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Faculty of Natural Sciences and Mathematics

University of Montenegro
Cetinjski put bb., 81000 Podgorica

Montenegro
vladimirj@ucg.ac.me

January 14, 2025

ABSTRACT

Embedding the data in hyperbolic spaces can preserve complex relationships in very few dimen-
sions, thus enabling compact models and improving efficiency of machine learning (ML) algorithms.
The underlying idea is that hyperbolic representations can prevent the loss of important structural
information for certain ubiquitous types of data. However, further advances in hyperbolic ML re-
quire more principled mathematical approaches and adequate geometric methods. The present study
aims at enhancing mathematical foundations of hyperbolic ML by combining group-theoretic and
conformal-geometric arguments with optimization and statistical techniques. Precisely, we intro-
duce the notion of the mean (barycenter) and the novel family of probability distributions on hyper-
bolic balls. We further propose efficient optimization algorithms for computation of the barycenter
and for maximum likelihood estimation. One can build upon basic concepts presented here in order
to design more demanding algorithms and implement hyperbolic deep learning pipelines.

Keywords Barycenter · statistical model · hyperbolic gradient · maximum likelihood · conformal invariance

1 Introduction

The idea of learning representations in hyperbolic spaces has rapidly gained prominence in the last decade, attracting a
lot of attention and motivating extensive investigations. This rise of interest was partly launched by statistical-physical
studies [1] which have shown that distinctive properties of complex networks are naturally preserved in negatively
curved continuous spaces. Since complex networks are ubiquitous in modern science and everyday life, this relation
with hyperbolic geometry provided a valuable hint for low-dimensional representations of hierarchical data [2].

More generally, structural information of any hierarchical data set may be better represented in negatively curved
manifolds rather than in flat ones. This further implies that hyperbolic geometry provides a suitable framework for
simultaneous learning of hypernymies, similarities and analogies. This hypothesis triggered the interest of many data
scientists and machine learning (ML) researchers in hyperbolic geometry. Nowadays, hyperbolic ML is a rapidly
developing young subdiscipline within the broader field of geometric deep learning [3].

Recent advances in hyperbolic representations of data open exciting perspectives and horizons for the near future.
Encouraging results have been reported in natural language processing (NLP) [4, 5, 6], computer vision [7, 8], molec-
ular interactions [9, 10], recommender systems [11, 12], knowledge graphs [13] and brain research [14, 15, 16]. In
addition, some researchers devised a general hyperbolic-geometric approach to reinforcement learning (RL), due to
the hierarchical nature of Markov decision processes [17].

Despite encouraging results, benefits and the scope of hyperbolic ML are still questionable. First, the data never explic-
itly appear as points in hyperbolic spaces (with the possible exception of high-energy physics, due to the hyperbolic

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.06934v1


A group-theoretic framework for machine learning in hyperbolic spaces A PREPRINT

geometry of spacetime [18]). This fact imposes the necessity of demanding embedding algorithms as a precondition
for hyperbolic ML. Second, traditional ML architectures strongly rely on inherently Euclidean techniques (such as
addition of vectors, multiplying vectors by scalars, scalar product and averaging) which are not available in hyperbolic
spaces. Therefore, hyperbolic ML requires modification of traditional architectures or development of new models
[19, 20, 21, 22]. Third, it is still unclear for which kinds of data and problems hyperbolic representations provide an
overall advantage over the Euclidean ones.1 While intuitive and theoretical arguments in favor or against hyperbolic
ML may be discussed, the definitive disposition about its significance is to be provided by experimental results.

On the other hand, experimental results strongly depend on specific implementations and the underlying mathematical
techniques. Learning low-dimensional representations is one of central issues in modern ML. This issue underlies
the idea of latent space. ML architectures with latent spaces provide the framework for validation of the idea of hy-
perbolic ML. Indeed, training models with latent spaces boils down to learning low-dimensional data representations
using optimization algorithms, such as Bayesian or variational inference. Endowing the latent space with the negative
curvature seems like a potentially advantageous approach whenever dealing with hierarchical data.2 In particular, one
of the most significant benefits expected from hyperbolic representations is great reduction of the dimensionalty, al-
lowing for drastically more compact models. Hyperbolic latent spaces with a very low dimension (up to ten) might
be sufficient in very demanding tasks with high-dimensional data [23]. This idea motivated experiments with varia-
tional auto-encoders [24], bio-encoders [10], collaborative filtering [9, 12] and other architectures. Strictly speaking,
architectures with variational (probabilistic) latent spaces (such as variational auto-encoders or probabilistic matrix
factorization algorithms) impose non-Euclidean setup in any case. Indeed, such models map the data into probability
distributions and spaces of probability distributions are naturally endowed with the Fisher information metric which
imposes non-zero curvature.3 This implies that training any model with variational latent space is an optimization
problem over a Riemannian manifold. Therefore, training algorithms should perform an update along the natural
gradient rather than along Euclidean ("vanilla") gradient.

The above discussion brings us to the central question: Does hyperbolic ML leverage an appropriate mathematical
framework in its practices and implementations? Indeed, it is possible that the full potential of the idea remains
uncovered because mathematical notions and techniques are not completely adequate. So far, most experiments in
hyperbolic ML exploited gyrovector spaces [25], exponential map and projected stochastic gradient descent. In ad-
dition, statistical modeling was based on the family of "wrapped normal distribution on hyperbolic disc" [9, 26, 27].
We refer to [28] for an overview of mathematical techniques used in hyperbolic ML. On the other hand, complex
analysis and conformal geometry are very infrequently used in ML despite the fact that they provide the natural frame-
work for investigations of hyperbolic spaces.4 For instance, hyperbolic balls are homogeneous spaces with symmetry
groups which are isomorphic to the Lorentz groups. Optimizing in hyperbolic balls boils down to learning actions of
these groups. In general, learning actions/generators of Lie groups is a parallel important direction in Geometric DL
[29, 30].

The main goal of the present paper is to enhance theoretical foundations of hyperbolic ML, by combining group-
theoretic and geometric tools with optimization and statistics.

For the further exposition it is important to underline that any discussion on data embeddings and ML algorithms
implies the notion of distance. In general, one can embed the data and perform ML in any metric space (X, d).
Nevertheless, in order to design meaningful and efficient models, certain prerequisites should be ensured in the first
place. We highlight four basic questions which should be answered before any ML experiments in (X, d).

i) Given the set of points x1, . . . , xN in X , what is their mean?

The mean should be defined in such a way to satisfy certain common sense properties. Most important, if a ∈ X is the
mean of points x1, . . . , xN and g : X → X is an isometry, then g(a) must be the mean of points g(x1), . . . , g(xN ).

ii) How can we compute the mean?

1Notice that the situation with spherical ML is considerably simpler, as spherical geometry of certain data sets is apparent. For
instance, when learning orientations or rotations in the space, spherical representations are obvious choice. Another example of
spherical data are geospatial earth observations.

2Geometry of the latent space is one of the key conceptual problems in ML [31, 32]. We refer to [33] for a nice overview of this
topic. Experiments with normalizing flows in hyperbolic latent spaces have been reported in [34].

3For instance, standard choice for the latent space is the family of Gaussian distributions with diagonal covariance matrix.
However, the family of univariate Gaussian distributions endowed with the Fisher information metric is isomorphic to the hyperbolic
disc [35]. Hence, from the information-geometric point of view, latent spaces consisting of Gaussians with diagonal covariance
matrix are hyperbolic multidiscs.

4We point out some recent studies [36, 37] employing the Buseman function for representation learning, thus bringing some
conformal-geometric concepts into ML.
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The algorithm for computing the mean should be reasonably efficient.

iii) How to sample a random point in X?

