arXiv:2306.07350v2 [cs.LG] 25 Jul 2023

G-invariant diffusion maps

Eitan Rosen Xiuyuan Cheng Yoel Shkolnisky

Abstract

The diffusion maps embedding of data lying on a manifold have shown success in tasks such as dimensionality reduction, clustering, and data visualization. In this work, we consider embedding data sets which were sampled from a manifold which is closed under the action of a continuous matrix group. An example of such a data set is images whose planar rotations are arbitrary. The G-invariant graph Laplacian, introduced in a previous work of the authors, admits eigenfunctions in the form of tensor products between the elements of the irreducible unitary representations of the group and eigenvectors of certain matrices. We employ these eigenfunctions to derive diffusion maps that intrinsically account for the group action on the data. In particular, we construct both equivariant and invariant embeddings which can be used naturally to cluster and align the data points. We demonstrate the effectiveness of our construction with simulated data.

1 Introduction

Data analysis has become a cornerstone in many applications in science and engineering. In a typical setup, we are given a data set X = {x_1, . . . , x_N } ⊂ C^n where n is large, and the goal is to discover structures in the data. Examples for such data include collections of images, point clouds, biological measurements, financial data, etc. A common modeling approach for high-dimensional data is that the given points lie on a manifold M with intrinsic dimension d ≪ n.

In various applications, the data set under consideration is assumed to have been sampled from a manifold M that is closed under the action of some known matrix group G. In other words, for each point x_i ∈ X and any A ∈ G, the data point Ax_i is also in M. Such manifolds are dubbed G-invariant. For example, the data set may be a collection of two-dimensional images whose in-plane rotation is arbitrary, as is the case for electron microscopy image data sets [20]. In the electron microscopy setting, all images lie on a manifold of dimension three, and moreover, rotating each of the input images results in another image that may have been generated by the microscope. The current paper provides tools for processing such data sets.

When processing and analyzing data that are assumed to have been sampled from a smooth manifold, a fundamental object of interest is the Laplace-Beltrami operator Δ_M [18], which generalizes the classical Laplacian (and so for brevity, we will refer to the Laplace-Beltrami operator simply as the Laplacian). The Laplacian and its discrete counterpart, the graph Laplacian [1], have been used to process surfaces, images, and general manifold data [14, 22, 24, 13, 8, 10, 16]. In particular, the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the graph Laplacian have been used to construct low-dimensional representations for each of the points in the data set, for tasks such as classification, visualization and clustering ([19, 23, 1, 6]).

Formally, the graph Laplacian is defined as the N × N matrix L given by L = D − W, W_{ij} = e^{−‖xi−xj ‖2/ϵ}, D_{ii} = N∑ j=1 W_{ij}, (1.1)

where ϵ is a bandwidth parameter, D is a diagonal matrix, and ‖·‖ is the 2-norm. The normalized graph Laplacian is defined by

L̃ = D^{−1}L. (1.2)

In [12], it was shown that if X was sampled uniformly from a smooth and compact manifold M, then L̃ converges to the Laplace-Beltrami operator Δ_M as ϵ → 0 and N → ∞. Furthermore, it was shown that the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the matrix P = D^{−1}W (which has the same eigenvectors as L̃) can be used to construct a family of embbedings known as ‘diffusion maps’.

Specifically, let ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_q and λ_1, . . . , λ_q be the top q eigenvectors and eigenvalues of P , respectively. Then, the data set X can be mapped into a q-dimensional Euclidean space by Φ_t(x_i) = ( λ^t_1ϕ_1(i), . . . , λ^t_qϕ_q(i) ) , (1.3)

for each t ∈ R^+ and x_i ∈ X, where ϕ_k(i) is the i-th entry of ϕ_k. The map (1.3) has an elegant probabilistic interpretation. Observe that P is a row stochastic matrix, which we can view as the transition probability matrix of a random walk over X. We now define a family of distances D_t(x_i, x_j ) where t = 1, 2, . . ., between pairs of point x_i, x_j ∈ X by

