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On Closed-Form Expressions for the Fisher—Rao Distance
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The Fisher-Rao distance is the geodesic distance between probability distributions in a statis-

tical manifold equipped with the Fisher metric, which is a natural choice of Riemannian metric

on such manifolds. It has recently been applied to supervised and unsupervised problems in

machine learning, in various contexts. Finding closed-form expressions for the Fisher—Rao dis-

tance is generally a non-trivial task, and those are only available for a few families of probability

distributions. In this survey, we collect examples of closed-form expressions for the Fisher-Rao

distance of both discrete and continuous distributions, aiming to present them in a unified and

accessible language. In doing so, we also: illustrate the relation between negative multinomial

distributions and the hyperbolic model, include a few new examples, and write a few more in

the standard form of elliptical distributions.
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1 Introduction

Information geometry [1I 2, [3] uses the tools of differential geometry to study spaces of probability
distributions by regarding them as differential manifolds, called statistical manifolds. When these
distributions are parametric, a structure of interest is the Fisher metric, a Riemannian metric induced
by the Fisher information matrix. This is essentially the unique Riemannian metric on statistical
manifolds that is invariant by sufficient statistics [4], 5], making it a natural choice to study the
geometry of these manifolds. Moreover, this structure allows one to define the Fisher—Rao distance
between two probability distributions on the same statistical manifold as the geodesic distance
between them, i.e., the length of the minimising path, according to the Fisher metric.

The idea of considering the geodesic distance in Riemannian manifolds equipped with the Fisher
metric was first suggested by Hotelling in 1930 [6] (reprinted in [7]), and later in 1945 in a landmark
paper by Rao [8] (reprinted in [9]). This has influenced many authors to study the Fisher-Rao
distance in different families of probability distributions in the following years |10} 1T}, 12| 13 14} 15|
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22] 23]. It is important to note that, contrary to commonly used divergence
measures, such as the Kullback-Leibler divergence, the Fisher—Rao distance is a proper distance, i.e.,
it is symmetric and the triangle inequality holds—properties that could be required when comparing
two distributions, depending on the application.

More recently, the Fisher-Rao distance has gained attention especially in applications to machine
learning problems. In the context of unsupervised learning, it has been used for clustering different
types of data: shape clustering applied to morphometry [24], clustering of financial returns [25],
image segmentation [20] and identification of diseases from medical data [26, 27]. When it comes to



supervised learning, it has been used to analyse the geometry in the latent space of generative mod-
els [28], to enhance robustness against adversarial attacks [29} [30], in detection of out-of-distribution
samples [31], as a loss function for learning under label noise [32], and to classify EEG signals of
brain-computer interfaces [33].

However, finding closed-form expressions for the Fisher-Rao distance of arbitrary distributions
is not a trivial task—as a matter of fact, more generally, finding geodesics in an arbitrary manifold is
a difficult problem in differential geometry. Having that in mind, in this work, we collect examples
of statistical models for which closed-form expressions for the Fisher—-Rao distance are available.
Most of them have been published over the last decades, in different places, and we aim to present
these results in a unified and accessible language, hoping to bring them to a broader audience. In
curating this collection, we also add a few contributions, such as: illustrating the relation between
the manifold of negative multinomial distributions and the hyperbolic model; including a few new
examples (Rayleigh, Erlang, Laplace, generalised Gaussian, power function, inverse Wishart), to
the best of the authors’ knowledge; and writing more examples in the standard form of univariate
elliptical distributions (Laplace, generalised Gaussian, logistic). Finally, we note that numerical
methods have been proposed to compute the Fisher-Rao distance when no closed-form expression is
available, as in [34] [35], 36} 26, 37 27, [38], but those techniques are beyond the scope of the present
work.

We review preliminaries of information geometry in Section 7?7 and of hyperbolic geometry in
Section 2] We then collect closed-form expressions for discrete distributions in Section [3] and for
continuous distributions in Section[d Product distributions are discussed in Section 5], and Section [6]
concludes the paper.

Notation. We denote the sets N ={0,1,2,...}, N* ={1,2,3,...}, Ry = [0,00[, and R* = ]0, o0].
1a(w) is the indicator function, that takes value 1 if z € A, and 0 otherwise. d;; == 1y;1(7) denotes
the Kronecker delta. We denote #(t) = %x(t). P, (R) denotes the cone of n x n real symmetric
definite-positive matrices.

Let (2,3, P) be a probability space and X: Q — X a random variable in the o-finite measure
space (X, F,u). The push-forward measure of P by X is given by X,P(E) = P(X Y(E)), for
FE € F, and we assume that X, P is absolutely continuous with respect to u. The Radon-Nikodym
derivative p = %: X — R can be seen as the probability mass or density function (p.m.f. or
p.d.f.), respectively, in the cases that X" is discrete or continuous. When X is discrete, we take u as
the counting measure, and the integral with respect to y becomes a summation; when X = R", we
take p as the Lebesgue measure.

A statistical model [I]
S = {Pszp(xsﬁ) 5:(61,-..75”)€E§R"} (1.1)

is a family of probability distributions p¢ parametrised by n-dimensional vectors { = (§ Lo, {”) such
that the mapping & — p¢ is injective and Z is an open set of R". We consider statistical models in
which the support of ps does not depend on £ and we take X = supp p¢, unless otherwise stated. Note
that S is contained in the infinite-dimensional space P(X) := {p € L' (p) ‘ p>0, [ppdu= 1} of
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Figure 1: Schematic representing the parametrisation ¢ from the parameter space = to the statistical
manifold §. The curve ~y(t) joins two points in the manifold, which are probability density (or mass) functions.

positive, p-integrable functions of unit total measure.

To introduce a differentiable structure in S, we consider the following assumptions: 1) the
parametrisation p: 2 — P(X), ¢(§) = pe is a homeomorphism on its image; 2) denoting 0; = 8%2.,
the functions {81;05, e ,8np§} are linearly independent; 3) the mapping & — pe¢(z) is smooth, for
all © € X; 4) the partial derivatives 0;p¢(x) commute with the integrals. Moreover, by considering
diffeomorphic parametrisations as equivalent, & becomes a differentiable manifold, that we may call
a statistical mam'foldﬂ Note that the parametrisation § — p¢ is a global coordinate system for this
manifold (see Figure [1]).

We can further equip the statistical manifold S with a Riemannian metric. Denoting ¢(§) =
log p¢ the log-likelihood function, the elements of the Fisher information matriz (or simply Fisher

matriz) G(§) = [gij(gh)]m are defined as

9ij = gij(§) =E [0:£(£)0;¢(¢)] , (1.2)

for 1 <i,j5 < n, where the expectation is taken with respect to pe. Explicitly,

0 0
9 (§) Z/ng <agi logpg> <a£jlogpg> dp.

Alternatively, the Fisher matrix can be written as the negative expectation of the Hessian of the

log-likelihood function, a result that can make the computation of the Fisher matrix easier in some

cases:

1We follow the nomenclature from [I], but remark that, more generally, statistical manifold refers to a manifold
equipped with a Riemannian metric and a 3-symmetric tensor, from a purely geometric point of view [39] (see also [40}
§ 4.5]). We will restrict ourselves to the case of parametric statistical models presented above.



Proposition 1.1 ([2, Prop. 1.6.3]). The elements of the Fisher matriz can be expressed as
9ij(§) = —E [9;0:£(€)] - (1.3)

Proof. As fX pe dpu = 1, taking the derivative yields fX pedilogpe dp = fX O;pe dpp = 0. By taking
the derivative again, we have

0=0; /ngé?i log pe dp = /X@jpg& log pe dp + /ngé?j&- log pe dp
= /X Pe(0; log pe) (0; log pe) dpu + /X Pe0;0; log pe dp
= E [(9; log pe)(9; log pe)| + E [9;0; log pe] .
O

Since the Fisher matrix is symmetric and positive-definite, it defines a Riemannian metric g,
(also denoted simply g¢), called the Fisher metric; that is, a family of inner products ge: 73, S x
Tp:S — R that vary smoothly on the statistical manifold. Applying the Fisher metric to two
vectors v1 = dyp, (§1) and v2 = dyp, (§2) in the tangent space T}, S is equivalent to computing an
inner product mediated by the Fisher matrix G(&) between the respective local-coordinate vectors
£1,& € R™

(01, v2) ey = ge (01,02) = gpe (01, 02) = & G(€) &o. (1.4)

The following results will help some derivations in the rest of the text. First, we note that, as
any Riemannian metric, the Fisher metric is covariant under reparametrisation of the parameter

space:

Proposition 1.2 ([2, Thm. 1.6.5]). The Fisher matriz is covariant under reparametrisation of the
parameters space, that is, given two coordinate systems & = (£1,...,&") and 6 = (6*,...,0™), related

by the bijection & = £(0), the Fisher matrix transforms its coordinates as
ao) = [%]" a (e [ (15)
de dé|’ '

where [%} denotes the Jacobian matrix of the transformation 6 — .