Parametric statistical models assume a certain family of probability distributions on X . This family should satisfy
certain properties. First, the family should be invariant with respect to actions of the symmetry group on X . In other
words, if we act on a probability measure by an isometry, we should obtain the probability measure which belongs
to the family. Second, probability distributions should have well defined and easily computable mean (mathematical
expectation). Finally, if we act on a probability measure by an isometry, then the mean should be transformed by the
same isometry.

iv) Given the family of probability distributions on X and samples x1, . . . , xN from a probability distribution belong-
ing to this family, how can we estimate the parameters?

The maximum likelihood estimation procedure should be reasonably efficient.

Remark 1. Underline that in Euclidean spaces questions i) − iv) have decisive answers, with the corresponding
mathematical tools universally accepted and implemented. The mean (barycenter) of N vectors x1, . . . , xN is their
average 1

N

∑

xi. The universal statistical model in n-dimensional Euclidean space the Gaussian family N (a,Σ),
where a ∈ Rn is mathematical expectation and Σ is n × n (positive definite) covariance matrix. The maximum like-
lihood estimation of parameters a and Σ yields an optimization problem that allows for relatively efficient numerical
solution. Optimization in Euclidean spaces is based on the gradient descent method with further improvements and
modifications (stochastic gradient descent, momentum, etc.). There is also an alternative approach based on evolution-
ary algorithms for the black-box optimization, most notably the CMA ES algorithm which also employs the Gaussian
family [38].

In the present paper we provide detailed and rigorous answers to the questions i) − iv) for the case when (X, d) is a
hyperbolic ball. The exposition is organized along the following lines. The next Section contains mathematical pre-
liminaries about hyperbolic balls. In sections 3 and 4 we consider the minimal and most popular model of hyperbolic
geometry: the two-dimensional Riemannian manifold known as Poincaré disc. In Section 3 we define the barycen-
ter in the Poincaré disc and assert the conformal invariance property. Furthermore, we introduce so-called Poincaré
swarms as a powerful computational model and demonstrate that these swarms implement the gradient descent method
in hyperbolic metric for computing the barycenter. In Section 4 we introduce a conformally invariant family of prob-
ability distributions in the Poincaré disc and propose the optimization algorithm for maximum likelihood estimation.
In sections 5 and 6 the analysis is extended to higher-dimensional balls, including two non-equivalent models in even
dimensions. Section 7 contains concluding remarks and an outlook on the future advances and applications.

2 Preliminaries on hyperbolic balls

Minimal models of hyperbolic geometry are two-dimensional manifolds with constant negative curvature. The most
popular choice in hyperbolic ML is the Poincaré disc (also named conformal disc). This manifold can be elegantly
defined and studied using the complex-analytic tools, because the group of isometries of the Poincaré disc coincides
with the (sub)group of disc-preserving Möbius (linear-fractional) transformations in the complex plane.

More generally, the unit ball in d-dimensional real vector space can be endowed by the metric imposing the constant
negative curvature on it. This is the way of introducing Poincaré balls which are d-dimensional hyperbolic manifolds
for any integer d ≥ 2. On the other hand, one can introduce unit balls as subsets of the complex vector space Cm.
In this case, there exists an alternative metric which also imposes the constant negative curvature. Hence, there are
two non-equivalent models of even-dimensional hyperbolic balls, named Poincaré and Bergman balls. Underline
that for m = 1 (i.e. d = 2) both models reduce to the Poincaré disc. In that respect, both Poincaré and Bergman
balls are extensions of the Poincaré disc to higher dimensions. We refer to the book [39] for the rigorous exposition
on hyperbolic balls and their symmetry groups and to [40] for lectures on complex hyperbolic geometry, including
Bergman balls.

2.1 Poincaré disc

Consider the open disc in the complex plane B2 = {z ∈ C |z| < 1}. If v is the tangent vector to B2 at a point z, with
the Euclidean norm |v|Eucl, then the hyperbolic norm of v is

|v|hyp =
1

1− |z|2 |v|Eucl.

The open disc with the norm |v|hyp is the Riemannian manifold called the Poincaré disc.

3
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Further, denote by G2 the group of Möbius transformations acting on the complex plane of the following form

ga(z) = eiθ
a− z

1− āz
, θ ∈ [0, 2π), a ∈ B

2. (1)

It is easy to verify that transformations (1) map the unit disc onto itself. Hence, G2 is subgroup of the group of all
Möbius transformations acting on the complex plane.

The (sub)group G2 is isomorphic to the Lie group SU(1, 1) of matrices of the form
(

a b
−b̄ ā

)

, where a, b ∈ C, |a|2 + |b|2 = 1.

More precisely, G2 is isomorphic to the quotient group PSU(1, 1) = SU(1, 1)/± I .

Denote by dλ(z) the Lebesgue measure in the complex plane. Then the hyperbolic measure in B2 reads

dΛ(z) =
dλ(z)

(1 − |z|2)2 . (2)

Group G2 operates on the set P(B2) of all probability measures on B2. Given a measure µ ∈ P(B2) we will use the
notation g∗µ for the pullback measure defined as

g∗µ(A) = µ(g−1(A)), for any Borel set A ⊆ B
2. (3)

2.2 Poincaré ball

Denote by 〈x, y〉 = x1y1 + · · ·+ xdyd the scalar product in Rd and |x| =
√

〈x, x〉.
Definition 1. Consider the set {x ∈ Rd : |x| < 1} equipped with the metric

gx(u, v) =
〈u, v〉

(1− |x|2) , u, v ∈ R
d.

This manifold is named the d-dimensional Poincaré ball and denoted (Bd, g).

Hyperbolic measure in Bd is defined as

dΛ(x) =
dλ(x)

(1− |x|2)d . (4)

where dλ(x) denotes the Lebesgue measure in Rd.

Let x, y ∈ Bd. The Poincaré distance on Bd is given by

dh(x, y) =
1

2
log

1 +R

1−R
, (5)

where

R =
|x− y|
√

ρ(x, y)
and ρ(x, a) = |x− a|2 + (1− |a|2)(1− |x|2). (6)

Consider the set of Möbius transformations of the unit ball given by the following formula

ha(x) = A
a|x− a|2 + (1− |a|2)(a− x)

ρ(x, a)
, (7)

where A is the orthogonal transformation of the Euclidean space Rd.

Transformations (7) map the unit ball in R
d onto itself. Furthermore, it is easy to see that h−1

c (x) = hc(x) for every

c ∈ Bd. Transformations (7) with the operation of multiplication (composition) constitute a group. We denote this
group by Gd. Notice that Gd is isomorphic to the Lorentz group SO+(d, 1). Transformations (7) are isometries of Bd,
that is - they preserve the distances (5).

We conclude this subsection with several formulae that may be useful in the sequel, see [41]

dh(x, y) =
1

2
log

1 + |ha(x)|
1− |ha(x)|

; (8)

4
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(1− |ha(x)|2) =
(1− |a|2)(1 − |x|2)

ρ(x, a)
. (9)

Jacobian of the mapping y = ha(x) is given by

J(y, x) =
1− |a|2
ρ(a, x)n

=
(1− |y|2)n
(1− |x|2)n . (10)

2.3 Bergman ball

The norm of a vector z = (z1, . . . , zm) ∈ Cm is |z| =
√

〈z, z〉, where 〈z, w〉 =∑m
k=1 zkwk.