D^2_t (x_i, x_j ) = ‖ P^t_{i,·} − P^t_{j,·} ‖_2 w = q∑ k=1 (P^t_{ik} − P^t_{jk})^2 · w_k, w_k = 1 D_{kk} , (1.4)

where P^t_{ij} is the ij-th element of the matrix P^t, and D_{kk} is defined in (1.1). The weights w_k are larger for nodes x_k which are weakly connected to their neighbors, emphasizing the fact that such nodes act as bottlenecks lengthening the walkers path. In [12], it is shown that

D^2_t (x_i, x_j ) = ‖Φ_t(x_i) − Φ_t(x_j )‖^2 , (1.5)

which implies that the Euclidean distance between the embeddings ϕ_t(x_i) and ϕ_t(x_j ) is the distance at time t between (the distributions of) a pair of random walks over X started at x_i and x_j .

In [17], it was shown how to construct the graph Laplacian by using all the points in the data set G · X, resulting from applying all the elements in G to the points in X. This graph Laplcaian is termed the G-invariant graph Laplacian (abbreviated G-GL). A key result of [17] is that the eigenfunctions of the G-GL admit the form of tensor products between the eigenvectors of a sequence of certain matrices and the elements of the irreducible unitary representations (abbreviated as IURs) of G. This special form of the eigenfunctions gives rise to efficient algorithms for their computation. It was also demonstrated in [17] how these eigenfunctions can be used to filter noisy samples from a G-invariant manifold M.

In the current work, we derive several variants of diffusion maps [12], that employ the eigenfunctions of the G-GL to explicitly incorporate the action of a compact matrix Lie group G on X. In particular, we distinguish between two types of embeddings - equivariant and invariant. For a fixed q ∈ N, an equivariant embedding is a map ϕ : X → C^q such that ϕ(A · x) = A ∘ ϕ(x), A ∈ G, (1.6) where ‘·’ denotes the action of G on a data point x ∈ C^n as detailed above, and ‘∘’ denotes the action of G on the embedded points, which typically reside in a different space than C^n of a much lower dimension. On the other hand, an invariant embedding is a map ψ : X → C^q such that ψ(A · x) = ψ(x), A ∈ G · x, (1.7) where G·x = {B · x : B ∈ G}. The difference between the two types of embeddings is that ϕ preserves the action of G through (1.6), while ψ maps all the points y in the orbit G · x into the same point ψ(x) ∈ C^q , which can be viewed as a quotient mapping.

An important application of such embeddings is when X is a set of noisy 2Dimages, with the group G = SO(2) of planar rotations acting on an image by rotating it around its center. In this case, an invariant embedding as in (1.7) can be employed to cluster images which are (almost) identical up to a planar rotation. We can then utilize an equivariant embedding as in (1.6) to denoise the images, by aligning neighboring images and averaging them.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some basic results from representation theory of Lie groups. We then briefly review some of the Ginvariant graph Laplacian framework developed in [17]. In Section 3 we derive a Gequivariant embeddings of the data, and diffusion distances over the set G · X which are analogous to (1.3). In Section 4, we derive and analyze G-invariant embeddings of the data. In Section 5, we focus on invariant embeddings for the special case of the planar rotations group SO(2), for which we further extend the results of Section 4. In Section 6, we demonstrate our framework with simulated data. Lastly, in Section 7, we summarize our results and discuss future work.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Matrix Lie groups and actions

In this section and the next, we review some background on compact matrix Lie groups and harmonic analysis on them. For a thorough introduction to the subject we refer the reader to [3].

Definition 1. A matrix Lie group is a smooth manifold G, whose points form a group of matrices.