Proof. Denote pg = pe) = »(£(f)) and note that, by the chain rule 9pg > orq ¢k Ope

90 907 ek
e __ . O Ope
507 = > oy 567 DET Thus

_ 9 0 1 Opg Op,
9i5(9) =/ <aez ogpe) <89] 10gpe> duz/){p 89? aef du

B 1 Ope Ope ok oer & fk og"
- ;Z (/X De(6) 35"3 o™ d ) 00t 097 ZZ 9rr (€ 39i 003"




Second, we state an invariance property specific to the Fisher metric:

Proposition 1.3 (|2, Thm. 1.6.4]). Let X: Q@ — X C R" be a random variable distributed according
to pe. The Fisher metric is invariant under reparametrisations of the sample space X .

Proof. Consider the reparametrisation by the bijection f: & — Y C R™ and denote p¢ the dis-
tribution associated to the random variable Y := f(X). The Jacobian determinant ‘%‘ of the
transformation f relates the relation between the densities:

- df

pe(w) = pe(y) | 5=

2. (1.6)

The log-likelihood functions are ¢(§) = 1og'ﬁ§(y) = IOgﬁg(f(a:)) and £(¢) = logpg(x) _ logﬁg(y) n
log ‘%’ As f does not depend on the parameter &, we have 0;¢(§) = 3@2(5), whence

351 = [ oo au= [ o 1) || a0 a

- /y Bedl(€)0LE) Al fut) = Gy (©).

O

Furthermore, it can be shown that the Fisher metric is the unique Riemannian metric (up to
a multiplicative constant) in statistical manifolds that is invariant under sufficient statistics [4}
Thm. 1.2] (see also [5]). This invariance characterisation justifies the choice of this metric to study
the geometry of statistical models.

The Fisher metric induces a notion of distance between two distributions in the same statistical
manifold, called Fisher—Rao distance, and given by the geodesic distance between these points.
Specifically, consider a curve £: [0,1] — Z in the parameter space and its image v: [0,1] — S by
the parametrisation ¢, i.e., ¥(t) = (p 0 §)(t), for t € [0,1]. Since §(t) = depg (f(t)), in the Fisher
geometry, the length of v can be computed as

1 1
10) = [ /GO gy at = [ VTG E ar (17)

Then, given two distributions pe¢, and pg, in S, the Fisher-Rao distance between therrﬁ is the
infimum of the length of piecewise differentiable curves «y joining these two points:

drr(&1,&2) = drr(pe,, Pe,) = igf {1(7) | 7(0) = pe,, ¥(1) = pe, } - (1.8)

A curve y(t) = (po&)(t) is a geodesic if, in local coordinates &€ = (£1,...,&m), the curve £(¢) is a

2We shall also refer to the Fisher-Rao distance between two parametric distributions as the distance between their
respective parameters.



solution to the geodesic differential equations

&)+ D ThEME ) =0, ke{l,...,n}, (1.9)

i=1 j=1

where Ffj are the Christoffel symbols of the second kind, which can be obtained from the equations

" 1/ 0 0 0
k _ = , L g P
g:lgekfij =3 <8§igjg+ 8&79& 8§£g”>’ i,j,0€{l,...,n}

The Hopf-Rinow theorem (e.g., [41, Thm. 6.4.6]) provides a sufficient condition for the minimum
length, as in , to be realised by a geodesic: if (S, dpr) is connected and complete as a metric
space, then any two points p, ¢ in the manifold S can be joined by a minimising curve which is a
geodesic, that is, a curve whose length is equal to the Fisher-Rao distance dpg(p, ¢). This condition

is satisfied in all statistical manifolds considered in this paper.

Remark 1.1. The Fisher-Rao distance is related to the Kullback-Leibler divergence [2, Thm. 4.4.5|:

1
Dk (pe, |Ipe,) = §d12-7‘R(pfl>p§2) +o0 (d%R(pflap€2)> ,

where o(x) represents a quantity such that lim, o @ = 0. This means that the Kullback-Leibler
divergence locally behaves as a ‘squared distance’. Differently from general statistical divergences,
the Fisher—-Rao distance is a proper distance, i.e., it is symmetric and th‘e triangle inequality holds.

Unfortunately, finding the Fisher-Rao distance between two distributions in a statistical manifold
usually is a non-trivial task, since it involves finding the minimising geodesics, potentially by solving
the geodesics differential equations , and then evaluating the integral in . In the case of
one-dimensional manifolds, i.e., those which are parametrised by a single real number, computing
the Fisher-Rao distance is easier, since the geodesics are immediately given. In such cases, the
Fisher matrix G(§) = [g11(§)] contains a single element (also called Fisher information). Given two
parameters & and &9, there is only one path joining them, whose length does not depend on the
chosen parametrisation. In particular, we can consider the arc length parametrisation £(t) = ¢, with
t € [&1,&), so that |§(t)‘ = 1. Thus the expression for the length of the curve v(t) = (¢ o &)(t)

in becomes
&2 &2
l(v) = . Vg (§(t)) dt = /5 Vg (§) dé,

and the Fisher-Rao distance between distributions parametrised by &; and &s is

. (1.10)

&2
drr(&1,&) = ‘/5 Vg (§) d§

For higher-dimensional manifolds, the techniques to find the geodesics and the Fisher—-Rao distance
consist in directly solving the geodesic differential equations, or in doing an analogy with some

well-known geometry (e.g., spherical, hyperbolic), as we shall see in the next sections.



Remark 1.2. The expression allows one to find the Fisher-Rao distance in one-dimensional
submanifolds of higher dimensional statistical manifolds, i.e., when only one parameter is allowed
to vary and the others are fixed. This has been done for Gamma, Weibull and power function
distributions in |10} [12].

2 Hyperbolic Geometry Results

We recall in this section some classical results from hyperbolic geometry [42] [43],44], since many of
the statistical manifolds studied in this work are related to that geometry. These will be extensively
used particularly in § and § If desired, the reader may skip this section for now, and
return to it when reading those subsections to get the details of the derivations.

We start with the hyperbolic geometry in dimension two, to be used in the approach of the
statistical manifolds in § analogously to what is done in [45]. In this case, we consider the
Poincaré half-plane H? = {(CE, y) € R? ‘ y > 0} as a model for hyperbolic geometry, with the metric
given in matrix form by

1
Grz(w,y) = 1’02 (2.1)

S o

The geodesics in this manifold are vertical half-lines and half-circles centred at y = 0, and the

geodesic distance between two points is given by the following equivalent expressions:

(
V(@1 —22)2+ (y1 +y2)2 — /(21 — 22)%2 + (Y1 — y2)?
= arccosh (1 + (1 —@2)* + (y1 — y2)2>

a2 ((z1,11), (22, 92)) = log <\/($1 —22)” + (11 +92)° + V(21— 22)° + (11 — y2)2>

212

= 2arctanh (371 _ w2)2 + (- y2)2
(z1—22)? + (y1 + y2)?

The next lemma allows one to relate the geodesic distance in a class of two-dimensional Rieman-

nian manifold to that in the Poincaré half-plane.

Lemma 2.1. Consider the Poincaré half-plane model H? with the hyperbolic metric (2.1), and a
two-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, gm), parametrised by a global coordinate system p: 11 C

R x RY — M. If the metric gap is given in matriz form by

GM(xv y) =

o Se
@w‘v [@n]

with a, b positive constants, then the geodesic distance between two points in M is

dpa(plar ). plaz ) = Vb dy ((Vawr, Voy), (Vazs, Voy)) (2:2)



Proof. Consider a curve 7(t) = (x(t),y(t)) in the parameter space II and its image a(t) = (¢ om)(t)
by the parametrisation. Applying the metric G y(z,y) to &(t) = dpx (W(t)) in M gives

- - ol 00\ [
<04(t)a04(t)>c(7r(t)) - (x(t) y(t)) ( (0)) W (?J(ﬂ)
1

= o (@GO +060)).

On the other hand, consider the diffeomorphism 1: M — H2, ¢(z,y) — (v/az,vVby), and the image
curve () = (0 a)(t) = (v/ax(t), Voy(t). Applying Gaa (B(1)) to (1) = dibuge(@(1)) in H2 gives

(8. 81)) = (vai) Vi) "(B” ? (@g)

G2(B(1)) OO

= bipa)? (@O + b))

Thus, {(&(t), &t :b<'t,'t> . that is, H H

us, (&(0),6(0) g, oy = D(BOBW) oo that s, 606y @y = VEIPD|, o
This implies that a curve «a(t) connecting two points in M is a geodesic (mlnlmlses the length) 1f
and only if, its image ((t) is a geodesic in H2. Taking (1.7) and (1.8) into account concludes the

proof. O

Remark 2.1. It is possible to deduce what the geodesics in M look like in the parameter space I1
(i.e., their preimages by (), since they are the inverse image by 1 of geodesics in H?. Consider a
geodesic in M connecting the points ¢(x1,¥y1) and ¢(z2,y2). Its preimage in the parameter space
is given either by the vertical line joining 17 to 2, if x1 = 3, or, otherwise, by the arc of the half-
ellipse joining (x1,y1) to (z2,y2), centred at (C,0) and given by (fcos( )+ C, f} sin(t )), where

2a(z1—x2) a \ T1—x2

a(z2—a2 2,2 242
C = (z1—23)+b(y7 —y3) andRzé\/a(xl—xg)Q—i—lﬂ(yl ZJQ) +2b(y%+y%) .