Denote by dλ(z) the Lebesgue measure in Cm. Then the hyperbolic measure reads

dΛ(z) =
dλ(z)

(1− |z|2)m+1
. (11)

Definition 2. Let Dm be the unit ball in Cm equipped with the metric tensor defined by gz(u, v) = 〈B(z)u, v〉,
u, v ∈ Cm, z ∈ Dm. Here

B(z) = (b(z)ij)
n
i,j=1 and b(z)ij =

1

n+ 1

∂2

∂zi∂zj
K(z, z),

where

K(z, w) =
1

n+ 1

1

(1− 〈z, w〉)n+1

is the Bergman kernel [42].

The Riemannian manifold (Dm, g) is named the Bergman ball.

It is known that the Bergman balls have constant negative sectional curvature, see [43].

Let Pa be the orthogonal projection of Cm onto the subspace [a] generated by a, and let

Q = Qa = I − Pa

be the projection onto the orthogonal complement of [a]. Explicitly, P0 = 0 and P = Pa(z) = 〈z,a〉a
〈a,a〉 . Set sa =

(1 − |a|2)1/2 and consider the map

ma(z) =
a− Paz − saQaz

1− 〈z, a〉 . (12)

Compositions of mappings of the form (12) and unitary linear mappings in Cm consitute the group of holomorphic
automorphisms of the unit ball Dm ⊂ C

m. It is easy to verify that m−1
a = ma. Moreover, for any automorphism q of

the Bergman ball onto itself there exists a unitary transformation U such that

mq(c) ◦ q = U ◦mc. (13)

By using the representation formula [42, Proposition 1.21], we can introduce the Bergman metric by the following
formula

dB(z, w) =
1

2
log

1 + |mw(z)|
1− |mw(z)|

. (14)

If Ω = {z ∈ Cn : 〈z, a〉 6= 1}, then the map pa is holomorphic in Ω.

It is well-known that every automorphism q of the unit ball is an isometry w.r. to the Bergman metric, that is:
dB(z, w) = dB(q(z), q(w)).

We also point out the formula

(1 − |ma(z)|2) =
(1− |z|2)(1− |a|2)

|1− 〈a, z〉 |2 (15)

and the expression for the Jacobian

J(z,ma) =

(

1− |ma(z)|2
1− |z|2

)n+1

=

(

1− |a|2
|1− 〈z, a〉 |2

)n+1

.

5
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3 Conformal barycenter in the Poincaré disc

The concept of the mean in the Poincaré disc can be studied as a particular issue within a more general context of
Riemannian centers of mass or Karcher means on manifolds. We refer to the study [44] on medians and means
on Riemannian manifolds. We also point out the book [45] contains the exposition about means and optimization
on Hadamard spaces. Notice that hyperbolic balls are Hadamard manifolds. Means in hyperbolic spaces and their
computation for ML purposes have been discussed in [46].

In this Section we answer the questions i) and ii) from Introduction for the case when X is the Poincaré disc. We
define the mean (barycenter) as a minimum of a certain potential function, as recently introduced in [47]. We point
out favorable properties and present the method of finding the mean by applying the (hyperbolic) gradient descent
algorithm for the potential function.

Although computations of the mean in the Poincaré disc are tractable and pretty efficient, they are more demanding
than in Euclidean spaces. This is the computational cost of hyperbolic representations. We believe that experiments
will demonstrate that this cost is acceptable in many setups.

3.1 Definition and properties

We consider finite sets (configurations) of points in the Poincaré disc. Points are represented by complex numbers
z1, . . . , zN , such that |zi| < 1.

Definition 3. The configuration {z1, . . . , zN} is said to be balanced if z1 + · · ·+ zN = 0.

We proceed with several facts and notions that have been introduced in [47]. We will omit the proofs, as they are
provided therein.

Theorem 1. Let {z1, . . . , zN} be a configuration of points in B2. Then, there exists a unique (up to a rotation) Möbius
transformation ga ∈ G2, such that the configuration {ga(z1), . . . , ga(zN )} is balanced.

In Figure 1 we illustrate Theorem 1 by plotting three configurations and corresponding balanced configurations.

Definition 4. Consider a configuration {z1, . . . , zN} in B2. Then according to the previous Theorem there exists a
unique point a ∈ B2, such that the configuration {ga(z1), . . . , ga(zN )} is balanced, where ga is defined as (1). The
point a is called the conformal barycenter of the configuration {z1, . . . , zN}.

Proposition 2. Conformal barycenter is conformally invariant, meaning that if a is conformal barycenter of the
configuration {z1, . . . , zN}, then for any h ∈ G2 the point h(a) is conformal barycenter of the configuration
{h(z1), . . . , h(zN )}.

Proposition 3. The configuration {z1, . . . , zN} is balanced if and only if its conformal barycenter is zero (center of
the disc).

For the configuration {z1, . . . , zN} in B2 introduce the following function

H(a) = −
N
∑

i=1

log
(1− |a|2)(1 − |zi|2)

|1− āzi|2
, a ∈ B

2. (16)

Theorem 4. [47] The function (16) is geodesically convex in B2 and hence has a unique minimum in B2. This
minimum is conformal barycenter of the configuration {z1, . . . , zN}.

The above results assert the existence and uniqueness of the conformal barycenter for any (finite) set of points in the
unit disc.5 In the remaining part of this Section we demonstrate how this barycenter is computed.

3.2 Computation of the conformal barycenter

Let {z1, . . . , zN} be a configuration of points in B2. Theorem 1 asserts that there exists a unique (up to a rotation)
Möbius transformation g̃ ∈ G2, such that the configuration {g̃(z1), . . . , g̃(zN )} is balanced. The conformal barycenter
a of the configuration {z1, . . . , zN} is the point a = g̃−1(0).

Therefore, computing the conformal barycenter boils down to inferring a Möbius transformation which maps the
configuration into a balanced one. We proceed with assertions which provide a method for finding this transformation.

5Note that the notion of conformal barycenter is introduced in [47] for any (not necessarily finite) measurable subset of B2.
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Figure 1: This Figure illustrates balanced configurations corresponding to configurations consisting of (a) three points;
(b) four points and (c) five points.

Consider the following system of ODE’s in the Poincaré disc

dζj
dt

= − K

2N

(

N
∑

k=1

ζ̄k

)

ζ2j +
K

2N

N
∑

k=1

ζk, j = 1, . . . , N, (17)

where the notion w̄ stands for the conjugate of the complex number w.

We will refer to the system (17) as Poincaré swarm. One can verify that the unit disc is invariant for dynamics (17).

Theorem 5. The system (17) evolves by actions of the Möbius group G2. More precisely, there exists a continuous
path a(t) in B2, such that

ζj(t) = ga(t)(ζj(0)), for j = 1, . . . , N, t > 0. (18)

Furthermore, the point a(t) evolves by the following ODE:

da

dt
= − K

2N
(1 − |a|2)

N
∑

k=1

ga(ζj(0)), where ga(z) =
z − a

1− āz
. (19)

Proof. For the proof of (18) we will refer to the following general fact from the Lie group theory (see, for instance
[48]):

7
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Theorem 6. Let L be a Lie group with linearly independent infinitesimal generators v1, . . . , vm. Let v = c1v1 +
· · · + cmvm be a linear combination of infinitesimal generators, where coefficients ci depend on the time only. Then
the trajectory satisfying ż = v with initial condition z(0) = z0 evolves as z(t) = At(z0) for a unique family of
transformations At ∈ L parametrized by t.

Therefore, in order to prove (18) we need to compute infinitesimal generators of the group G2. Since this is three-
dimensional Lie group, the corresponding Lie algebra is three-dimensional vector space.

The general transformation reads g(z) = eiψ z−a
1+āz . To compute infinitesimal generators, evaluate time derivatives of

three one-parameter curves corresponding to the three real parameters of the group: ψ,ℜ(a) and ℑ(a). (Here and
below notations ℜ and ℑ stand for real and imaginary part of the complex number.) Each of the three families is
computed by setting the two parameters to zero and replacing the remaining parameter with the time variable. This
yields three one-parameter families:

m1(z) = −eitz, m2(z) =
t− z

1− tz
, m3(z) =

it− z

1 + itz
.