For example, consider the special unitary group of order 2

SU(2) = {( z w −w z ) : z, w ∈ C , |z|^2 + |w|^2 = 1 } , (2.1)

which consists of all 2×2 unitary matrices with determinant 1. Writing z = x_1 +ix_2 and w = x_3 + ix_4 we have that

1 = det ( z w −w z ) = |z|^2 + |w|^2 = x^2_1 + x^2 + x^2_3 + x^2_4. (2.2)

Furthermore, it is readily verified that each z, w ∈ C for which (2.2) holds defines a unique element in SU(2). Hence, we conclude that SU(2) is diffeomorphic to the three-dimensional unit sphere S^3. Other important examples for matrix Lie groups include the group of three-dimensional rotation matrices SO(3), and the n-dimensional torus T^n , which is just the group of diagonal n × n unitary matrices.

Definition 2. The action of a group G of n × n matrices on a subset X ⊆ C^n is a map ’ · ’ : G × X → X, defined for each A ∈ G and x ∈ X by matrix multiplication on the left A · x.

We say the set X is closed under the action of G or simply that X is G-invariant, if for every A ∈ G it holds that A · x ∈ X. We will assume that the data set X was sampled from a G-invariant compact manifold M ⊂ C^n . In other words, we assume that A · x ∈ M for all x ∈ M and A ∈ G. We assume that G is compact as well.

The tools we develop in this work employ Fourier series expansions over Lie groups. The expansion coefficients are obtained by integration with respect to the Haar measure, which we now define.

Definition 3. The Haar measure over a Lie group G is the unique finite valued, non-negative function η(·) over all (Borel) subsets S ⊆ G, such that

η(A · S) = η(S) for all A ∈ G, (2.3) and η(G) = 1. (2.4)

If the group G is compact (as we assume throughout this work), then we also have right invariance ([4])

η(S · A) = η(S) for all A ∈ G, (2.5)

and furthermore, that ([4]) η(S^∗) = η(S), S ⊆ G, (2.6) where S^∗ = {A^∗ : A ∈ S}.

As an example for a Haar integral, consider again the group SU(2) in (2.1). Any element A ∈ SU(2) can be written using Euler angles as A(α, β, γ) = ( cos^β_2 e^{i(α+γ)/2} sin^β_2 e^{i(α−γ)/2} i sin^β_2 e^{−i(α−γ)/2} cos^β_2 e^{−i(α+γ)/2} ) , (2.7)

where α ∈ [0, 2π), β ∈ [0, π) and γ ∈ [−2π, 2π). Using (2.7), the Haar integral of a function f : SU(2) → C can be computed by (see [5]) ∫ SU(2) f(A)dη(A) = 1 16π^2 ∫_{2π} 0 ∫_π 0 ∫_{2π} −2π f(A(α, β, γ)) sin βdαdβdγ. (2.8) We observe that in this case, the volume element induced by the Haar measure is given in Euler angles parametrization by sin βdαdβdγ.

2.2 Fourier analysis over matrix Lie groups

In this section, we give a brief introduction to Fourier series expansions of group valued functions, which arise as a consequence of the celebrated Peter-Weyl theorem [3]. The expansion of a function f : G → C is obtained in terms of the elements of certain matrix valued functions, known as the irreducible unitary representations of G, which we now define.

Definition 4. An n-dimensional unitary representation of a Lie group G is matrixvalued function U(·) from G into the group U(n) of n × n unitary matrices, such that U(A · B) = U(A) · U(B), A, B ∈ G, (2.9) and U(I) = I_n, (2.10)

where I ∈ G and I_n ∈ U(n) are the identity elements of G and U(n), respectively. The homomorphism property (2.9) together with (2.10) imply that the set {U(A)}_{A∈G} is also a matrix Lie group. Furthermore, by (2.9) and (2.10) we have that I_n = U(AA^∗) = U(A) · U(A^∗), (2.11)

which implies that U(A^∗) = (U(A))^∗ , A ∈ G. (2.12)

In other words, the matrix U(A^∗) is the inverse element of U(A).