More generally, the n-dimensional hyperbolic half-space model is the Riemannian manifold H" :=

{(xl, s, Tp) ERM ‘ Ty > 0}, equipped with the metric given in matrix form by
L0 0
0 =% 0
G'H” (xla . 7xn) = ,n ) (2 3)
0 0 X

that is, <(u1, ceyUp), (V1. ’v”)>Gnn(x1,...,mn) = é > i1 uiv;. This manifold has constant negative
curvature. The geodesics in this manifold are vertical half-lines and vertical half-circles centred at

the hyperplane x,, = 0, and the geodesic distance between two points in H" is given by

2TpYn

dyn ((x1, ... 2n), (Y1, . .-, Yn)) = arccosh (1 + M) . (2.4)

9



Restricted to points in the (n — 1)-dimensional unit half-sphere in H", that is, ST~ ! =
{(ml, ceyTp) € HY } S a2 = 1}, the expression for the distance becomes

=11

1 - Z?jll TiYi
dS{L_l ((3:1, ces ), (Y1, -1y yn)) = arccosh | —==—""] . (2.5)

TnlYn

From (2.4), we immediately see that the distance dyn is invariant by dilation or contraction, that
is, denoting & = (z1,...,2,) € H" and ¥y == (y1,...,yn) € H", we have dyn(z,y) = dyn(A\x, \y),
for A # 0. For points £ and y in the half-sphere S"~! = {(xl, cey Tp) € HY ‘ Yoy x? = r2} of

radius 7, we can see that the distance between them, restricted to the sphere S?~1 is the distance
given by ([2.5)) between their projections onto the radius-1 sphere, that is,

dS;L—l ($,y) = dsll—l <r, r> . (26)
The central projection m: S7 C H" L — H™ given by (x1,...,%n, Tni1) = (ffjl, e 2;’1:;) is

an isometry between the unit half-sphere ST C H"! with the restriction of the ambient hyperbolic
metric, and the hyperbolic space H". It provides a hemisphere model in dimension n + 1 for the
n-dimensional hyperbolic space [43]. The geodesics in the hemisphere model are the inverse image
by f of the geodesics in H™, namely, semicircles orthogonal to the hyperplane x,,+1 = 0.

3 Discrete Distributions

In the following, we begin with examples of one-dimensional statistical manifolds (§ ,
and then consider high-dimensional manifolds (§ 3.7). The results are summarised in Table

3.1 Binomial

A binomial distribution |10} 12} 2] models the probability of having x successes in n independent
and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Bernoulli experiments with parameter . Its p.m.f. is given by
p(z) = (;L)Hm(l — 0)" 7, defined for z € {0,1,...,n}, and parametrised by 6 € |0, 1[. In this case,
0pl(0) = 5 — §=5, and the Fisher information is

X n-X\°
(9 16 ) ]

1-6>
E[X?] 2E[X? -2nE[X] n—2nE[X]+ E[X?]
e T eu-6 (1-6)7

T o1—0) (3.1)

g1(0) =E [ (90(0))°] =E

where we have used that E[X] = nf and E[X?] = nf — n#? + n?0%. The Fisher-Rao distance is then

[\ @

drr(01,62) =

=2vn ‘arcsin /01 — arcsin \/é‘ . (3.2)

10
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3.2 Poisson

A Poisson distribution [10, 12} 2] has p.m.f. p(x) = ’\zerA, defined for x € N, and parametrised

x:

by A € R%. In this case, we have 0\f(\) = { — 1, and the Fisher information is given by

G-

gin(A) =E [(OAK(A))Q] —F

1o 2
= 1EX?] - JEX] +1
1

where we have used that E[X] = A\ and E[X?] = A\(\A + 1). Thus the Fisher-Rao distance is

A2 1
drr (O, A :/ 2
FR(A1, A2) A

:2‘&—\/72‘. (3.4)

3.3 Geometric

A geometric distribution [2, 19] models the number of i.i.d. Bernoulli trials with parameter
needed to obtain one success. Its p.m.f. is p(x) = 0(1 —0)*~!, defined for x € N*, and parametrised
by 6 € ]0,1[. We have 9pl(0) = 4 — =, and the Fisher information is

g11(0) =E [(894(9))2} =k <; B )1(—_91>2

1 2-2E[X]  E[X?-2E[X]+1
et aa—e T oo
1

= Pa—a) (3.5)

where we have used that E[X] = 1 and E[X?] = 26;29. The Fisher-Rao distance is

drr(01,02) =

=2 ‘arctanh v/ 1—6; —arctanh /1 — 92’ . (3.6)

0o 1
/ 1
9, Ov1—120

3.4 Negative binomial

A negative binomial distribution |12, [19] models the excess of i.i.d. Bernoulli experiments with

parameter § needed until a number of r successes occur. It has p.m.f. p(z) = 1;(,?(7)) 0"(1 — 0)*,
defined for € N, and is parametrised by 6 € |0, 1[, for a fixed r, that can be extend to r € R*. We

12



have 9pl(0) = j — 125, and the Fisher information is

roo XN
0 1-—20

o 2E[X] | E[X?]
T2 01—-0)  (1-62)

g1(0) = E [ (950(0))°]| = E

—_

”
= ea—a) (37)
where we have used that E[X] = T(l(; % and E[X?] = %. The Fisher-Rao distance is
then
" VF [arctanh /T~ 6, Vit
dpr (61, 60,) = 40| =2 ‘ tanh /1 — 6; — arctanh 1—9‘. 3.8
rr(01,02) /91 PN T |arctan 1 — arctan 2 (3.8)

3.5 Categorical

A categorical distribution [10] 4], 12} 46 2] models a random variable taking values in the sample
space X = {1,2,...,n} with probabilities p1,...,p,, and has p.m.f. p(x) = Z?leill{i} (z). The

associated (n — 1)-dimensional statistical manifold

§= {p =2 i1 pilyy

pi €01l X pi =1

is in correspondence with the interior of the probability simplex An—1 =
{p = (p1,---,pPn) ‘ pi €10,1[, Dt pi= 1} through the bijection ¢: Ar-1 S, given by
(p1,---,Pn) = Doi—y Pily;y. Both these manifolds can be parametrised by the set

[1]

—{e=(¢',.. e er g0, il e <1}, (3.9

by taking p; = ¢!, for 1 <i<n—1,and p, = 1 — Z?;ll £t
To compute the Fisher matrix, it is useful to write p(z) = S/} g (z)+(1 Dy §) Liny (),
so that
Ly () — 1y (2)
Ykl (2)

with pr = pr(€) as above. The elements of the Fisher matrix are, for 1 <1i,j <n —1,

9iL(8)

9:5(6) = B [(0:6(9)) (9;¢(9))] = E [<ﬂm<X>—ﬂ{n}<X>><ﬂm<x>—n{n}<x>>]

(kak]l{k}(x))z
) [ ﬂ{i}(X)]l{j}(X)Q _ ﬂ{i}(X)ﬂ{n}(X)Q _ l{j}(X)]l{n}(X)2 (Jl{n}(X))2 2]
(X prlpn (X)) (X Pelgry (X)) (X Pelry (X)) (XCkprl(ry (X))
O;i 1
_ Y W
Di DPn
. 5@‘ 1

T ou + 1_ Zz;i fkv (3.10)

13



where we have used that E [W] — i

(Semly ()] P
To obtain the geodesics and the Fisher-Rao distance, it is convenient to consider the mapping

pi — 2,/p; that takes the simplex A"~! C R” (in correspondence with the statistical manifold) to
the positive part of the radius-two FEuclidean sphere, denoted S;;l C R™. In fact, this bijection is
an isometry |40} 46]:

Proposition 3.1. The diffeomorphism
fi SCP&X)— Sy CR” (3.11)

i=1

is an isometry between the statistical manifold S equipped with the Fisher metric g, and S;;rl with
the restriction of the ambient Euclidean metric.

Proof. We will show that gp(u,v) = (dfy(u),dfp(v)), for all p € S, u,v € T,S. Let ¢
denote the parametrisation of the statistical manifold S.  Consider the curve o«;(t) =
(& ... & +t,...,6" 1) € S and take p = (&, ..., £"1). We have that

ﬁi(t)::(foozi)(t):<2 €L 2VE .2 gnl,z\/lzzigkt).

