 + |x|2)

1
2 ).

by Taylor expansion, since x is bounded on the sphere.

Theorem 6. Let Wt be a Wiener process on an inner product space EW =R
k, with

an orthonormal basis {wj |j = 1, · · · ,k}, σ̊(Xt, t) is a map from EW to E, such that

σ̊(Xt, t)EW ⊂ TXtM, and (A,M) = (2µ,σ̊σ̊T) is a SOO onM. Consider the SDE on
M∈ E, represented by the Itō equation on E
(7.19) dXt = µ(Xt, t)dt + σ̊(Xt, t)dWt.

In that case, µr defined below is in TXtM

(7.20) µr(Xt, t) := µ(Xt, t)−
1

2

k
∑

j=1

r(2)(Xt,0; σ̊(Xt, t)wj , σ̊(Xt, t)wj).
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Given X0 ∈M, set ∆Wt(h) := Wt+h−Wt. Assume µ(x,t) and σ̊ has partial deriva-
tives with respect to t that grow at most linearly in x as |x| → ∞ and the global
Lipschitz condition as in [46, theorem 1.1.1]

(7.21) |µ(x,t)−µ(y,t)|+
k

∑

j=1

|̊σ(x,t)wj − σ̊(y,t)wj | ≤K|x− y|.

Assume that entries of r(2) is dominated by a constant times (1+ |x|2)
1
2 , and entries

of the representation of the linear map ∆ 7→ r2(x,0; σ̊∆,µr) as a matrix is dominated
similarly, and eq. (7.18) is satisfied. then in the notation of that theorem, the
retractive Euler-Maruyama method

(7.22) X̄(t + h) = r(Xt, σ̊(Xt, t)∆Wt(h) + hµr(Xt, t))

converges to a solution of eq. (7.19), is of order of accuracy p1 = 3
2 for expectation,

p2 = 1 for mean square deviation, and order of accuracy p = 1
2 = p2− 1

2 .

Thus, using eq. (7.22), in algorithm 1, Xi,j+1 is computed from Xij as

(7.23) Xi,j+1← r(Xij ,h
1
2 σ̊(Xij , jh)∆ + hµr(Xij , jh)).

In particular, if Xt is a Riemannian Brownian motion and r(X,v) is a second-order
tangent retraction of the Levi-Civita connection with Christoffel function Γ, then
r(2)(Xt,0;v,v) =−Γ(Xt,v,v), thus µr = 0.

Proof. Assume near x∈M,M is defined by equations Ci(x) = 0, i = 1 · · ·n−dimM,
then by the SOO assumption (Ci)′µ + 1

2 Tr{(Ci)(2)σ̊σ̊T}= 0, or

(7.24) (Ci)′µ +
1

2

∑

j

wT
j σ̊T(Ci)(2)σ̊wj = (Ci)′µ +

1

2

∑

j

(Ci)(2)(x, σ̊wj , σ̊wj) = 0

where everything is evaluated at (x,t). For ξ ∈ TxM, differentiate the equations
Ci(r(x,hξ) = 0 in h twice then set h = 0. Here, r(1)(x, .)(hξ) denote the derivative
in the TxM variable, evaluated at (hξ)

(Ci)′(r(x,hξ))r(1)(x, .)(hξ)ξ = 0,

(Ci)(2)(x;ξ,ξ) + (Ci)′(x)r(2)(x,0;ξ,ξ) = 0.

Now, set ξ = σ̊wj in the second equation, and subtract half the sum in wj with
eq. (7.24), we get (Ci)′µr = 0, hence, µr is tangent to M.