Definition 5. A group representation U(·) is called reducible, if there exists a unitary matrix P , such that P U(A)P^{−1} is block diagonal for all A ∈ G. An irreducible unitary representation (abbreviated IUR) is a representation that is not reducible.

By the Peter-Weyl theorem [3], there exists a countable family {U^α} of finite dimensional IURs of G, such that the collection { U^α_{ij} (·) } of all the elements of all these IURs forms an orthogonal basis for L^2(G). This implies that any smooth function f : G → C can be expanded in a series of the elements of the IURs of G. For example, the IURs of SU(2) in (2.7) are given by a sequence of matrices { U^ℓ } , ℓ = 0, 1/2, 1, 3/2, . . ., where U^ℓ(A) is a (2ℓ + 1) × (2ℓ + 1) dimensional matrix for each A ∈ G (see e.g. [5]). In particular, the matrix-valued function in (2.7) is the IUR of SU(2) that corresponds to ℓ = 1/2.

In general, the series expansion of a function f : G → C is given by f(A) = ∑ ℓ∈I_G d_ℓ · trace ( f̂^ℓ · U^ℓ(A) ) , (2.13)

where I_G is a countable set that enumerates the IURs of G, d_ℓ is the dimension of the ℓ-th IUR, and f̂^ℓ is the d_ℓ × d_ℓ matrix given by

f̂^ℓ = ∫ G f(A)U^ℓ(A)dη(A), (2.14) for each ℓ ∈ I_G. Note, that the elements of the conjugate of the IUR U^ℓ(A) in (2.14) is defined simply by taking the conjugate of each element of U^ℓ(A). Importantly, we have Schur’s orthogonality relation (see [5]) ∫ G U^ℓ_{mn}(A)U^ℓ_m′_n′ (A)dη(A) = d^{−1}_ℓ · δ_{ℓℓ}′ δ_{mm}′ δ_{nn}′ , (2.15) where δ_{qr} is Kronecker’s delta.

2.3 The G-invariant graph Laplacian

In this section, we review the definition and eigendecompostion of the G-invariant graph Laplacian, introduced in [17]. Let X = {x_1, . . . , x_N } be a data set sampled from a uniform distribution over a smooth G-invariant manifold. Following [17], we assume that given a sample x ∈ M, we have that Ax ≠ x for all A ∈ G with probability 1. The latter implies that for each x_i ∈ X and all A ≠ B ∈ G, we have that Ax_i ≠ Bx_i, from which we get that the map A → A · x_i is a diffeomorphism of G onto the orbit G · x_i. Denoting [N] = {1, . . . , N}, we consider the set [N] × G = {(i, A) : i ∈ [N], A ∈ G} . (2.16) For each i ∈ [N], the subset {i} × G ⊆ [N] × G is diffeomorphic to G, and so, also to G · x_i. Therefore, we can identify each point (i, A) ∈ [N] × G with the point A · x_i ∈ G.