Now, we can compute the differential applied to the tangent vector afgi (p):

,0,...,0,

0 d
Uy () = G| =007

V1= noi ek

<dfp (5;(@) ;dfp <aa€j(p))> = iff + 1212%&,

which is equal to g;;(£) = g, (%(P)a %(p)) in (3.10). Since {8%1(}0), ce %(p)} is a basis of
T,S, this is enough to show that f is indeed an isometry. O

Therefore,

Thus, the Fisher metric in S coincides with the Euclidean metric restricted to the positive part
of the sphere S;L’jrl, that is, the Fisher-Rao distance between distributions p = ¢(p1,...,pn—1) and
q = ¢(q1,---,qn—1) in S is equal to the length of geodesic joining f(p) and f(q) on the sphere,
which is great circle arc. This length is double the angle o between the vectors f(p) and f(q), i.e.,
20 = 2arccos <@, @> = 2arccos (31, \/Pii), With p, =1 — Slpiand ¢, =1 -3 g,
Therefore, the Fisher—-Rao distance between these two distributions is

drr(p, q) = 2arccos | Y \/pidi | - (3.12)

i=1

14



Note that the isometry f also allows extending the Fisher metric to the boundaries of the statistical

manifold S.

Remark 3.1. The reparametrisation to the sphere provides a nice geometrical interpretation for
the relation between the Fisher-Rao distance and the Hellinger distance [47, § 2.4| du(p,q) =
\/ Yo (\/]97 — \/(Z)Q While the Fisher-Rao distance between distributions p and ¢ is the length of
the radius-two circumference arc between f(p) and f(q), the Hellinger distance is half the Euclidean
distance between f(p) and f(q), i.e., 2du(p,q) = || f(p)— f(q)||2. In other words, double the Hellinger
distance is the arc-chord approximation for the Fisher—Rao distance.

3.6 Multinomial

Consider m i.i.d. experiments that follow a categorical distribution with n possible outcomes and
probabilities p1, ..., pn. A multinomial distribution [10},12] 2] gives the probability of getting z; times

K3

the i-th outcome, for 1 <i <n and Y1, z; = m. Its pm.f. is p(z) = p(x1,...,2,) = m! [[, 2

;!
and is defined on the sample space X = {.'): = (21,...,x,) € N? ‘ Yo = m} This distribution
is parametrised by the same ¢ = (¢1,...,£"7!) € Z as in the categorical distribution, cf. , with
pi=¢& for1<i<n-—1andp, =1- "€ In this case, we have df(£) = o — 2 and
0;0i4(§) = —%@j — ;‘;—3’:. Thus, the elements of the Fisher matrix are given by

X; X,
9i(§) = —E [0;0:()] = E | ~50i; + 2

(i)
2 Pn
0is 1

Y 3.13

where we have used that E[X;] = mp;. Note that this is the same metric as for the categorical
distribution (3.10)), up to the factor m. Therefore, the Fisher-Rao distance between two distributions

b= SO(Pla R 7pn71) and q= SD(QL .. '7qn71)a with Pn = 1- Z?;llpl and qn = 1- Z;L;ll qi is
n
den(p, ) = 2/ arceos | 3 v | (3.14)
=1

3.7 Negative multinomial

A negative multinomial distribution [12| 19, 48] generalises the negative binomial distribution.
Consider a sequence of i.i.d. categorical experiments with n possible outcomes. A negative multi-
nomial distribution models the number of times x1,...,x,_1 that the first n — 1 outcomes occur
before the n-th outcome occurs x,, times. It is characterised by the p.m.f. p(z) = p(x1,...,2p—1) =

(i =) Hn—l p,'zi

P a T(z) =1 2T and defined for £ = (21,...,7,_1) € N*~L. It has the same parametrisation

as the categorical distribution, cf. (3.9)), with p; = ¢, for 1 <i <n—1and p, = 1 — Z;:ll £,

15



for a fixed @, that can be extended to z, € RY}. In this case, we have 9;((§) = 7t — 2* and
0;0;4(§) = 72%51-]- — %‘ The elements of the Fisher matrix are then

X; "

[ n
_%n (5; N 1)
Pn \ Pi DPn

Tn 0ij 1
— AT 3.15
1= Ypi ek (fl 137000 s'f) (315)

where we used that E[X;] = z,p;i/pn.

To find the Fisher—-Rao distance, we relate the geometry of this manifold to the radius-two
hemisphere model with hyperbolic metric (cf. Section [2)) using a similar diffeomorphism as (3.11)).

Consider
fi SCPW@) - S3 .t CH” (3.16)
n
i=1
Denote ¢ the parametrisation of the statistical manifold, and consider the point p = (&1, ..., &"71).

Taking the curves a;(t) = @(€1,..., & +t,...,€" 1) in S their images in Sg;l are

/Bi(t)::(foai)(t):<2 2/t 2 gn—1,2\/1—z’,§}§k—t).

We have
0 d 1 -1
df ( ’L( )>:/81(t) = 07"'707 .505"'7—
P T Ve -yt
therefore
0 0 0;
ih (@) s <.<p>)> <J+ )
< P\ o¢ P\ ¢ o) (1_2 ‘Sk & 1_2
and we conclude that g;;(£) = g¢ (8(22 (p), %(p)) =4z, <dfp (%(p)) ,dfp (%(p))> ( ). This
Gan V4

means that, up to the factor 4z,, f in (3.16) is an isometry. Then, using (2.6]), we find that the
Fisher-Rao distance between two distributions p = ¢(p1,...,pn—1) and ¢ = ©(q1,-..,qn—-1), With
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Figure 2: Geodesics joining points p = (0.7,0.2,0.1) and ¢ = (0.1,0.3,0.6) according to categorical (solid)
and negative multinomial (dashed) metrics, seen in the parameter space, on the simplex, and on the sphere.
The distance between the categorical distributions is dcat(p, ¢) ~ 1.432, and between the negative multinomial
distributions is dneg-mult (P, ¢) ~ 2.637/Z,.

po=1-37"piand g, =1 -3 71" g is
drr(p, ) = 2VTn dgp ((2v/P1s-- - 2/Pn), (V@0 - -, 2V/dn))

1- S0 i
= 2./7,, arccosh i=1 .
" ( v/ Pnldn

(3.17)

In the above equality, we used the fact that the hyperbolic distance in S’;’jrl C H™ is invariant
to dilation and contraction, as remarked in Section [2] We also conclude that the geodesics in the
statistical manifold S are associated to orthogonal semicircles in Sg;rl.

It is interesting to note that the similar maps and , respectively, for categorical and
negative multinomial distributions are used to embed the statistical manifold (in correspondence
with the simplex) in the radius-two sphere, but with different metrics. Figure [2| illustrates the
geodesics according to these two metrics.

4 Continuous Distributions

In the following, we start presenting one-dimensional examples (§ , then we consider
two-dimensional statistical manifolds (§ 4.9), and multivariate models (§[4.10H4.11)). The results
are summarised in Tables 2] and [3
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4.1 Exponential

An exponential distribution [10] has p.d.f. p(x) = Ae™*?, defined for x € R, , and parametrised

by A € R% . In this case, we have 9 (()\) = % — x, and the Fisher information is

G-

gii(A) =E [(8%()\))2] -

= % — %E[X] + E[X?]
:%, (4.1)
where we have used that E[X] = } and E[X?] = % The Fisher—Rao distance is given by
A2 1
drr(A1, A2) = /)\1 X dA| = |log A1 — log Ao . (4.2)

4.2 Rayleigh

A Rayleigh distribution has p.d.f. p(z) = 25 exp (—%), defined for x € R,, and parametrised

by o € R%. We have 0,((0) = %2, — 2 and the Fisher information is

2
gu(0) = E [(05t(0))"] = (XQ _2 )

o3 o

E[X4 2E[X?] 4
T 6 T A + )
4

=5 (4.3)

where we have used that E[X?] = 402 and E[X*] = 8¢*. Thus, the Fisher-Rao distance is given by

o2 2
dFR(O'l,O'Q) = / — do :2]10g01—log02]. (4.4)
o O
4.3 Erlang
An Erlang distribution has p.d.f. p(z) = %, defined for x € R, and parametrised by

A€ R%, for a fixed k € N*. We have 0 ((\) = § — x, so that the Fisher information is

(-]

_ 2kE[X] K

A +>\2

gu(A) =E [((%\5()\))2] =E

= E[X?]
k
=1 (4.5)
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where we have used that E[X] = ¥ and E[X?] = Kk The Fisher-Rao distance is then

>\2
)\2\/%
— dA
LS

1

drr(A1, A2) = = VEk |log \; — log Ao . (4.6)

4.4 Univariate elliptical distributions

Elliptical distributions are a class of distributions that generalise Gaussian distributions [51].
Here we focus on univariate elliptical distributions, which are defined for z € R, parametrised by
(u,0) € R x R*, and have p.d.f. of the form

p() = L <W> , @)

o2

for a fixed measurable function hA: Ry — R, that satisfies ffooo h(z?) dz = 1 and lim,_, ;o 2h(2?) =
0. For a random variable X distributed according to , provided its mean and variance exist,
they are given by E[X] = p and Var(X) = o2 [*_22h(z%) dz. For each function h, the set of
distributions of the form forms a statistical manifold parametrised by (u, o). Some examples
of these manifolds have been studied in [I7], and we write some other examples in the same standard
form.

tributi — _ _2a=p M(e2@-p?) . _
For these distributions, we have 0,0 == 0,4(p,0) = 7 h{o 2 a?) and 0,0 = 0,l(1,0) =

Thus, the elements of the Fisher matrix are

1 20@—w? W (0P (@-p)?)
o o> h(o2(z—p)?)
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gi2=gn =E {(%5) (806)]

::/W<_ﬂx—Mh%f%xm%)(_l_zu—uvwﬁr%xm%)

7 h(o 2@ - p)?)