Since µr ∈ TXtM, hence σ̊∆Wt(h) + hµr ∈ TXtM, the retraction in eq. (7.22) is
well-defined for small h. We compare its Taylor expansion with the usual Euler-
Maruyama (EM)’s method ¯̄X(t + h) = Xt + σ̊(Xt, t)∆Wt(h) + hµ(Xt, t). Dropping
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some variables for brevity, the difference is

X̄(t + h)− ¯̄X(t + h) = Xt + σ̊∆Wt(h) + hµr +
1

2
r(2)(Xt,0; σ̊∆Wt(h), σ̊∆Wt(h))

+hr(2)(Xt,0; σ̊∆Wt(h),µr) +
h2

2
r(2)(Xt,0;µr,µr)

−(Xt + σ̊∆Wt(h) + hµ) + O(h3(1 + |Xt|2)
1
2 )

=
h

2
(−

∑

j

r(2)(Xt,0; σ̊wj , σ̊wj) +
1

2
r(2)(Xt,0;h− 1

2 σ̊∆Wt(h),h− 1
2 σ̊∆Wt(h)))

+h
3
2 r(2)(Xt,0;h− 1

2 σ̊∆Wt(h),µr) +
h2

2
r(2)(Xt,0;µr,µr) + O(h3(1 + |Xt|2)

1
2 ).

Applying eq. (3.4) to the quadratic form ∆ 7→ 1
2 r

(2)(Xt,0; σ̊∆, σ̊∆) to cancel the first
two terms (in expectation) and eq. (3.5) for each tensor contraction of (entries of)
r(2)(X,0) with σ̊Tµr, we have |E(X̄(t+h)− ¯̄X(t+h))|= O(h

3
2 (1+ |x|2)

1
2 ), together

with p1 = 3
2 of the original Euler’s method [46, section 1.1.5], giving us the combined

p1 = 3
2 for the retractive EM method. Similarly, by eq. (3.6), with ∆ = h− 1

2 ∆Wt(h)

E|X̄(t+h)− ¯̄X(t+h)|2 =
h2

4
E(r(2)(Xt,0; σ̊∆, σ̊∆)−r(2)(Xt,0; σ̊wj , σ̊wj))2 +O(Kh,x)

where Kh,x = h
5
2 (1 + |x|2)

1
2 , then apply eq. (3.6), we have p2 = 1. �

For an autonomous system (µ and σ̊ are not time-dependent), in the setting of
[16, section 2(d)], the map γX : EW → R

n below

(7.25) γ
X

∆W = r(X,σ̊(X)∆W + µr(X)δt)

where ∆W ∼ N(0,(δt)
1
2 IEW

) corresponds to a 2-jet, which approximates the Itō
equation dXt = µ(Xt)dt + σ̊(Xt)dWt. Thus, through theorem 6, we link tangent
retractions with jets, and construct a jet to solve this SDE.

We briefly discuss here the random-walk-type integrator in [15]. Since for Xt ∈
M, σ̊(Xt) is a linear map and ∆W (h) is a multivariate normal random variable,
σ̊(Xt)∆W (h) is multivariate normal in TXtM, with covariant matrix σ̊σ̊T (we
dropped Xt for brevity), which we assume to be invertible when restricted to TXtM.
This defines an inner product gσ̊ defined by ((̊σσ̊T)TX M)−1 on TXM. It is known
[49, 15], the rescaling (excluding the zero point) of a multivariate normal variable
on an inner product space produces a uniform distribution on the unit sphere,
hence, 1

|̊σ∆W (h)|
1
2
g̊σ

σ̊∆W (h) (|.|gσ̊
is a the norm under gσ̊) is a uniform distribution

on the unit sphere of TXM under gσ̊. Thus, this provides a way to sample that unit
sphere. We can use this to approximate the Brownian motion as in [15], if we have
a second-order tangent retraction corresponding to the Levi-Civita connection for
gσ̊. If we do not use a second-order retraction, or if in the general equation (7.19)
the term µr is not zero then we will need to make an appropriate modification,
the retraction r(Xt,

√
hdimM

|̊σ∆W (1)|g̊σ
σ̊∆W (1)+hµr) is a candidate when comparing with

eq. (7.22). This will require further justification.
As an example, we consider a compact hypersurface defined by C(x) =

∑n
i=1 dix

p
i =

1 (this class of hypersurfaces includes the ellipsoids) although the result here extends
straight-forwardly to general homogeneous constraints as in section 7.1. Instead of
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using the second-order tangent retraction described there for the rescaling E-tubular
retraction π(q) = 1

C(q)
1
p

q, we use the simple tangent retraction r+ (x,v) = π(x+v).