Time derivatives of the above curves evaluated at t = 0 yield infinitesimal generators of the Möbius group:

v1 = −iz, v2 = z2 − 1, v3 = iz2 + i.

Then from Theorem 6 it follows that any system of the form:

ż = −iωz + (z2 − 1)h1 + (iz2 + i)h2, for z = (z1, . . . , zk) (20)

with real-valued functions ω, h1 and h2 evolves by actions of the Möbius group.

We further notice that the Poincaré swarm (17) is the particular case of (20) obtained by setting

ω ≡ 0, h1(ζ1, . . . , ζN ) =
K

2N

N
∑

k=1

ℜ(ζk), h2(ζ1, . . . , ζN ) =
K

2N

N
∑

k=1

ℑ(ζk).

In other words, the right hand side of (17) is the linear combination of generators of the group G2. Hence, (18) follows
from Theorem 6.

For the proof of (19) differentiate the equality

ζj(t) =
ζj(0)− a(t)

1− ā(t)ζj(0)
(21)

to obtain

ζ̇j(t) = − ȧ(t)

1− ā(t)ζj(0)
+ ȧ(t)ζj(0)

ζj(0)− a(t)

(1− ā(t)ζj(0))2

= − ȧ(t)

ζj(0)− a(t)
ζj(t) +

ȧ(t)ζj(0)

ζj(0)− a(t)
ζj(t)

2

= − ȧ(t)

ζj(0)− a(t)
ζj(t) + ȧ(t)

(

1 +
a(t)

ζj(0)− a(t)

)

ζj(t)
2.

Further, rearrange (21) to get
1

ζj(0)− a(t)
=

1− ā(t)ζj(t)

ζj(t)(1 − |a(t)|2) .
By substituting this equality in the above ODE we get

ζ̇j(t) = − ȧ(t)

1− |a(t)|2 +
ȧ(t)a(t)− ȧ(t)ā(t)

1− |a(t)|2 ζj(t) +
ȧ(t)

1− |a(t)|2 ζj(t)
2.

Comparison of the last ODE with (17) yields

− ȧ(t)

1− |a(t)|2 =
K

2N

N
∑

k=1

ζk(t),
ȧ(t)a(t)− ȧ(t)ā(t)

1− |a(t)|2 = 0,
ȧ(t)

1− |a(t)|2 = − K

2N

N
∑

k=1

ζ̄k(t).

From the last three equalities it follows that

ȧ(t) = − K

2N
(1− |a(t)|2)

N
∑

k=1

ζk(t).

By substituting (18) into the above ODE we obtain (19). This completes the proof.

8
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Theorem 7. ODE (19) with initial conditions ζj(0) = zj, j = 1, . . . , N is the gradient flow for the potential (16) in
hyperbolic metric.

Before proving this Theorem we first verify the auxiliary

Lemma 8. The ODE ẇ = f(w) = U(u, v) + iV (u, v) in the unit disc is the gradient flow in hyperbolic metric if and
only if f satisfies the following condition

ℑ
(

∂

∂w
[(1− |w|2)−2f(w)]

)

= 0. (22)

Proof. Let △ be unit disc in the complex plane and w = u + iv ∈ △. Let h be a smooth function on △. Using the
formalism of Wirtinger derivatives, partial derivatives of h are defined as

∂h

∂w
=

1

2

(

∂h

∂u
− i

∂h

∂v

)

and
∂h

∂w̄
=

1

2

(

∂h

∂u
+ i

∂h

∂v

)

.

Then the Euclidean gradient of a real function h can be written in the complex form as

∇Euclh = 2
∂h

∂w̄
.

Let ds be standard Euclidean metric in R2. Then the gradient with respect to a conformal metric φds in △ is given by
φ−2∇Euclh. In particular, hyperbolic gradient in △ reads

∇hyph =
1

4
(1− |w|2)2∇Euclh =

1

2
(1− |w|2)2 ∂h

∂w̄
. (23)

Let f(w) = U + iV . Then
df

dw
=

1

2

[

∂U

∂u
+
∂V

∂v
+ i

(

∂V

∂u
− ∂U

∂v

)]

and ODE ẇ = f(w) is the Euclidean gradient flow if

ℑ
(

∂f

∂w

)

= 0.

Accordingly, ẇ = f(w) is the gradient flow in hyperbolic metric if condition (22) holds.

Now, suppose that the system ẇ = f(w) satisfies the condition (22). Then there exists the function h on △, such that
f = ∇hyph. Then, along trajectories of ẇ = f(w), the function h satisfies the following condition:

d

dt
h(w(t)) = |∇hyph(w)|2hyp = (1− |w|2)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂h

∂w̄

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

. (24)

We pass to the proof of Theorem 7.

Proof. Let z1, . . . , zN be points in B2 and consider the ODE (19). It is straightforward to verify that the hyperbolic
gradient condition (22) holds for this ODE.

We further determine the potential function for (19). Denote this function by H(a). Comparing (19) and (23) we find
that

∂H

∂ā
= −(1− |a|2)−1 1

N

N
∑

j=1

ga(zj) = − 1

N

1

1− āa

N
∑

j=1

zj − a

1− āzj

=
1

N

N
∑

j=1

(

a

1− w̄w
− zj

1− āzj

)

.

Integrating this expression with respect to ā (and treating a as a constant) we get:

H(a) =
1

N

N
∑

j=1

log

(

1− zjā

1− aā

)

+ g(a). (25)

9
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Here, g(a) is an integration constant. We can choose it in such a way to make H real and bounded. To that aim set:

g(a) =
1

N

N
∑

j=1

log

(

1− z̄ja

1− z̄jzj

)

.

Plugging this into (25) yields:

H(a) = − 1

N

N
∑

j=1

log
(1− |a|2)(1 − |zj|2)

|1− zjā|2
.

This completes the proof.

Theorems 5 and 7 imply the hyperbolic gradient descent algorithm for minimization of (16). Given the configuration
{z1, . . . , zN} consider the Poincaré swarm (17) with K < 0 and initial conditions

ζ1(0) = z1, . . . , ζN (0) = zN .

Then, for sufficiently large T , the configuration {ζ1(T ), . . . , ζN (T )} is approximately balanced and there exists ga,
such that ga(zj) = ζj(T ) for j = 1, . . . , N . Then g−1

a (0) is conformal barycenter of the configuration {z1, . . . , zN}.

In Figure 2 we plot conformal barycenters for several configurations in B2, computed via Poincaré swarming dynamics
(17).
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Figure 2: Barycenters in the Poincaré disc.

Remark 2. Results exposed in this Section are to a great extent inspired by geometric investigations of Kuramoto
ensembles of coupled phase oscillators [49, 50]. Phase oscillators are described by their phases (angles) only, while
amplitudes are neglected. Therefore, Kuramoto model with N oscillators can be treated as dynamical system on the
N -torus S1 × · · · × S1. In the continuum limit this model can be considered as a dynamical system on the space of
probability measures on the circle.