—0o0

1
o (1 4 (weE\D 4 w2
N

o2 o2 ) h(22) 2/
4 =, [WE)? 1

= / z47[ (2 >] dz — —.
0? J_ h(z?) o?

The Fisher matrix for elliptical distributions has the form

G(p,0) = (% %) : (4.8)

where

o0 h 2:2
ap = 4/_oo z27[ h((z2>)] dz,

00 h/ 22 2
by, = 4/_00 247[ h<(z2))] dz — 1.

Applying Lemma to a statistical manifold formed by univariate elliptical distributions (i.e.,

and
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for a fixed h) equipped with the metric (4.8)), we get an expression for the Fisher-Rao distance in
this manifold given by

drr (11, 01), (112, 02)) = V/brdage ((\/@Mh Vro), (Vanpz, @@))

— )2 b o)
— 9./by arctanh an(p M2)2 + bp(o1 0’2)2 (4.9)
an(p1 — p2)? + bp(o1 + o2)
Note that, if u3 = po = u, the expression simplifies to
dFR((/L,O'l), (,LL,O'Q)) =/ bh ]log g1 — 10g02] . (4.10)

4.4.1 Gaussian

A Gaussian distribution [10, B4, 12, 2| 45, [I7] is characterised by the p.d.f. p(z) =

2
= l% exp (—(x;;;) ), defined for x € R, and parametrised by the pair (u,0) € R x R%. Note
that Gaussian distributions are elliptical distribution with h(u) = \/%exp(—u/ 2), ap, = 1, and

bp, = 2. Thus, by (4.8), the corresponding Fisher matrix is

1
Gy, o) = (00 2) . (4.11)

And, by (4.9), the Fisher-Rao distance is obtained as

(k1 — p2)* +2(01 — 02)?
(k1 — p2)* +2(01 + 02)?

dFR((Ml; 0'1), (,U,Q, 0'2)) = 2\/§arctanh \/ (4.12)

4.4.2 Laplace

A Laplace distribution has p.d.f. p(z) = % exp (—@), defined for x € R, and parametrised
by (u,0) € R x R%. Laplace distributions are elliptical distribution with h(u) = %exp (—\/ﬁ),
ap =1, and by, = 1. Using (4.8)), we get the Fisher matrix as

1
G, o) = (% ?) , (4.13)

showing that this metric coincides with the hyperbolic metric (2.1) of the Poincaré half-plane.
Using (4.9), we get that the Fisher-Rao distance in this manifold is

(11— p2)? + (01 — 02)?

(/~L1 — M2)2 4 (0-1 + 0.2)2 (4.14)

dFR((vaUI), (MQ,UQ)) = 2arctanh \/

The particular case of zero-mean Laplace distributions is included in [22].
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4.4.3 Generalised Gaussian

A generalised Gaussian distributiorﬂ [53, 51l 22], also known as exponential power distribution,
_lz=p)?

is characterised by the p.d.f. p(z) = % exp (
by (u,0) € R x R%, for a fixed f > 0. These can be seen as elliptical distributions with h(u) =
% exp(—uf/?), aj, = BFE?:%%, and b, = 3. Using (4.8), we get the Fisher matrix as

), defined for x € R, and parametrised

L3 o
Glpo) = | 7T (4.15)
and, using , we get the Fisher-Rao distance as
drr ((p1,01), (p2,02))
- Bl — p12)’T(2 = 1/8) + (B+ 1)(o1 — 02)°T(1 + 1/8)
TV et \/Bml =P 1/B) + (3 + Dior + 02)2T(1 + 1/5) (4.16)

Note that choosing 3 = 2 yields a Gaussian distribution with mean p and variance 02 /2, while
letting B = 1 corresponds to a Laplace distribution with mean p and variance 8. Multivariate,
zero-mean generalised Gaussian distributions have been studied in [22].

4.4.4 Logistic

exp(—(z—p)/0)
cr(exp(f(xf,u)/o)Jrl)
parametrised by (u,0) € R x R%. A logistic distribution is an elliptical distribution with

h(u) = L\ﬁ)g, ap = 1, and by, = TF2. From (L8), we have that the Fisher matrix
(1+eXp(—ﬂ)>

A logistic distribution [I8] has p.d.f. p(z) = 3, defined for x € R and

37 9
is
L0
G(p,0) = (38 W2+3> , (4.17)
902

and, from (4.9), the Fisher-Rao distance is

22 +3 3(p2 — m1)* + (72 + 3) (02 — 01)?
d o), (2, 02)) = YT arctanh 418
e (1, 00), (2, 02) g oean \/3(/;2 —p1)? + (72 + 3) (02 4 01)? (4.18)
4.4.5 Cauchy
A Cauchy distribution [17,[49] has p.d.f. p(z) = m, defined for € R, and parametrised
by (1,0) € R x R%. Cauchy distributions are elliptical distributions by choosing h(u) = ﬁ,

ap = 1/2, by, = 1/2. Recall that the mean and variance are not defined in this case. From (4.8)), we

3These generalised Gaussian distributions are in a different sense that those considered in [52].

24



0.8 0.8

1.5 0.6 0.6
L0 0.4 0.4
0.5 0.2 0.2
i ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
1 2 3 4 5 0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
(a) Geodesics in the parameter space (u, o). (b) Gaussian densities. (¢) Cauchy densities.

Figure 3: Geodesics joining points (u1,01) = (2,0.5) and (pe,02) = (5,1) according to Gaussian metric
(solid) and Cauchy metric (dashed), seen in the parameter space (i, o), and the corresponding densities.
The distance between the two Gaussian distributions is dgaussian (141, 01), (112, 02)) & 3.443, and between the
Cauchy distributions is dcauchy ((1t1,01), (12, 02)) = 1.721.

get its the Fisher matrix
1
5= 0
Gl,0) = (0 : ) , (4.19)

and (4.9) gives the Fisher-Rao distance as

2

dFR((Ml, o1), (N2,G2)) = V2 arctanh \/('ul —H2)’ £ (01 =) (4.20)

(k1 — p2)® + (01 4 02)?
Figure [3] illustrates geodesics between Gaussian and Cauchy distributions.

4.4.6 Student’s ¢

A location-scale Student’s ¢ distribution [17] with v € N* degrees of freedom generalises

4 r(w+1)/2
the Cauchy distribution. It has p.d.f. p(z) = (1+%(%)2> ’ %, defined for

x € R, and parametrised by (u,0) € R x R%. This is an elliptical distribution, with h(u) =
L(v1/2) (1 + %)7('%1)/2 ap = Y and b, = 2%, Then, by (4.8) we obtain the Fisher matrix

Vrvl(v/2) ) v+3’ v+3°
v+1 . 0
Gp,o) = [ ¥ o | (4.21)
0 (v+3)02
and by (4.9), the Fisher-Rao distance
2u (v+ 1) (o — p1)? + 2v(og — 01)?

d =2 tanh . 4.22
er((n, 00), (12, 2)) R \/(V+1)(M2 — p1)? +2v(o2 + 01)? (422)

Remark 4.1. We close this subsection with a remark on the general case of multivariate elliptical
distributions. These are distributions of the form p(zx) = (det X)~/2h ((:1; — )T — ,u)), for
some function h: Ry — R, defined for £ € R, and characterised by a vector gu € R™ and an n x n

positive-definite symmetric matrix ¥ € P,,(R). Analogously to the univariate case, the set of elliptical

n(n+1)
2

case, however, no general closed-form expression for the Fisher-Rao distance is known; instead,

distributions for a fixed h forms an (n + )—dimensional statistical manifold. In the general

25



only expressions for particular cases and bounds for this distance are available [54] [55] 56| [17, 57].
Multivariate Gaussian distributions p(z) = ((27)" det E)_l/Q exp (f%(m — )T — u)) have
been particularly studied [10], 12 58, 13, 59, 20 [60]. Special cases for which the Fisher-Rao distance
can be written include: fixed mean, fixed covariance, diagonal covariance matrix, and mirrored
distributions. The case of diagonal covariance matrix is equivalent to independent components and
will be treated in Section[5] Special cases for the multivariate generalised Gaussian distributions have
been studied in [22]. The Fisher-Rao distance between zero-mean complex elliptically symmetric

distributions has been computed in [33] 61].