In this case, we expand

(7.26) r+(x,hv) = x+ hv +
h2(1−p)

∑

dix
p−2
i v2

i

2
x+ O(h3)

using compactness to bound (1 + |x|2)
1
2 . Using the second order term as an ad-

justment in eq. (7.20), in a notebook in [17], we verify that this method produces
similar results to other simulation methods considered in this work.

8. Experiments

8.1. Software Library. We develop a software library, JAX-RB [17] implementing
the basic geometry and simulation framework developed here. The package is
organized into two main modules, manifold, containing the geometric operations
of the manifolds in section 6, and simulation, containing the different numerical
simulation methods in section 7. The package contains workbooks and scripts
illustrating the basic function calls and performing numerical tests. The derivatives
are computed using the Python package JAX [50]. We also take advantage of JAX’s
vmap mechanism and just-in-time compilation to efficiently vectorize the code.

All results in this section are obtained using the package. For the sphere and
the manifolds in section 6, we perform several sanity tests, including confirming the
metric compatibility of the Levi-Civita connection, and comparing the Laplacian
computed using orthonormal vector fields near a point x∈M, and computed using
theorems 1 and 2. We also compare simulation results from different methods,
and compare long term simulations with uniform (with respect to the Riemannian
metric) sampling on the manifold for the sphere, SO(N), Stiefel and Grassmann
manifolds.

8.2. Simulation versus heat kernel integration on the sphere. We first com-
pare simulation results with integration using the heat kernel for the two and three-
dimensional spheres. For the 2-sphere, where the heat kernel is given by a theta
function [51, 52], the heat kernel method gives the expectation at T = 2 for cost
φ

5
2 , φ = cos−1(x1

r
) for a point (x1, · · · ,xn) ∈ S2, diffusion coefficient .4, radius r = 3

of .299, while simulations at 1000 paths and 1000 subdivision yield .282 to .288 (ge-
odesic, Itō and Stratonovich). For d = 3 with cost φ

3
2 + φ

5
2 , the heat kernel result

is 1.02, while the simulations results are between 1.05 to 1.066, as can be seen in
the notebook test_heat_kernel.ipynb of [17].

8.3. Comparing Brownian simulations using different numerical methods.

We consider the three main simulation methods, with some variances.

• Itō equation with projection. Using eq. (5.3) together with theorem 5. The
main integration method is Euler-Maruyama with step length h.
• Stratonovich equation with projection. Using eq. (5.5) or eq. (5.4) together

with theorem 5. The main integration method is Euler-Heun.
• Geodesic/retractive simulation. This method is based on section 7.3, and

comes in two flavors, the retraction in eq. (7.22), and the normalized retrac-
tion discussed at the end of that section. We use a second-order tangent
retraction of the Levi-Civita connection as in theorem 4, thus, the adjusted

https://github.com/dnguyend/jax-rb/blob/main/tests/notebooks/TestRetractiveIntegrator.ipynb
https://github.com/dnguyend/jax-rb/blob/main/tests/notebooks/test_heat_kernel.ipynb
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drift µr is zero, and the normalized method reduces to the framework in
[26, 27, 15]. We test both flavors. If we have an orthonormal basis of the
tangent space at x, a sample vector from the uniform distribution on the
unit sphere in R

d, d = dimM could be used to generate a tangent vector

of length d
1
2 h. We apply this observation for left-invariant groups, where

we use the left translation of an orthonormal basis of the Lie algebra.

Methods involving normalizing the moves to a fixed length as in the geodesic ran-
dom walk could help avoid the cutoff step. Higher-order methods could also be
used, we will leave that to future research.

We use the rescaling retraction for the sphere and for SL(N), the addition re-
traction for GL+(N), S+

N and Aff+(N), the polar decomposition for SO(N), Stiefel,
Grassmann and SE(N) (for the rotation component), with the second-order adjust-
ment by the Christoffel function, see [17].