It has been demonstrated in [50] that oscillators in the Kuramoto model with global coupling evolve by actions of
the Möbius group. This result unveiled the group-theoretic background of the low-dimensional dynamical system
for global variables in such models previously derived in [51]. More recently, it has been shown in [52] that the
dynamics of Kuramoto oscillators on the circle induce hyperbolic gradient flows in the disc. In particular, Kuramoto
models with global negative coupling compute conformal barycenter of a measure on the circle by minimizing the
Buseman function (see [52, 53] for this result and the classical paper [54] where the notion of conformal barycenter
has been introduced). Finally, the relation between hyperbolic geometry in balls and generalized Kuramoto models
on spheres has been exposed in [55]. Poincaré swarms (17) introduced in this Section compute conformal barycenters
of configurations in B2 in a similar way as Kuramoto ensembles compute conformal barycenters of configurations
on the unit circle S1. Notice that swarms in the hyperbolic disc (and, more generally, on homogeneous spaces) have
previously appeared as gradient systems in studies on geometric consensus theory, see [56].

All the results mentioned in the present remark have been obtained in studies on physics of complex systems (more
precisely, studies of the Kuramoto model and its higher-dimensional extensions). In the view of new challenges and
recent developments in data representations, these results can be significant for ML in spherical and hyperbolic spaces.
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4 Statistical modeling in the Poincaré disc

One of current limitations of hyperbolic ML is the lack of adequate statistical models. So far, majority of experiments
[9, 10, 26] exploited so-called "generalized normal distribution on hyperbolic spaces" for encoding uncertainties. How-
ever, inadequacy of this model seems to strongly affect the efficiency of hyperbolic ML algorithms, especially in high
dimensions. In the present Section we answer the questions iii) and iv) from Introduction for the case when X is the
Poincaré disc. The answers are based on a novel family of probability distributions in the Poincaré disc, which posses
many desirable properties, including conformal invariance, easy random variate generation and efficient estimation of
parameters.

4.1 The Möbius family of probability distributions in the Poincaré disc

We consider probability distributions on B2 defined by densities of the form (see [57])

p(x; a, s) =
s− 1

π

(

(1− |z|2)(1 − |a|2)
|1− āz|2

)s

. (26)

with parameters a ∈ B2 and s > 1. As will be clear from the exposition below, parameters a and s have a transparent
meaning. Point a is the conformal barycenter of the measure, as defined in [47]. It coincides with the Riemannian
center of mass of the measure and should be treated as the mathematical expectation of the distribution (26). On the
other hand, s is the concentration parameter. For higher values of s the samples are more concentrated around the
mean point a, as illustrated in Figure 3 below.

Notice that all densities (26) are unimodal and symmetric in hyperbolic metric.6 We denote this family byMoeb2(a, s)
and refer to these distributions as Möbius distributions in hyperbolic disc.

Sub-families Moeb2(a, s
∗) with fixed s∗ are conformally invariant. More precisely

Proposition 9. If µ ∼ Moeb2(a, s
∗) then g∗µ ∼ Moeb2(g(a), s

∗) for any g ∈ G2, where g∗ denotes the pullback
measure defined by (3).

Moreover, the group G2 acts transitively on Moeb2(a, s
∗).

Proposition 10. Let µ1 ∼ Moeb2(a1, s
∗), µ2 ∼ Moeb2(a2, s

∗). Then there exists a Möbius transformation g ∈ G2,
such that g∗µ1 = µ2 and g(a1) = a2.

4.2 Generation of random points in the Poincaré disc

Another advantage of the family Moeb2(a, s) is the simplicity of generation of the random sample.

i) We first show how to sample a random point from the Möbius distribution with a = 0 and arbitrary s.

We start by calculating the probability that a random point z ∼ Moeb2(a = 0, s) belongs to the smaller ball B2
b of

radius b < 1:

P{z ∈ B
2
b} = P{|z| < b} =

∫

p(z; 0, s)dΛ(z)

=
s− 1

π

∫

0<|z|<b

(1− |z|2)s dλ(z)

(1− |z|2)2 =
s− 1

π

∫ b

0

(1− |z|2)s−2dλ(z) (27)

= 1− (1−
√
b)s−1.

Recall that dλ(z) and dΛ(z) denote standard Lebesgue and hyperbolic measure in B2.

Let z = |z|eiϕ ∼ Moeb2(0, s). Due to rotational invariance of the distribution, the angle ϕ is uniformly distributed
on [0, 2π]. On the other hand, the probability distribution function for |z| is given by (27) and one can generate |z| by
inverting (27). To that aim, sample a random number κ from the uniform distribution on [0, 1] and set

|z| =
(

1− s−1
√
1− κ

)2
. (28)

6We mention that analogous family of probability measures over the Euclidean ball has been introduced in [58] and named
the Möbius distributions by the author (due to their invariance w. r. to actions of the group of Möbius transformations). These
distributions are asymmetric (skewed) in Euclidean metric.
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ii) Now, due to the conformal-invariance property stated in Proposition 9 we can transform a random point z1 ∼
Moeb2(0, s) to z2 ∼ Moeb2(a, s) with arbitrary a ∈ B2 by acting on z1 with Möbius transformation ga, such that
ga(0) = a.

Random samples from Moeb2(a, s) for several values of a and s are depicted in Figure 3.

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

a) b) c)

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

d) e) f)

Figure 3: Random samples in the Poincaré disc with parameters: a) a = 0, s = 2; b) a = 0, s = 4; c) a = 0, s = 8;

d) a = 0.9ei
3π

4 , s = 2; e) a = 0.9ei
3π

4 , s = 4; f) a = 0.9ei
3π

4 , s = 8.

4.3 Maximum likelihood for the Möbius family

We proceed with the maximum likelihood estimation. Given the observations z1, . . . , zN ∼ Moeb2(a, s), construct
the likelihood function:

L(a, s|zi) =
N
∏

i=1

p(zi; a, s) =
(s− 1)N

πN

N
∏

i=1

(

(1− |a|2)(1− |zi|2)
|1− āzi|2

)s

. (29)

Taking the logarithm of L(a, s|zi) yields

logL(a, s|zi) = N log(s− 1)−N log π + s

N
∑

i=1

log
(1− |a|2)(1 − |zi|2)

|1− āzi|2
, a ∈ B

2, s > 1. (30)

The log-likelihood function (30) has a unique maximizer (â, ŝ). We ignore the constant N log π and pass to the
following maximization problem

Maximize logL(a, s|zi) = N log(s− 1)− sH(a), w. r. to a ∈ B
2, s > 1, (31)

where H(a) is given by (16).

It is evident that the optimization problem (31) splits into two separate problems for variables a and for s. Indeed, the
function H(a) is positive, hence maximum of (31) is achieved at the minimizer â of H(a). Therefore, â is precisely
the conformal barycenter of points z1, . . . , zN . As shown in subsection 3.2 hyperbolic gradient descent algorithm (17)
computes this point.

Once â is determined, ŝ can be found as the solution of the following maximization problem on (1,+∞):

ŝ = argmax (N log(s− 1)− sH(â)) , for s > 1.

12
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Since H(â) is positive and |H(â)| < N , it is easy to verify that the objective function is concave for s > 1. By setting
its derivative to zero we obtain the maximum likelihood estimation for s:

ŝ = 1−N

(

N
∑

i=1

log
(1− |a|2)(1 − |zi|2)

|1− āzi|2

)−1

. (32)

This completes the maximum likelihood derivation for the family (26).

5 Barycenters in hyperbolic balls

In this Section we answer the questions i) and ii) from Introduction for the case when X is a hyperbolic ball. To
that end, we introduce the notion of barycenter in a hyperbolic ball of arbitrary dimensions and assert the conformal
(or holomorphic) invariance property. For a given configuration of points, barycenters are minimizers of certain
potential functions, as introduced in [47]. We also present the hyperbolic gradient descent algorithm for computation
of barycenters. As pointed out in Introduction, there are two ways of introducing hyperbolic metric in balls in even-
dimensional vector spaces. To that end, this Section is divided into two subsections, dealing with barycenters in
hyperbolic balls in real and complex vector spaces, respectively.