4.5 Log-Gaussian

A log-Gaussian distribution [34, 2] is the distribution of a random variable whose logarithm
2
exp (—w>, defined for z € R,

202

. . . . . 1
follows a Gaussian distribution. It has p.d.f. p(z) = ey
and parametrised by (4,0) € R x R%. In this case, we have 0,0 = 0,l(p,0) = 7l°gf{“ and

Opl = 0sl(p,0) = —% + (log(fig_”)z, so that the elements of the Fisher matrix are

(1)

_E[logX —p)?] 1

gn =E[(0,0)°] =E

o4 o2’
_ _ B log X — 1 (logX — p)?
gr2=gn=E {((9“6) (806)] =E <02> <_a + e
_Ellog X — ] | E[(log X — p1)°]
— - -
=0,
1 (ogX — )2\’
= 2| = -y Ve T P
922—E[(8U€) ] —F ( A )

1 2B[(log X — ] | Elllog X — ') _ 2

o2 ot o6 o2

Y

having used that Efllog X] = p, Ellog X — u] = E[(log X — u)?] = 0, E[(log X — p)?] = 02, and
E[(log X — )4 = 30*. Thus, the Fisher matrix is given by

5 0
G(p,0) = (‘70 22> . (4.23)

This is the same as for the Gaussian manifold (4.11]), therefore the Fisher-Rao distance the same,

namely,

— 12)2 + 2(01 — 09)?
dpR((M1, o1), (12, 02)) = 2v/2 arctanh \/E/'L:i — 232 1 2501 n 032 . (4.24)
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4.6 Inverse Gaussian

An inverse Gaussian distribution [48, 23] has p.d.f. p(z) = 4/ 27:‘13 exp (—)‘(xfu )2>, defined for

2uz
1 (z—p)?

r € R%, and parametrised by (A, #) € R% xR In this case, we have O\l = O\l(\, i1) = 55 — Sin

and 0,0 = 0 l(\, ) = % The elements of the Fisher matrix are then

2
_ 2] _ i (Uf—N)Q
1 1 3 1 1
= S+—+:5— =5+ EX
o2 oo <2Au2+_u3> X1

11 1 1 11
—(=+-)E|=|+—E|X% +-E|—
(on ) ) ]+ 2 [

gi2=9ga1 =E [(@\5) (OME)} - F (21/\ (- M)2> <>\($ ; M))

22z

1 3 1 3 A 1 A
2 (PR + AR~ - 2B [x?
222 2u3 * <2)\,u3 2,u4> [X]+ 22 [X] 245 [ }

= 07
Mz —p)\?
3
A2 22 A2

:E_FMM+7MW]
A\

g22 =E [ (0,0)°] = E

3’
where we have used that E[X] = p, E [XQ] = “73 +u? E [%} = % + i and E [%} = /\3—2 + )\i + 4.
Thus, the Fisher matrix is given by
1

CKA,M)::<%f Ei). (4.25)

w

To find the Fisher-Rao distance, we consider the change of coordinates u = 1/vV/\, v = /2 /1.
Applying Proposition [I.2] we find that the Fisher matrix in the new coordinates

~ 2 90 L 0
G = =2 :
(u,v) (O 5 -
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Applying Lemma, yields
drr (A1, 1), (A2, p2)) = V2dyy2 <<1/\/E7 \/2/M1> : (1/\/@, V 2/#2))

o3 arctanh | [ FH20VAL = VA2)2 + 20 Aa(VaL — Vim2)?
= 2v/2arctanh \/M1M2(\/x_\/r2)2+2>\1)\2(\/171+\//72)2 . (4.26)

4.7 Extreme-value distributions

Extreme-value distributions [62] are limit distribution for the maxima (or minima) of a sequence
of i.i.d. random variables. They are usually considered to be of one of three families, all of which

can be described in the form of the generalised extreme-value distributions:
1
plx) = =[t(x, &) e 0, (4.27)
o

where o > 0, £ € R, and

=

g (175()) 620
eXp(—%» §=0,

for p € R. Note that ¢(z,§) is continuous on £ = 0, for every x € R. When £ = 0, the support
of (4.27) is z € R, and it is called type I or Gumbel-type distribution; when £ > 0, the support is
T E |p— %, 400 [, and it is called type II or Fréchet-type distribution; when & < 0, the support is

T € }—oo, w— %}, and it is called type III or Weibull-type distribution. Therefore, in general, these
distributions are parametrised by the triple (1,0,£) € R x R% x R. Instead of treating the three-
dimensional manifold of generalised extreme-value distributions in full generality [63] 25|, for which
no closed-form expression for the Fisher-Rao is available, we consider the usual two-dimensional

versions of them, following [18].

4.7.1 Gumbel

o
x € R, and parametrised by (u, o) € R x R% . This corresponds to (4.27) taking £ = 0. In this case,

we have 0,0 == 9,l(p,0) = L —Lexp (—%) and Ol i= 0, l(p, 0) = — = exp <_f”%'“> el T

A Gumbel distribution [I8] has p.d.f. p(x) = %exp <7$_“) exp < exp <$;“>>, defined for

o2 o
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Denoting Z := M, the elements of the Fisher matrix can be written as

(o2
1 1 2
el
g g
1 2 -z 1 —2Z
- - Ze[ ] el
1

o2’

g12=gn =E [(%5) (805)}

g =E[(0,0)°] =E

—-GE [z + Rl - 5+ B [z + e[
_ 70—2 L
g22 =E [(aaeﬂ ~E (ZZ_Z n g n 012>
- e[z - Je e Bl e ] - B

E [Ze—Z} —v—1,E [Ze—QZ} —2y-3,E [226—22} =2 —6y+2+ % F [Z%—Z] — 22yt
and E [ZQ] =724 %2. Thus, the Fisher matrix is

where v is the Euler constant and we have used that E[Z] = v, E [e‘Z] =1, E [e_QZ} =2

1 =1
g2 o2
=17 7 . 4.2
G(:U’v U) ’YU—Ql 012 ((’7 _ 1)2 + 7r62> ( 8)

To find the Fisher-Rao distance, we consider the change of coordinates u = u — (1 — 7)o,
v = 7o /v/6. Applying Proposition we find that the Fisher matrix in the new coordinates is

2
~ 0 2 /1
G(”?”) = (682 7r2> = 7; (162 1 )
6v? v2°
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Then, applying Lemma the Fisher-Rao distance is given by

dpr ((111,01), (12, 02))
= %d}p ((/,Ll — (1 — ’7)0‘1, %01) N (,UQ — (1 — ’7)0’2, %02))

2
_ arctanh

V6 [(11 — p2) — (1 = ~)(01 — 02)]

(4.29)

4.7.2 Fréchet

B B
and parametrised by (3, \) € R% x R% . Note that this corresponds to taking p = 8, o0 = /A
and & = 1/A. This distribution can be related to the Gumbel distribution by considering the
reparametrisation of the sample space Y := log X, which preserves the Fisher metric (Proposi-
tion . The p.d.f. of the new random variable is then

o Gh(E) " m(6)) ) = ()

dz

a1 Y
A Fréchet distribution [I8] has p.d.f. p(z) = % (£> exp ( (E) >, defined for z € R%,

Now, considering the change of coordinates o = log 3, # = 1/, we find

p(y) = éeXp (—y;a) exp (— <—y 2 a>> :

which coincides with that of a Gumbel distribution with parameters («,0) € R x R%. Comparing
with the Fisher matrix (4.28)) and applying Proposition we find that the Fisher matrix in the
(8, ) coordinates is

Az 1—
aBN =7~ A NE 4.30
(B, ) = %((7—1)2#%) (4.30)

Note that, by considering the change of coordinates u = log 8 — (1 — v)/A, v = 7/(A\/6) and
applying again Proposition the Fisher matrix is found to be

2
_ s 0 2 (1 0
G(u,v) = (682 7r2> = ‘7; (162 1 ) )
6v2 v2"

Therefore, by Lemma [2.1] the Fisher—Rao distance for Fréchet distributions is
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drr (81, M), (B2, Aa))