As explained in algorithm 1, we compute the expectation E(
∫ T

0 g(Xs,s)ds +
f(XT ,T ),mRB) where mRB is the Riemannian-Brownian measure on paths on
M. The expectation is evaluated on npath = 1000 paths with a ladder of ndiv =
200,500,700 subdivisions. For the noncompact manifold S+

n , we use a bounded
function when the path goes to infinity. For the left-invariant metrics, we bound
the eigenvalue of I so that the Brownian motion does not grow too fast (This is
important for noncompact groups such as GL(N),SL(N),Aff+(N), and SE(N).)

We include the Grassmann manifold in our study. While some analysis may
be required to justify the projection method and the tangent retraction on quo-
tient manifolds, the simulation results look reasonable, converge to the uniform
distribution at large T when applied to lifted functions from the submersion.

For the tests we conducted, all three methods and their variances produce results
matching within a reasonable tolerance, see tables 1 and 2. In particular, for table 2,
we show the ranges of expected values produced by different runs and methods,
which confirms good agreements.

In the integral E(
∫ T

0 g(Xs,s)ds + f(XT ,T ),mRB), we consider two cases, g = 0
and g 6= 0. For example, for the manifold of positive definite matrices, the first
group (final value only) corresponds to g = 0 and f(XT ) = |(XT )11| (T is the final
time). The second group is with the same f with g = max((Xt)11),0). The code for
all experiments is available in [17]. The large discrepancies for S+

3 at T = 10 shows
long time simulation for a non compact manifold requires further refinements.

8.4. Convergence to uniform distributions on compact Riemannian man-

ifolds. Consider the volume form dM= det(g(x))
1
2 dxdimM of a Riemannian man-

ifold M, with the volume V (M) =
∫

M dM. When this is finite, for example, or a

compact manifold, the normalized measure 1
V (M) dM is the uniform measure onM.

It is known [34], for the compact case if Xt follows a Riemannian Brownian motion,
the distribution of XT for large T converges to the uniform distribution. For mani-
folds defined by orthogonal constraints, specifically, for SO(N),Stn,p,Grn,p and the
sphere identified with Stn,1, there is an effective sampling method for the uniform
distribution if the spaces are equipped with there standard metrics (SO(N) with
the trace metric, Stn,p with the canonical metric α0 = 1,α1 = 1

2 and Grn,p with

the quotient of that metric.) Specifically, if we equip the ambient space E = R
n×p

(p = n = N for SO(N)) with the normal distribution N(0,IE) and A∈ E is a matrix
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Cost type At final time only With intermediate cost
Final time 0.5 2.0 3.0 10.0 0.5 2.0 3.0 10.0

Aff+(3) Geodesic 0.718 0.738 0.737 0.632 0.777 1.948 3.812 116.227
Itō 0.718 0.738 0.737 0.634 0.777 1.948 3.805 114.436
Stratonovich 0.718 0.738 0.737 0.636 0.777 1.945 3.796 113.401

GL+(2) Geodesic 0.705 0.702 0.699 0.694 0.769 1.784 3.275 39.407
Itō 0.705 0.702 0.699 0.693 0.769 1.786 3.280 39.498
Stratonovich 0.705 0.702 0.699 0.693 0.769 1.785 3.280 39.462

SE(3) Geodesic 0.947 0.801 0.734 0.454 1.005 1.670 2.494 12.839
Itō 0.947 0.802 0.735 0.454 1.005 1.668 2.495 12.853
Stratonovich 0.947 0.802 0.735 0.454 1.005 1.668 2.494 12.835

SL(3) Geodesic 0.237 0.245 0.227 0.079 0.303 1.445 3.242 96.066
Itō 0.238 0.243 0.226 0.081 0.303 1.444 3.239 82.257
Stratonovich 0.238 0.243 0.226 0.079 0.303 1.444 3.236 95.928

SO(3) Geodesic 0.931 0.769 0.681 0.408 0.990 1.581 2.350 11.410
Itō 0.932 0.769 0.681 0.410 0.990 1.581 2.348 11.407
Stratonovich 0.932 0.769 0.681 0.409 0.990 1.581 2.348 11.387