5.1 Conformal barycenter in the Poincaré ball

Definition of the conformal barycenter and all the facts from subsection 3.1 regarding the disc extend to higher-
dimensional balls. Replace the Poincaré disc B2 with the d-dimensional Poincaré ball Bd, equipped with the metric
(5). Accordingly, the group G2 of disc-preserving Möbius transformations in the complex plane should be replaced
by the group Gd of ball-preserving Möbius transformations in Rd. These transformations are defined by formula (7).
Notice that the group Gd is isomorphic to the Lorentz group SO+(d, 1).

Points in Bd are represented by d-dimensional real vectors with the norm less than one. Conformal barycenter of the
configuration {y1, . . . , yN} in Bd is the unique minimizer of the function [47]

Hd(a) = −
N
∑

i=1

log
(1 − |a|2)(1 − |yi|2)

ρ(yi, a)
, (33)

where ρ(u, v) is defined in (6).

Just as in the case of the Poincaré disc, conformal barycenter in Bd is conformally invariant, i.e. if a is conformal
barycenter of the configuration {y1, . . . , yN} and h ∈ Gd, then h(a) is the conformal barycenter of the configuration
{h(y1), . . . , h(yN )}. For the proof of this property we refer to [47].

In order to compute the conformal barycenter we construct the hyperbolic gradient flow for the potential function (33).
To that aim, compute infinitesimal generators of the group Gd. Infinitesimal generators can be evaluated separately for
the boost and the rotation part of the transformation (7). We omit the computation and refer to [55] for more detailed
similar derivations. In such a way we find infinitesimal rotation:

x→ Ax, where A is an anti-symmetric d× d matrix

and infinitesimal boost:
x→ 2〈w, x〉x − (1 + |x|2)w, where w ∈ B

d.

Now, introduce the swarm:

ẋj = Axj −K 〈xj , f〉xj +
K

2
(1− |xj |2)f, j = 1, . . . , N (34)

where f ≡ f(x1, . . . , xN ) is the function taking values in Bd.

Then, applying Theorem 6 for the particular Lie group Gd, we obtain the following

Lemma 11. Consider the dynamics 34. One has that xj(t) = gt(xj(0)) for a unique one-parametric family gt ∈ Gd.

We further pass to the particular case by setting

A ≡ 0 and f =
K

N

N
∑

k=1

xi

13
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in (34). This yields

ẋj = −K
N

〈

xj ,
N
∑

k=1

xk

〉

xj +
K

2N
(1 − |xj |2)

N
∑

k=1

xk, j = 1, . . . , N. (35)

We call dynamical systems (34) (including (35) as a particular case) the Poincaré swarms in the hyperbolic ball.

Therefore, theorems 5 and 7 can be extended to hyperbolic balls as substantiated in the following.

Theorem 12. The system (35) evolves by actions of the group Gd. More precisely, there exists a one-parametric family
ht ∈ Gd, such that

xj(t) = ht(xj(0)), for j = 1, . . . , N, t > 0.

Furthermore, the conformal barycenter a(t) of configuration {x1(t), . . . , xN (t)} evolves by the following ODE:

da

dt
=

K

2N
(1− |a(t)|2)

N
∑

i=1

ha(xi(0)), (36)

where the transformation ha is defined by (7).

Theorem 13. ODE (36) is the gradient flow in hyperbolic metric (5) for the potential (33).

Proof. First calculate the Euclidean gradient of (33):

∇EuclHd(a) = −
N
∑

i=1

2ρ(yi, a)(1 − |yi)2)[aρ(yi, a) + ρ′(yi, a)(1− |a|2)]
(1− |a|2)(1− |yi|2)ρ(yi, a)2

= − 2

1− |a|2
N
∑

i=1

a|yi − a|2 − a(1− |a|2) + yi(1 − |a|2)
|yi − a|2 + (1− |a|2)(1 − |yi|2)

= − 2

1− |a|2
N
∑

i=1

a|yi − a|2 + (yi − a)(1− |a|2)
ρ(yi, a)

= − 2

1− |a|2
N
∑

i=1

ha(x),

where ha are Möbius transformations in Bd defined by (7).

Then, the relation ∇hypH(a) = 1
4 (1− |a|2)2∇EuclH(a) between the Euclidean and hyperbolic gradients yields

∇hypHd(a) =
1

2
(1− |a|2)

N
∑

i=1

xi =
1

2
(1 − |a|2)

N
∑

i=1

ha(xi(0)).

Therefore,Hd(a) is the potential for (36).

In conclusion, conformal barycenter for configuration {y1, . . . , yN} can be found by solving (35) with K < 0 and
initial conditions:

x1(0) = y1, . . . , xN (0) = yN .

Then for some T we have that {x1(t) = ht(y1), . . . , xN (t) = ht(yN )} is a balanced configuration whenever t > T .

The conformal barycenter of {y1, . . . , yN} is found as the inverse of zero, that is h−1
t (0).

5.2 Holomorphic barycenter in the Bergman ball

The Bergman ball Dm in the complex vector space Cm is introduced in subsection 2.3. The group of holomorphic
automorphisms of Dm is given by the formula (12). We denote this group by Hm. Notice that D1 is isomorphic to the
Poincaré disc B

2 with the symmetry group H1 ∼ G2 consisting of transformations given by (1).

Holomorphic barycenter of the configuration {ξ1, . . . , ξN} in Dm is defined as the minimum of the following function
[47]

Mm(a) = −
N
∑

i=1

log
(1− |a|2)(1 − |ξi|2)

|1− 〈a, ξi〉|2
. (37)

14



A group-theoretic framework for machine learning in hyperbolic spaces A PREPRINT

a) b)

c) d)

Figure 4: Random samples from the Poincare ball B3 for parameter values: a) a = (0, 0, 0), s = 3; b) a = (0, 0, 0),
s = 5; c) a = (0.9, 0, 0), s = 3; d) a = (0.9, 0, 0), s = 5.

Holomorphic barycenter is holomorphicaly invariant, meaning that if a is holomorphic barycenter of the configuration
{ξ1, . . . , ξN} and m ∈ Hm, then m(a) is the conformal barycenter of the configuration {m(ξ1), . . . ,m(ξN )}. We
refer to [47] for the proof of this property.

We can construct Bergman swarms by computing infinitesimal generators of the group Hm. The computation yields
the following infinitesimal transformations:

z →Wz, where W is anti-Hermitianm×m matrix

and infinitesimal boost
z → 2(〈z, w〉z − w), where w ∈ D

m

and 〈·, ·〉 denotes the standard scalar product in the complex vector space.

Hence, Bergman swarms are dynamical system in Dm of the following form

żj = Kzj + f − 〈zj , f〉zj, j = 1, . . . , N (38)

where K is an anti-Hermitian m×m matrix and f ≡ f(z1, . . . , zN ) is a function taking values in Dm.

We can assert the following:

Lemma 14. Consider dynamical system (38) with the initial conditions z1(0), . . . , zN(0) in Dm. One has that zj(t) =
mt(zj(0)) for a unique one-parametric family mt ∈ Hm.

As particular case, by setting

K = 0 and w =
K

N

N
∑

k=1

zi

in (38) we obtain the following system

żj =
K

N

N
∑

k=1

zk −
K

N

〈

zj ,
N
∑

k=1

zk

〉

zj, j = 1, . . . , N. (39)
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Theorem 15. The system (39) evolves by the actions of the group Hm of holomorphic automorphisms of Dm. More
precisely, there exists a one-parametric family ma(t) ∈ Hm, such that

zj(t) = mt(zj(0)), for j = 1, . . . , N, t > 0.