T (1—v) 1=y 7
= %d?-ﬂ ((10g51 - )\17 ’)\1\/6> ’ <10gﬁ2 B )\27 7)\2\/6>)
1og,3—;—(1f’7) <>\11)\12>]2+7T62<>\11>‘12>2

log 5 — (1-7) (

2
= “T arctanh (4.31)

V6

g
|
&=
~—
| S
o
+
mﬁo
—
e
+
.
~—
N

4.7.3 Weibull

A—1 A
A Weibull distribution [12, I8, (0] has p.df. p(z) = 2 (g) exp <— (%) >, defined for

x € R, and parametrised by (3,\) € R% x R%. Note that this corresponds to the distribution of
—X in taking u = —f, 0 = 8/X and £ = —1/\. It is possible to relate a Weibull distribution
to Gumbel by considering the reparametrisation of the sample space Y := —log X, which preserves
the Fisher metric, (Proposition . The p.d.f. of the new random variable is

A—-1 A A A
=AY o (Y ) oA () e (2
P a8\ B LB 5 ) P\ \B

Moreover, with the change of coordinates A\ = 1/6, a = —log 3, we have

p(y) = %exp (—y;a) exp (—exp (—y;a>> :

which coincides with a a Gumbel distribution with parameters (o,6) € R x R* . Again, comparing
with the Fisher matrix (4.28) and applying Proposition we find that the Fisher matrix in the
(8, ) coordinates is

A2 -1
apN =7 p ) 4.32
(B,\) ’yTgl %((7_1)2_'_%) ( )

The change of coordinates u = —log 8 — (1 — )/, v = 7/(A/6) with Proposition yields the
following form for the Fisher matrix:

2
~ ™ 0 2 /(1
G(u,v) = <662 ﬂ2> - % (02 1).
6v2 v2
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In addition, by Lemma the Fisher-Rao distance for Weibull distributions is

drr ((B1, M), (B2, A2))
_ RV S € ke ) TP € k) R

Wéd"f”(( S R G L ’Wé))
{loggf(lv)

(
[mggj—(l—v) (i—i)}2+f(i+$)2

2
= “T arctanh (4.33)

V6

The special case of fixed A has been addressed in [12].

Remark 4.2. If X is a random variable following a Weibull distribution, then —X follows a reversed
Weibull distribution, which corresponds to the Weibull-type distribution from (4.27)), and has the
same geometry, and same Fisher-Rao distance as the Weibull distribution [I§].

4.8 Pareto

A Pareto distribution [I2, 14] has p.d.f. p(z) = 0a%2=0FD  defined for z € [a,o0[ and
parametrised by (f,a) € R} x R%. In this case, the support depends on the parametrisation,
thus violating one of the assumptions made in the definition of a statistical manifold . Never-
theless, it is still possibleﬁ to compute a Riemannian metric from the Fisher information matrix, as

in (T.2). We thus have g0 := 0p{(0, ) = % + loga — log z and Oaf == 0,{(6, ) = g. The elements

of the Fisher matrix are
1 2
<9 +loga — IogX) ]

= 6712 + (loga)* + E [(logX)Q} + % (log o — E[log X]) — 2log aE[log X]

R (es[0)

6 9
=—+ —loga— —Ellog X] =0,
a o« a

()]

g1 =E [(806)2} =E

62’

g12 = g21 = E [(90) (0u)] =E

g2 =E [(aaz)ﬂ ~E

02

T

where we have used that Eflog X] = 1 + loga and E[(log X)?] = 9% + 21(’% + (log @)?. Thus, the

4As noted in [I4], what is not possible is to use the alternative expression (1.3)), which would result in a ‘fake
metric’.
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Fisher matrix is

G0, a) = (9; f) . (4.34)

ao?
To find the Fisher-Rao distance, we consider the change of coordinates u = loga, v = 1/6.
Applying Proposition we find that the Fisher matrix in the new coordinates

~ L0
_ | v?
G(U,U)— (0 1}12> )

which coincides with the hyperbolic metric (2.1]) restricted to the positive quadrant. Therefore the
Fisher—-Rao distance is given by

(01 — 62)?
(01 + 62)?

dFR((Ql,Oq), (92,0[2)) = dH2 ((logal, 1/91) y (logag, 1/92))
+
+

2
= 2arctanh \/(9102 log(al/az))2

(0162 10g(a1/a2)) (4.35)

The special case of fixed o has been addressed in [12].

4.9 Power function

A power function distribution [I2] has p.d.f. p(z) = 057291, defined for 2 € ]0,4], and
parametrised by (6,5) € R% x R%. As in the previous example, the support depends on the
parametrisation, but it is still possible to consider the Fisher metric as in . This distribution
can be related to the Pareto distribution (§ as follows. Consider the reparametrisation of the
sample space given by Y :=1/X (cf. Proposition, and the change of coordinates o = 1/3. Note
that, since z € ]0, (], we have y € [o,00[. The p.d.f. of the new random variable, with the new

coordinates, is

1 —0 —(6— _6 — _
p(y) — Tyeﬁ Gy (6-1) :95 y (6+1) :gaﬂy (9+1)'

xT

Q.

which coincides with a Pareto distribution with parameters (6, «). Therefore, applying Proposi-
tion [1.2] we find

G0, 5) = (90 f) 7 (436)

and therefore

(01 — 62)*
(01 + 62)?

drr ((61, 51), (02, B2)) = dyp2 ((bgﬁh 1/61) , (log 2, 1/92)>
_|_
- (4.37)

= 2arctan (0102 1og(B1/52))*
=2 tanh \/(0162 10g(51/52))2

The special case of fixed « has been addressed in [12].

Remark 4.3. All the examples of two-dimensional statistical manifolds of continuous distributions
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presented so far in this section are related to the hyperbolic Poincaré half-plane, and have constant
negative curvature. However, there are examples of two-dimensional statistical manifolds which are
not of constant negative curvature, even if we do not have an explicit expression for the Fisher-Rao

distances. We present some examples in the following.
e The statistical manifold of Gamma distributions p(z) = %xa_le_ﬁx, defined for xz € R
and parametrised by (a, 5) € R% x R%. The curvature of this manifold is [64} [39, 38]

0 (@) + (@) _
4 (apM () — 1)2
which is negative, but not constant, and where ("™ (z) = %logf(aj) denotes the
polygamma function of order m. Bounds for the Fisher—-Rao distance in this manifold have
been studied in [64].

e The statistical manifold of Beta distributions p(z) = Fi&O;F(BB)) 211 — 2)#~1, defined for

x € [0,1] and parametrised by (a, 3) € R% x R’. The curvature of this manifold is [26]
P2 () (B)y(a + B)
4 (M ()M (B) — O (a+ B[PV (a) + v (B)])*

) vWD(a+p)
) V@ (a+p)

R =

which is negative, but not constant too. In fact, more generally, the sectional curvature of
the statistical manifold of Dirichlet distributions (which are the multivariate generalisation of
Beta distributions) is negative [65, Thm. 6].

e Finally, a construction of n-dimensional statistical manifolds, based on a Hilbert space rep-
resentation of probability measures, was given in [16]. The geometry of these manifolds is

spherical, that is, they have constant positive curvature.

4.10 Wishart

A Wishart distribution [I1, [66] in dimension m, with n > m degrees of freedom, n € N, has
p.d.f.
(det X))~ D/2 oxp (—% tr(Z’lX)>

p(X) = 2nm/2(det 33)/2 T, (n/2) ’

m(m—1)

defined for X € P, (R), and characterised by ¥ € P (R), where 'y, (2) =7+ [[/L; T (z + 1%])

denotes the multivariate Gamma function. Note that, for fixed m,n, the associated (M)—

dimensional statistical manifold § is in correspondence with the cone P,,(R) of symmetric positive-

(det X)<"7m71)/2 exp(—% tr(EilX))
2nm/2(det £)/2 Ty (n/2) ’

definite matrices via the bijection ¢: P, (R) — S, given by ¥ +—
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Denoting o;; the (i,7)-th entry of the matrix X, we can write the parameter vector as
£ = (51,...,§m(m+1)/2> = (011y---01m,022,---,02m,--,0mm). We then have 9;f =
(%) = tr (T1XT(E,E)) — Ztr (T7H(H,X)) and ;0,4 = —tr (719, 2)27H9; )71 X) +
Zr (S71(9;2)271(9;%)), where the derivative in 9;% is taken entry-wise. The elements of the
Fisher metric are then

9i5(€) = —E [0;0:(]

- _E [—tr (2—1(62-2)2—1(63-2)2—1)() + %tr (2—1(@-2)2—1(@-2))]

—tr (2—1(@-2)2—1(ajZ)z—lE[X]) - gtr (z—l(aiz)z—l(ajz))

= gtr (E—l(aiz)z—l(ajz)) , (4.38)

where we have used that E[X] = nX.