Gr5,3 Geodesic 0.631 0.601 0.599 0.597 0.723 1.820 3.320 30.599
Itō 0.632 0.603 0.600 0.604 0.721 1.820 3.319 30.624
Stratonovich 0.631 0.601 0.598 0.597 0.721 1.818 3.319 30.612

S+
3 Geodesic 1.115 1.442 1.843 9.750 1.294 10.083 42.610 37710.684

Itō 1.115 1.445 1.850 9.456 1.296 10.130 42.543 26796.579
Stratonovich 1.115 1.444 1.850 9.532 1.295 10.126 42.787 28288.189

S9 Geodesic 0.299 1.364 1.904 3.272 0.349 1.637 2.315 4.125
Itō 0.300 1.389 1.946 3.316 0.352 1.656 2.343 4.060
Stratonovich 0.298 1.365 1.903 3.283 0.350 1.638 2.315 4.123

St5,3 Geodesic 0.445 0.373 0.379 0.382 0.518 0.884 1.352 9.745
Itō 0.447 0.374 0.379 0.382 0.518 0.883 1.346 9.754
Stratonovich 0.447 0.375 0.381 0.380 0.517 0.885 1.343 9.741

Table 1. Riemannian Brownian simulations by different simula-
tion methods. Simulating 1000 paths, each with 700 subdivisions
for two cost types and four final times. Displayed by groups of
simulation methods.

of size n×p then A(ATA)−1AT ∈M follows the Riemannian uniform distribution.
This allows a direct sampling of the uniform distribution on these spaces.

For a compact Lie group G, a left-invariant metric has the volume form propor-
tional to det(I) times the volume form of the bi-invariant (trace) metric. Thus,
when normalized, it becomes the left-invariant Haar measure on G, and for a com-
pact Lie group, the left and right Haar measures are identical. Thus, the large T

limit for any left-invariant SO(N) metric gives the same uniform distribution un-
der the bi-invariant metric. For a homogeneous space such as Stn,p, the family of
metrics for different (α0,α1) is a quotient of a left-invariant metric on SO(n), thus,
they also give the same large T limit measure. Further, a change of variable shows
the expectations of f and f ◦ (X 7→X−1) are the same in the SO(N) case.

We verify these observations. In table 3, we consider the expectation E(f(XT ))
under the Riemannian Brownian measure at T = 40, starting at X0 = IN for SO(N)

and In,p =

[

Ip

0(n−p)×p

]

otherwise

1. SO(3) and SO(4) equipped with randomly generated left-invariant metrics,
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Cost type At final time only With intermediate cost
Final time 0.5 2.0 3.0 10.0 0.5 2.0 3.0 10.0

manifold # div

Aff+(3) 200 0.72 (0.002) 0.74 (0.013) 0.74 (0.016) 0.65 (0.026) 0.78 (0.002) 1.88 (0.066) 3.79 (0.603) 105.74 (55.144)
500 0.72 (0.002) 0.74 (0.006) 0.74 (0.013) 0.64 (0.028) 0.78 (0.002) 1.96 (0.092) 3.71 (0.209) 122.37 (19.071)
700 0.72 (0.002) 0.74 (0.01) 0.74 (0.006) 0.63 (0.03) 0.78 (0.005) 1.95 (0.133) 3.81 (0.366) 115.07 (22.418)

GL+(2) 200 0.71 (0.002) 0.7 (0.003) 0.7 (0.006) 0.7 (0.005) 0.77 (0.001) 1.78 (0.017) 3.26 (0.052) 38.01 (1.309)
500 0.71 (0.002) 0.7 (0.002) 0.7 (0.003) 0.69 (0.005) 0.77 (0.001) 1.78 (0.007) 3.26 (0.078) 39.63 (2.974)
700 0.7 (0.002) 0.7 (0.002) 0.7 (0.005) 0.69 (0.008) 0.77 (0.001) 1.78 (0.05) 3.28 (0.056) 39.44 (1.198)