Furthermore, holomorphic barycenter a(t) of configuration {z1(t), . . . , zN(t)} evolves by the following ODE:

da

dt
=

K

2N
(1− |a|2)

N
∑

i=1

ma(zi(0)), (40)

where ma is given by (12).

Finally, the following theorem can be proven in an analogous way as its counterpart for the Poincaré disc.

Theorem 16. ODE (40) is the gradient flow in metric (14) for the potential (37).

The above theorems imply the method for computing the holomorphic barycenter of configuration {ξ1, . . . , ξN}. Solve
(39) with K < 0 and initial conditions:

z1(0) = ξ1, . . . , zN (0) = ξN .

Then for some T {z1(t) = mt(ξ1), . . . , zN (t) = mt(ξN )} is a balanced configuration whenever t > T . The holomor-

phic barycenter of the configuration {ξ1, . . . , ξN} is found as the inverse of zero, that is m−1
t (0).

Remark 3. In this Section we have shown how particular Poincaré and Bergman swarms implement hyperbolic gradient
descent algorithms for computation of the barycenters in the Poincaré and Bergman balls, respectively. More generally,
swarms of the form (34) and (38) can be designed to implement other computations. For instance, functions f in (34)
and (38) can also be chosen to compute weighted barycenters.

6 Statistical models in hyperbolic balls

In this Section we answer the questions iii) and iv) from Introduction for the case when X is a hyperbolic ball. We
extend the family of probability measures Moeb2(a, s) introduced in Section 4 to Poincaré and Bergman balls.

6.1 The Möbius family of probability distributions in the Poincaré ball

Let Bd be the Poincaré ball in d-dimensional real vector space. Consider the the following family of density functions

p(x; a, s) = cd(1 − |ga(x)|2)s, x ∈ B
d (41)

where ga is the Möbius transformation (7) and cd is the normalizing constant.

Parameters of the family (41) are a ∈ B
d and s > d− 1.

The normalizing constant cd satisfies

cd

∫

Bd

(1 − |ha(x)|2)sdΛ(x) = cd

∫

Bd

(

(1− |x|2)(1− |a|2)
ρ(a, x)

)s

(1− |x|2)−ddx = 1,

where ρ(a, x) is defined by (6).

Evaluating the above integral yields

cd =
πd/2Γ(1 + s− d/2)

Γ(1 + s− d)
.

Putting all together, we rewrite (41) to get the following family of densities:

p(x; a, s) =
πd/2Γ(1 + s− d/2)

Γ(1 + s− d)

(

(1 − |x|2)(1 − |a|2)
ρ(a, x)

)s

, x ∈ B
d, s > d− 1. (42)

We denote this family of probability distributions by Moebd(a, s). and refer to them as Möbius distributions in the
Poincaré ball.

The family Moebd(a, s
∗) is conformally invariant for fixed s∗ > d − 1. This means that if µ ∈ Moebd(a, s

∗) then
g∗µ ∈Moebd(a, s

∗) for any g ∈ Gd.
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Moreover, for any µ1, µ2 ∈ Moebd(a, s
∗) there exists a Möbius transformation h ∈ Gd, such that h∗µ1 = µ2 and

h(a1) = h(a2).

We further explain how to generate a random point y ∼Moebd(a, s).

i) First, consider the case a = 0. Then the probability measure is rotationally symmetric (i.e. invariant w. r. to actions

of the group of orthogonal transformations in R
d). Hence, orientation of y is uniformly distributed on the unit sphere

S
d−1.

In order to find the distribution for |y|, we denote by Bdb ⊆ Bd the ball with the radius b < 1 and consider the following
integral

P{|y| < b} = cd

∫

Bd
r

(1− |x|2)s(1− |x|2)−ddx = cd

∫

Bd
r

(1− |x|2)s−ddx

= cd|Sd−1|
∫ b

0

(1− r2)s−drd−1dr,

where |Sd−1| is the area of the unit d− 1-dimensional sphere.

Evaluating the above integral we finally obtain:

P{|y| < b} =
2Γ(1 + s− d/2)

Γ(1 + s− d)Γ(d/2)

bd

d
2F1(

d

2
, d− s;

d

2
+ 1; b2) (43)

where the notation 2F1(·, ·; ·; ·) stands for the Gaussian hypergeometric series.

Hence, in order to generate y ∼ Moebd(0, s), we first sample direction u from the uniform distribution on Sd−1 and
the number κ from the uniform distribution on [0, 1]. We further solve the equation

2Γ(1 + s− d/2)

Γ(1 + s− d)Γ(d/2)

bd

d
2F1(

d

2
, d− s;

d

2
+ 1; b2) = κ (44)

with respect to b. Denote the solution of (44) by b∗.

Finally, we set y = b∗u. This point is distributed as Moeb(0, s).

ii) Now, suppose that y ∼ Moebd(0, s). Then ha(y) ∼ Moebd(a, s). Hence, in order to generate a random point
from Moebd(a, s) it suffices to sample a point y ∼Moebd(0, s) and act on it by the Möbius transformation ha.

In Figure 4 we plot randomly sampled points from the three-dimensional Poincaré ball for different values of a and s.

Furthermore, let {x1, . . . , xN} be observations in Bd. Construct the maximum likelihood function

L(a, s|xi) =
N
∏

i=1

p(xi; a, s) =
πNd/2Γ(1 + s− d/2)N

Γ(1 + s− d)N

N
∏

i=1

(

(1− |xi|2)(1 − |a|2))
ρ(a, xi)

)s

. (45)

The log-likelihood function reads

1

N
logL(a, s|xi) =

d

2
log π + log Γ(1 + s− d/2)− log Γ(1 + s− d) +

s

N

N
∑

i=1

log

(

(1 − |xi|2)(1 − |a|2))
ρ(a, xi)

)

. (46)

Therefore, the maximum likelihood estimate of parameters a and s given the observations x1, . . . , xN is the solution
of the following maximization problem

Maximize log Γ(s+ 1− d/2)− log Γ(s+ 1− d) +
s

N

N
∑

i=1

log
(1− |a|2)(1− |xi|2)

ρ(xi, a)
=

= log Γ(s+ 1− d/2)− log Γ(s+ 1− d)− s

N
Hd(a), w. r. to a ∈ B

d, s > d− 1 (47)

where Hd(a) is defined in (33).

The optimization problem (47) again splits into two separate problem for variables a and s. The function Hd(a) is
given by (33) and its unique minimizer is the conformal barycenter of the configuration {x1, . . . , xN}. The method of
computation of this point is exposed in subsection 5.1. Denote this point by â.
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Then the maximum likelihood estimation for s is

ŝ = argmax log Γ(s+ 1− d

2
)− log Γ(s+ 1− d)− s

N
Hd(â), s > d− 1. (48)

It is easy to verify that the objective function in (48) is concave for s > d− 1, hence, ŝ is the unique solution of (48).

Remark 4. Equations for sampling and maximum likelihood estimation procedures explained above are easily solvable.
Since d is an integer, the hypergeometric series in (44) reduce to polynomials in b.

When it comes to the optimization problem (48), logarithms of the Gamma function are well studied and convenient
to differentiate. The Log Gamma function yields Stirling’s series. Logarithmic derivatives of the Gamma function

ψ(x) = d
dx log Γ(x) = Γ′(x)

Γ(x) arise in many applications and posses nice properties. These functions are efficiently

computed using mathematical software packages.

For example, in the 3-dimensional ball, the maximum likelihood estimation ŝ is the unique solution of the following
equation

∞
∑

k=0

1

s− 2 + k
−

∞
∑

k=0

1

s− 1/2 + k
=

1

N
H(â).