Using this notation, we define H = L^2([N] × G) to be the Hilbert space of functions of the form f(i, A) = f_i(A), A ∈ G, (2.17) where f_i ∈ L^2(G). Now, consider the operator W : H → H defined as W {f} (i, A) = N∑ j=1 ∫ G W_{ij} (A, B)f_j(B)dη(B), W_{ij}(A, B) = e^{−‖A·xi−B·xj ‖2/ϵ}, (2.18) where ‖·‖ is the 2-norm over C^n . Furthermore, let D be the diagonal N × N matrix whose diagonal entries are given by D_{ii} = N∑ j=1 ∫ G W_{ij} (I, C)dη(C), i ∈ {1, . . . , N} , (2.19) and define the action of any N × N diagonal matrix D^′ on functions f ∈ H by {D^′f} (i, A) = D^′_{ii} · f(i, A) = D^′_{ii} · f_i(A). (2.20) We now define the G-invariant graph Laplacian (abbreviated G-GL) L : H → H by Lf = Df − W f, f ∈ H, (2.21) that is, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , N} and A ∈ G we have L {f} (i, A) = D_{ii} · f_i(A) − N∑ i=1 ∫ G W_{ij} (A, B)f_j (B)dη(B). (2.22) The normalized G-GL is defined as the operator L̃ = D^{−1}L = I − D^{−1}W, (2.23) that is, for any f ∈ H we have L̃ {f} (i, A) = f_i(A) − 1 D_{ii} · N∑ i=1 ∫ G W_{ij} (A, B)f_j (B)dη(B). (2.24) We observe that since G is a unitary matrix group, W_{ij} (A, B) in (2.18) satisfies W_{ij} (A, B) = e^{−‖Axi−Bxj ‖2/ϵ} = e^{−‖xi−A∗Bxj ‖2/ϵ} = W_{ij}(I, A^∗B). (2.25) Thus, using (2.13), the generalized Fourier series of W_{ij} (I, A^∗B) ∈ H is given by W_{ij}(I, A^∗B) = ∑ ℓ∈I_G d_ℓ · trace ( Ŵ^ℓ_{ij}U^ℓ(A^∗B) ) , (2.26)

where Ŵ^ℓ_{ij} is the d_ℓ × d_ℓ matrix given by Ŵ^ℓ_{ij} = ∫ G W_{ij} (I, A)U^ℓ(A)dη(A), ℓ ∈ I_G. (2.27) We now state a theorem (derived in [17]) that characterizes the eigendecomposition of L̃ of (2.23) in terms of certain products between the rows of the IURs U^ℓ and the eigenvectors of the block matrices

Ŵ^{(ℓ)} =

Ŵ ℓ_{11} Ŵ ℓ_{12} ... Ŵ ℓ_{1N} . . ... . . . . . .. . . Ŵ ℓ_{N1} Ŵ ℓ_{N2} ... Ŵ ℓ_{NN} , ℓ ∈ I_G, (2.28) where the ℓ^{th} matrix Ŵ^{(ℓ)} of dimensions Nd_ℓ × Nd_ℓ has Ŵ^ℓ_{ij} as its ij-th block. Now, for any vector v ∈ C^{Ndℓ} and j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, we denote by e^j (v) = (v((j − 1) · d_ℓ + 1), . . . , v(j · d_ℓ))^T ∈ C^{dℓ} , (2.29) the elements (j − 1)d_ℓ + 1 up to j · d_ℓ of v stacked as a d_ℓ-dimensional column vector. Theorem 6. ([17]) For each ℓ ∈ I_G, let D^{(ℓ)} = diag (D_{11} · I_{dℓ×dℓ} , . . . , D_{NN} · I_{dℓ×dℓ} ) (2.30) be the Nd_ℓ ×Nd_ℓ block-diagonal matrix whose i^{th} block of size d_ℓ ×d_ℓ on the diagonal is given by the product of the scalar D_{ii} from (2.19) with the d_ℓ × d_ℓ identity matrix. Then, the normalized G-invariant graph Laplacian L̃ in (2.23) admits the following:

1. A sequence of non-negative eigenvalues {λ̃_{1,ℓ}, . . . , λ̃_{Ndℓ,ℓ}}_{ℓ∈IG} , where λ̃_{n,ℓ} is the n^{th} eigenvalue of the matrix K^{(ℓ)} = I − (D^{(ℓ)})^{−1}Ŵ^{(ℓ)}. (2.31) 2. A sequence {Φ̃_{ℓ,−ℓ,1}, . . . , Φ̃_{ℓ,ℓ,Ndℓ} }_{ℓ∈IG} of eigenfunctions, which are complete in H, and are given by Φ̃_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A) = √ d_ℓ · U^ℓ_{m,·}(A) · e^i(ṽ_{n,ℓ}), (2.32) where ṽ_{n,ℓ} is an eigenvector of K^{(ℓ)} that corresponds to the eigenvalue λ̃_{n,ℓ}, and e^i is defined in (2.29). For each n ∈ {1, . . . , Nd_ℓ} and ℓ ∈ I_G, the eigenvectors {Φ̃_{ℓ,1,n}, . . . , Φ̃_{ℓ,dℓ,n}} correspond to the eigenvalue λ̃_{n,ℓ} of L̃.