SE(3) 200 0.95 (0.002) 0.81 (0.005) 0.74 (0.025) 0.45 (0.014) 1.0 (0.004) 1.65 (0.017) 2.5 (0.059) 13.0 (0.686)
500 0.94 (0.002) 0.8 (0.011) 0.73 (0.02) 0.45 (0.009) 1.0 (0.002) 1.66 (0.014) 2.52 (0.042) 12.86 (0.3)
700 0.95 (0.002) 0.8 (0.006) 0.73 (0.012) 0.45 (0.022) 1.01 (0.003) 1.67 (0.023) 2.49 (0.031) 12.84 (0.689)

SL(3) 200 0.24 (0.005) 0.25 (0.019) 0.22 (0.012) 0.08 (0.015) 0.3 (0.003) 1.45 (0.049) 3.26 (0.279) 97.66 (22.368)
500 0.24 (0.007) 0.24 (0.012) 0.22 (0.01) 0.08 (0.016) 0.3 (0.007) 1.4 (0.051) 3.28 (0.085) 92.79 (16.105)
700 0.24 (0.004) 0.24 (0.008) 0.23 (0.011) 0.08 (0.012) 0.3 (0.001) 1.44 (0.032) 3.24 (0.231) 92.58 (20.166)

SO(3) 200 0.93 (0.004) 0.77 (0.026) 0.68 (0.021) 0.41 (0.038) 0.99 (0.004) 1.58 (0.024) 2.35 (0.038) 11.38 (0.94)
500 0.93 (0.007) 0.76 (0.017) 0.68 (0.023) 0.41 (0.032) 0.99 (0.004) 1.58 (0.025) 2.34 (0.042) 11.49 (0.345)
700 0.93 (0.009) 0.77 (0.022) 0.68 (0.019) 0.41 (0.03) 0.99 (0.006) 1.58 (0.012) 2.35 (0.035) 11.4 (0.556)

Gr5,3 200 0.63 (0.024) 0.6 (0.024) 0.6 (0.016) 0.6 (0.033) 0.73 (0.011) 1.82 (0.026) 3.31 (0.036) 30.48 (0.354)
500 0.64 (0.018) 0.61 (0.02) 0.6 (0.024) 0.6 (0.024) 0.71 (0.014) 1.81 (0.048) 3.32 (0.05) 30.54 (0.266)
700 0.63 (0.007) 0.6 (0.02) 0.6 (0.019) 0.6 (0.029) 0.72 (0.016) 1.82 (0.01) 3.32 (0.067) 30.61 (0.248)

S+
3 200 1.12 (0.007) 1.45 (0.031) 1.79 (0.119) 9.51 (3.494) 1.3 (0.03) 9.71 (0.918) 39.66 (4.71) 30000.49 (24816.615)

500 1.12 (0.004) 1.45 (0.052) 1.85 (0.061) 9.36 (2.524) 1.29 (0.008) 9.89 (1.547) 41.07 (7.291) 32912.25 (34674.225)
700 1.11 (0.007) 1.44 (0.048) 1.85 (0.054) 9.6 (2.445) 1.3 (0.005) 10.11 (0.874) 42.67 (6.173) 31758.87 (40191.444)

S9 200 0.31 (0.018) 1.4 (0.14) 1.98 (0.199) 3.28 (0.219) 0.35 (0.014) 1.66 (0.113) 2.37 (0.148) 4.07 (0.334)
500 0.31 (0.021) 1.36 (0.067) 1.95 (0.124) 3.25 (0.226) 0.35 (0.015) 1.64 (0.083) 2.34 (0.081) 4.08 (0.204)
700 0.3 (0.007) 1.37 (0.065) 1.91 (0.074) 3.29 (0.093) 0.35 (0.013) 1.64 (0.09) 2.32 (0.047) 4.11 (0.139)

St5,3 200 0.44 (0.023) 0.38 (0.017) 0.38 (0.03) 0.37 (0.009) 0.52 (0.028) 0.89 (0.03) 1.34 (0.05) 9.91 (0.479)
500 0.45 (0.01) 0.37 (0.013) 0.37 (0.025) 0.37 (0.014) 0.51 (0.017) 0.88 (0.034) 1.37 (0.038) 9.94 (0.3)
700 0.45 (0.029) 0.37 (0.028) 0.38 (0.012) 0.38 (0.017) 0.52 (0.026) 0.88 (0.04) 1.35 (0.032) 9.75 (0.156)