In view of the bijection ¢, the tangent space 7).S can be identified with H,,, the set of
m X m symmetric matrices [67, Chapter 6]. Given two matrices U, U € H,,, parametrized as
0 = (017...,97”(7”*'1)/2) = (U1,1, - Wim, W22, - -+, U2 ms -+« s Upnym) AN 0 = (51,...,§m(m+1)/2) =
(Wi,1, . Ui, U2,2, - -« U2im, - - -, Um,m), We shall compute the inner product defined by the Fisher
metric, cf. . In the following, ® denotes the Kronecker product, and, for an m X m ma-

T
trix A, whose columns are Aj, As, ..., A, we denote vec(A) = (AI AT oo AT} the m-
dimensional vector formed by the concatenation of its columns. Moreover, if A is symmetric, denote

2 (m+1)
2

V(A) = (a11,---A1my 22, -+, 02m, -+, Gm.m). We denote Dy, the unique m? x ™2~ matrix that

verifies D, v(A) = vec(A), for any symmetric A [68] § 7]. We thus have

(U, U)ee) = 07G(€)0

m(m+1) m(m+1)
2 2

=1 7=1
m(m+1) m(m+1)
2 > g .
> S (z—l(aiz)z—l(ajm) 0ig0
=1 7=1

- geTD,,Tn(z—l ®>1)D,.0,

where we have used that tr(ABCD) = vec(D)T(A® CT)vec(BT), for A, B, C and D matrices such
that the product ABCD is defined and square [68, Lemma 3|. We can thus conclude that the Fisher

matrix is

G(¢) = gD; (2—1 ® 2—1) Din. (4.39)

This metric turns out to coincide with the Fisher metric of the statistical manifold formed by
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multivariate Gaussian distributions with fixed mean [12, [37, 20l 60], up to the factor n. Therefore,

the Fisher-Rao distance is proportional to the one of that manifold, that is,

drr (21, 52) = \/>

where \j are the eigenvalues of 21_1/22221_1/2

n m
=\ 5 2 (logAw)%, (4.40)
F k=1

log< -2y, 2‘1/2)

, log denotes the matrix logarithm, and ||A||F =
tr (AAT) is the Frobenius norm. This metric also coincides with the standard metric of P, (R),
when endowed with the matrix inner product (A4, B) = tr(ATB) [67, Chapter 6], up to the factor %,
and is in fact related to the metric of the Siegel upper space [69)] (see also [37, Appendix D]). Note
that when ¥ is restricted to be diagonal this distance is, up to a factor \/n, the product distance
between univariate Gaussian distributions with fixed mean—see Example [5.2]in Section [3]

4.11 Inverse Wishart

An inverse Wishart distribution [70] in dimension m, with n > m degrees of freedom, n € N, has

p.d.f.
(det £)™/2(det X))~ T2 o (—% tr(EX’l))
X)= ,
P(X) 9nm/2T, (1/2)

defined for X € P,,(R), and characterised by ¥ € P,,(R). We can relate an inverse Wishart
distribution to a Wishart distribution by considering the reparametrisation of the sample space
given by Y := X1 (cf. Proposition , and the change of coordinates ® := ¥ ~!. The p.d.f. of the
new random variable, in the new coordinates, is

L (des(@ )2 (desy 1) T o (-3 tr(@1y))
S S |
) (det(Y 1))~ FmEI2 o (—5 tr((b_lY))
- (det<y—1))*<m+l> (det @)7/227/2 T, (n2)

(det V)12 oxp (—ltr(CIle))
(det ®)n/22nm/2T, (n/2) ’

where we have used that ‘dy‘ = det(X)~(*+D [68, § 12|, which coincides with the p.d.f. of a
Wishart distribution with parameter ®. Write o; ; and ¢; ; the (i, j)-th entries of matrices ¥ and

®, respectively. Write & = (fl, . ,fm(m+1)/2) = (011, O1my 022, -, 02y -+ s Omym), and 6 =
(01, ...,0mm+D/2) = (¢1 1y .¢1,m,¢2,2, ey ®2my s Gmm)- Denote Gy (0) the Fisher matrix of
a Wishart distribution in coordinates . In the following, D,, is the matrix defined in the
previous section, and A+ denotes the Moore-Penrose inverse of a matrix A. Applying Proposition
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= 17T DN
6 = |5@] owo |G
-T 1
_ ot (a1 -1 T (4-1 -1 o+ (F-1 1
=2 ( Dm(@ ® P )Dm> Dm<<I> ® P )Dm< Dm<<1> ® P )Dm>
- g <D;; (E®X) Dm)iT DI (£®%) Dy, (D;g (E® ) Dn@f1
T
- g (D;g (2*1 ® 2*1) Dn| DI (S®%)D,D;, (2*1 ® 2*1> Dy,
- gD; (z*l ® 2*1) (D;g)T DI (2 ®%) DD, (2*1 ® 271) D,
_ N7 (v —1
=207, (2 ®% )Dm,
where we have used that 92(®) = —Df (2'® @)D, [68 § 12], (DE(E@Z)Dm)fl =

D, (29X Y Dy, and DD, (X7 '@ X)) Dy = (8@ XY Dy, [68, Lemma 11]. There-
fore, the Fisher matrix is the same as for Wishart distributions in § (4.39), and the Fisher-Rao

distance is
n
drr (21, 352) = \/g

where Ay are the eigenvalues of Z;lﬂEsz

log (27 /25,3 ?)

n m
=\l3 > (log M), (4.41)
E k=1

1/2

Remark 4.4. Other matrix distributions have been recently studied in the literature. In [I], general
Wishart elliptical distributions have been addressed, which also include t-Wishart and Kotz-Wishart,
by noting that their metric coincides with that of zero-mean multivariate elliptical distributions [54].

5 Product Distributions

In this short section, we address the Fisher—-Rao distance for multivariate product distributions,
i.e., distributions of random vectors whose components are independent. In this case, the distribution
of the random vector is the product of the distributions of each component, and the associated
statistical manifold is the product of the statistical manifold associated to each component.

Consider m Riemannian manifolds {(M;,g;) : 1 < i < m}, and the product manifold (M, g),
with M = M; X --- X M, and g == g1 ® - -+ D ¢pp. In matrix form, the product metric is given by
the block-diagonal matrix

G, 0 -+ 0
0 Gy -+ 0
0 0 - Gn

where G; is the matrix form of the metric g;, for 1 <1i < m. Let d; denote the geodesic distance in
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M;. Then, the geodesic distance d in (M, g) is given by a Pythagorean formula |71, Prop. 1|, [72]:

m

d((21,. s 2m), (Y15 Ym)) = Z [di(iﬁi,yi)]Qa (5.1)

=1

where (x1,...,2m) € My X -++ X My, and (y1,...,Ym) € My X -+ X M,,. This result can be used
to write explicit forms for the Fisher—-Rao distance in statistical manifolds of product distributions,
as they are statistical product manifolds. This type of construction has been used, e.g., in [18] 23].

Some examples are given below.

Example 5.1. The Fisher—-Rao distance between the distributions of n-dimensional vectors formed
independent Poisson distributions [12] (cf.§ with parameters (A1,...,A,) and (A},..., ) is

2
: (5.2)

dir (Vs An)s (Vs L)) = 2 i(ﬁ—ﬁ)
=1

Example 5.2. Consider multivariate independent Gaussian distributions (cf. § [4.4.1]). In this case,

the covariance matrix is diagonal, a case that has been addressed in [12] 45| 20]. The Fisher-Rao

/

distance between such distributions parametrised by (u1,01,. .., tin,0n) and (uy, 0f, ..., ul,, oh,

) is

dFR ((Mlvala s 7,“’%70'71)7 (:U’llvo-iv s 7,“’;7,70';1))

=2V2 z”: arctanh \/(MZ — ) + 2(0i — 0;)° . (5.3)

Example 5.3. More generally, consider a vector (X7, ..., X,,) of n-independent generalised Gaussian
distributions, where X; follows a generalised Gaussian with fixed 3;, parametrised by (u;,0;). For

fixed values (f1, ..., (), the distance between the distribution of two such vectors, parametrised by

(1,01, .oy pin,0n) and (ph,of, .. pl,00), is

/

dFR ((Mlyo-la <oy My Un)7 (/’L/170'/17 s 7,“;170-11))

u Bi(ki — 1)?T(2 = 57) + (Bi + 1) (0 — 9T ( )
1

— ZZ}(@' + 1) |arctanh Bi(pts — 12T (2 — L) + (B, + 1)(o) + oI

1+ »
1+ (54)

|| S
~—

6 Final Remarks

In this survey, we have collected closed-form expressions for the Fisher-Rao distance in different
statistical manifolds of both discrete and continuous distributions. In curating this collection in
a unified language, we also provided some punctual contributions. The results are summarised in
Tables and [3] We hope that providing these expressions readily available can be helpful not
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only to those interested in information geometry itself, but also to a broader audience, interested in

using these distances in different applications.
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