3 G-equivariant diffusion maps

In this section, we derive an equivariant embedding of the data set X, which we term ‘G-equivariant diffusion maps’. The derivation employs the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the operator P_{op} = D^{−1}W = I − L̃, (3.1) where L̃ was defined in (2.23). Explicitly, by (2.24), we get that {P_{op}f} (i, A) = N∑ j=1 ∫ G P ((i, A), (j, B))f_j(B)dη(B), P ((i, A), (j, B)) = W_{ij}(A, B) D_{ii} , (3.2) where W_{ij} and D_{ii} are defined in (2.18) and (2.19), respectively. We observe that P_{op} may be viewed as a transition probability operator of a single step of a random walk over [N]×G (defined in (2.16)). Indeed, by (2.18) we have that P ((i, A), (j, B)) > 0, and moreover, if we denote by 1_H ∈ H the constant function that takes the value 1 over [N] × G, then by (3.2) and (2.19) we have that {P_{op}1_H} (i, A) = N∑ j=1 ∫ G P ((i, A), (j, B))dη(B) (3.3)

= N∑ j=1 ∫ G W_{ij} (A, B) ∑_N k=1 ∫ G W_{ik}(A, C)dη(C) dη(B) = 1, (3.4)

for all (i, A) ∈ [N] × G. The expression on the right hand side of (3.3) is understood as the sum of transition probabilities from the point (i, A) ∈ [N] × G to all other points in [N] × G. It is easily seen that the eigenvalues of P_{op} are given by λ_{n,ℓ} = 1 − λ̃_{n,ℓ}, n ∈ [N], ℓ ∈ I_G, (3.5) where {λ̃_{n,ℓ}} are the eigenvalues of L̃ of (2.23), while for the eigenvectors {Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n}} of P_{op} it holds that Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n} = Φ̃_{ℓ,m,n}, n ∈ [N], ℓ ∈ I_G, m ∈ [d_ℓ], (3.6) where {Φ̃_{ℓ,m,n}} from (2.32) are the eigenvectors of L̃. Therefore, the eigenvectors of P_{op} can be computed by diagonalizing the matrices in (2.28), as described by Theorem 6.

For t ∈ N, we define the t-step transition probability operator P^t_{op} : H → H to be the operator that acts on f ∈ H by applying P_{op} to f iteratively t times. In particular, we have that (see e.g. [9]) { P^t_{op}f } (i, A) = N∑ j=1 ∫ G P^t((i, A), (j, B))f_j(B)dη(B), f ∈ H, (3.7) where we define for all A, B ∈ G P^1((i, A), (j, B)) ≜ P ((i, A), (j, B)), P^t((i, A), (j, B)) ≜ N∑ k=1 ∫ G P^{t−1}((i, A), (k, C))P^1((k, C), (j, B))dη(C), t = 2, 3, . . . . (3.8)

By (3.8) and (3.4), for any (i, A) ∈ [N] × G we get by induction over t that { P^t_{op}1_H } (i, A) = N∑ j=1 ∫ G P^t((i, A), (j, B))dη(B)

= N∑ j=1 ∫ G (_N ∑ k=1 ∫ G P^{t−1}((i, A), (k, C))P^1((k, C), (j, B))dη(C) ) dη(B)

= N∑ k=1 ∫ G P^{t−1}((i, A), (k, C)) (_N ∑ j=1 ∫ G P^1((k, C), (j, B))dη(B) ) dη(C)

= N∑ k=1 ∫ G P^{t−1}((i, A), (k, C))dη(C) = 1, (3.9)

Furthermore, by (2.18), (3.2) and (3.8), we get that P^t((i, A), (j, B)) > 0 for all (i, A), (j, B) ∈ [N] × G, and t ∈ N. Thus, we conclude that P^t_{op} is a probability transition operator for all t ∈ N, with a probability density kernel function given by (3.8).