For d = 4, the equations for ŝ becomes even simpler:

1

s− 3
+

1

s− 2
=

1

N
H(â).

6.2 Holomorphicaly natural family of probability distributions in the Bergman balls

Introduce the family of probability distributions on the Bergman ball Dm ⊂ Cm defined by densities

p(z; a, s) = cm
(

1− |f(z)|2
)s

= cm

(

(1 − |a|2)(1− |z|2)
|1− 〈a, z〉|2

)s

, s > m

where cm is the normalizing constant. Integration of the density function over the unit ball yields:

cm

∫

Bm

(

1− |f(z)|2
)s
dΛ(z) = cm

∫

Bm

(

1− |f(z)|2
)s

(1 − |z|2)−1−mdz

= cm

∫

Bm

(1 − |z|2)s(1− |z|2)−1−mdz

= cm
2πm

(m− 1)!

∫ 1

0

r2m−1(1− r2)s−m−1dr.

Equating the above integral to one, we find that

cm =
π−mΓ(s)

Γ(s−m)
.

In conclusion, we introduce the family of probability measures on balls Dm defined by densities of the form

p(z; a, s) =
π−mΓ(s)

Γ(s−m)

(

(1− |a|2)(1 − |z|2)
|1− 〈a, z〉|2

)s

, where s > m. (49)

We denote this family of probability distributions by HolNatm(a, s). We refer to them as holomorphicaly natural
distributions in the Bergman ball. Sub-familiesHolNatm(a, s

∗) are holomorphicaly invariant for fixed s∗. Moreover,
the group Hm of holomorphic automorphisms acts transitively on these sub-families.

Let ξ ∼ HolNatm(0, s) and denote by Dmb the ball of radius b < 1. Then the probability that ξ ∈ Dmb reads

P{|ξ| < b} =
π−mΓ(s)

Γ(s−m)

∫

D
m

b

(1− |z|2)s(1 − |z|2)−1−mdz

=
π−mΓ(s)

Γ(s−m)

2πm

(m− 1)!

∫ b

0

r2m−1(1− r2)s−m−1dr =

=
Γ(s)

(m− 1)!Γ(s−m)

b2m

m
2F1(m,m− s+ 1;m+ 1; b2).
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Therefore, in order to sample from the probability distribution HolNatm(0, s), one needs to sample a random vector
v from the uniform distribution on the m− 1-dimensional sphere Sm−1 ⊂ Cm and a real number κ ∼ U [0, 1].

Further, denote by b∗ the (unique) solution of the equation

Γ(s)

(m− 1)!Γ(s−m)

b2m

m
2F1(m,m− s+ 1;m+ 1; b2) = κ.

Then ξ = b∗v ∼ HolNatm(0, s).

Finally, in order to sample ζ ∼ HolNatm(a, s) with arbitrary a ∈ Dm, we sample ξ ∼ HolNatm(0, s) and let
ζ = ma(ξ), where ma is the holomorphic transformation of Dm defined by (12).

Given the configuration {ξ1, . . . , ξN} in Dm the maximum likelihood estimation of the parameter a is the holomorphic
barycenter of these points. The method of computation of this barycenter is explained in the subsection 5.2.

Once â is found, the maximum likelihood estimation for s is the solution of the following maximization problem

ŝ = argmax log Γ(s)− log Γ(s−m)− s

N
Mm(â) w.r. to s > m. (50)

Again, the objective function is concave for s > m.

Differentiating the above function, we get the closed-form expression for ŝ:

m
∑

k=1

1

ŝ− k
=

1

N
Mm(â).

Remark 5. Although the two models (Poincaré and Bergman) of even-dimensional hyperbolic balls are not equivalent,
our analysis shows that there is no qualitative difference between families Moebd(a, s) and HolNatm(a, s) from the
point of view of statistical modeling. Given the configuration of points in the even-dimensional ball, conformal and
holomorphic barycenters are different points. However, it turns out that the choice of the model does not significantly
affect neither computational efficiency, nor results.

By comparing optimization problems (48) and (50), it is evident that estimations for the concentration parameter
simply differ by m− 1 for d = 2m-dimensional balls in the real vector space.

Remark 6. In conclusion, both families Moebd(a, s) and HolNatm(a, s) allow for simple and efficient maximum
likelihood estimation of parameters. This simplicity is consequence of the conformal invariance of the proposed statis-
tical model. Notice, however, that statistical modelsMoebd(a, s) andHolNatm(a, s) have very limited representative
power. These families consist of unimodal and symmetric (in the hyperbolic metric) densities. One can only adjust the
mean and concentration which are explicitly expressed in parameters of the models. Nevertheless, such a simple model
is likely to be sufficient for many purposes, in particular, for encoding uncertainties in hyperbolic latent spaces in a
number of setups. One can increase the representative power by using mixtures in order to approximate multimodal
or skewed data.

7 Conclusion and outlook

One remarkable trend in modern ML are explorations of the curvature and hidden symmetries of data sets, thus
transcending beyond the traditional Euclidean paradigm. This motivated extensive research efforts on learning low-
dimensional representations in Riemannian manifolds, thus giving a rise to the new paradigm which can be substanti-
ated as geometry informed ML. ML in hyperbolic spaces is one of the most important and most challenging directions
of research within that broad context. The underlying hypothesis is that structural information hidden in some ubiqui-
tous data sets is best represented in negatively curved manifolds [59]. Although encouraging results have been reported
in the previous decade, the real potential of hyperbolic ML is still to be examined in upcoming years. Further devel-
opments require systematization and enhancement of mathematical foundations. The present study is a contribution
towards that goal, as we presented detailed and rigorous answers to four basic mathematical questions posed in Intro-
duction. This mathematical framework may serve as a basis for principled group-theoretic approaches in hyperbolic
ML.

One can build upon the concepts and methods presented here in order to design various algorithms in hyperbolic
spaces, including expectation-maximization algorithm, Bayesian filtering, variational inference, normalizing flows,
etc. Implementation of these algorithms would create a sufficient machinery for deep learning pipelines in hyperbolic
spaces.
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The minimal model of hyperbolic geometry is two-dimensional Riemannian manifold named the Poincaré disc. Al-
though the main purpose of hyperbolic representations is reduction of the dimensionality by an order of magnitude, two
dimensions may be insufficient in many setups. In the case that higher-dimensional hyperbolic manifolds are needed
several options are available. Some experiments have been conducted with the hyperboloid model (Minkowski space)
[9, 60, 5]. Another option is to exploit multidisc, i.e. the product of several Poincaré discs [21]. The present study
focuses on hyperbolic balls, as we believe they provide the most convenient manifolds for the majority of hyperbolic
ML tasks.

We analyzed two models of even-dimensional hyperbolic balls. Our goal was to identify which hyperbolic balls
(Poincaré vs. Bergman) are more suitable for ML. The analysis presented in sections 5 and 6 demonstrates that
choice of the metric does not make a significant difference from the computational and representational points of view.
Therefore, any of the two models can be equally convenient for low-dimensional representations of hierarchical data.

In conclusion, hyperbolic ML opens truly exciting perspectives that are still to be explored. This is especially due to
the fact that nowadays ML is broadly applied in many fields which are not very suitable for rigorous mathematical
modeling. Hyperbolic representations have a potential to enable drastically more compact models of natural languages,
networks, molecules, taxonomies. Furthermore, they can be advantageous when dealing with the data which are
difficult to quantify, but exhibit a certain hierarchical structure. Examples of such data are opinions, political views or
sentiments.

We hope that the present study will motivate further investigations and experiments in hyperbolic ML, based on the
rigorous mathematical framework which encompasses Lie group theory and conformal geometry, along with optimiza-
tion and statistical modeling.
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