Table 2. Mean expected values of Riemannian Brownian simu-
lations using projection and random walk approximations. We
simulate 1000 paths, for each cost type (first row) and final time
(second row) using a a variety of methods. The time increment
h is the final time is divided by # div intervals in the stochastic
integration. The mean is over all simulation methods, the numbers
in brackets are the variations in the difference between the highest
estimates and lowest estimates, (also over all simulation methods).

and four costs f1(X) = |X11|2,f2(X) =
∑N

ij=1 |Xij |,f3(X) = e
1
2

∑

|Xij |, f4(X) =

(1 +
∑ |Xij |)− 1

2 , together with fj ◦ (X 7→X−1) for j = 1, · · · ,4,

2. St5,3 with (α0,α1)∈{(1, 1
2 ),(1, 4

5 ),(1,1)} and St5,1 (the unit sphere) with f1(X) =

|X11|2, f2(X) =
∑|Xij |, f3(X) = e

1
2

∑

|Xij |, f4(X) = (1 +
∑|Xij |)− 1

2 ,

3. Gr5,3 with f1(X) = (XXT)2
11, f2(X) =

∑

ij |(XXT)ij |, f3(X) = e
1
2

∑

|(XXT)ij |,

f4(X) = (1 +
∑|(XXT)ij |)− 1

2 ,
and compare with the expectations using direct sampling in table 3

The results suggest using the large T limit as a sampling method for the uniform
distribution on a compact Riemannian manifold could be effective if Π,Γ, and a
retraction are available.

9. Conclusion

In this paper, we provide a framework to study stochastic differential equations
in the embedded framework, with a focus on Riemannian Brownian motion. The
methods allow us to simulate Brownian motions on several important manifolds
in applied mathematics. We expect the methods to be useful for the research
community. In future research, we look forward to applying the methods described
here to engineering and scientific problems.
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f 1 2 3 4
Manifold Sample Brown sim. Sample Brown sim. Sample Brown sim. Sample Brown sim.

Gr5,3 0.429 0.429(0.0146) 6.389 6.406(0.0291) 25.345 25.378(0.1717) 0.369 0.369(0.0008)
SO(3) 0.332 0.329(0.002) 4.500 4.506(0.010) 9.618 9.603(0.013) 0.427 0.427(0.001)

Use f(x−1) 0.332 0.326(0.013) 4.500 4.497(0.021) 9.618 9.591(0.023) 0.427 0.427(0.001)
SO(4) 0.249 0.253(0.010) 6.791 6.806(0.005) 30.423 30.527(0.217) 0.359 0.358(0.000)

Use f(x−1) 0.249 0.252(0.017) 6.791 6.780(0.002) 30.423 30.259(0.612) 0.359 0.358(0.000)
S5 0.199 0.198(0.0053) 1.875 1.872(0.0044) 2.563 2.570(0.0235) 0.591 0.591(0.0006)
St5,3α = (1, 1

2 ) 0.200 0.203(0.0074) 5.625 5.610(0.0035) 16.876 16.931(0.1065) 0.389 0.389(0.0001)
St5,3α = (1, 4

5 ) 0.200 0.201(0.0015) 5.625 5.641(0.0136) 16.876 16.965(0.0579) 0.389 0.388(0.0006)
St5,3α = (1,1) 0.200 0.193(0.0029) 5.625 5.623(0.0042) 16.876 16.871(0.0453) 0.389 0.389(0.0003)

Table 3. Expected values of fi, i = 1 · · ·4 as described, compar-
ing direct sampling of uniform distributions on manifolds versus
Riemannian Brownian motion simulation at T = 40. For Brow-
nian simulations, the numbers in the bracket describe the range
(max - min) among the simulation methods used (geodesic, Itō
and Stratonovich). For SO(3) and SO(4), the second lines show
sampled/Brownian simulated values of fi(x

−1).
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