For a fixed point (i, A) ∈ [N] × G, the function P^t((i, A), (j, B)) > 0 induces a probability distribution on [N] × G, with its density given by P^t_{i,A}(k, C) ≜ P^t((i, A), (k, C)), (k, C) ∈ [N] × G. (3.10) Analogously to (1.4), we now define a diffusion distance on [N] × G by D_{p,t}((i, A), (j, B)) = ‖ P^t_{i,A} − P^t_{j,B} ‖ H,dη/D (3.11) ≜ (_N ∑ k=1 ∫ G ( P^t_{i,A}(k, C) − P^t_{j,B}(k, C) )_2 dη(C) D_{kk} ) 1_2

. (3.12)

The necessity of normalizing dη by D_{kk} in (3.11) will become apparent shortly (compare with (1.4)). We now express (3.11) in terms of the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of P^t_{op} of (3.7).

We begin by diagonalizing the operator S_{op} : H → H defined by S_{op} {f} (i, A) = N∑ j=1 ∫ G S((i, A), (j, B))f_j(B)dη(B), f ∈ H, (3.13) where S((i, A), (j, B)) = √ D_{ii} √ D_{jj} P ((i, A), (j, B)) = W_{ij} (A, B) √ D_{ii} √ D_{jj} , (3.14)

where P is defined in (3.1) and W_{ij} is defined in (2.18). By (3.14) and (2.18), the function S((i, A)(j, B)) is symmetric, and thus, the operator S_{op} is also symmetric. Now, consider the matrix S^{(ℓ)} = (D^{(ℓ)})^{−1/2}Ŵ^{(ℓ)}(D^{(ℓ)})^{−1/2}, related to the matrix K^{(ℓ)} in (2.31) by S^{(ℓ)} = I − (D^{(ℓ)})^{1/2}K^{(ℓ)}(D^{(ℓ)})^{−1/2}, (3.15) where D^{(ℓ)} and W^{(ℓ)} where defined in (2.28) and (2.30), respectively. By (3.15) we have that K^{(ℓ)} = I − (D^{(ℓ)})^{−1/2}S^{(ℓ)}(D^{(ℓ)})^{1/2}, and so, if ṽ_{n,ℓ} is an eigenvector of K^{(ℓ)} that corresponds to the eigenvalue λ̃_{n,ℓ} (see Theorem 6), then (3.5) implies that

λ̃_{n,ℓ} · ṽ_{n,ℓ} = K^{(ℓ)} · ṽ_{n,ℓ} = (I − (D^{(ℓ)})^{−1/2}S^{(ℓ)}(D^{(ℓ)})^{1/2}) · ṽ_{n,ℓ} ⇐⇒

(D^{(ℓ)})^{−1/2}S^{(ℓ)}(D^{(ℓ)})^{1/2} · ṽ_{n,ℓ} = λ_{n,ℓ} · ṽ_{n,ℓ} ⇐⇒ S^{(ℓ)}((D^{(ℓ)})^{1/2}ṽ_{n,ℓ}) = λ_{n,ℓ} · (D^{(ℓ)})^{1/2}ṽ_{n,ℓ}. (3.16)

Thus, we see that ṽ_{n,ℓ} is an eigenvector of K^{(ℓ)} if and only if (D^{(ℓ)})^{1/2}ṽ is an eigenvector of S^{(ℓ)}.

By (3.6), the eigenfunctions {Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n}} in (3.6) of P_{op} from (3.1) are identical to those of L̃ in (2.23), which can be computed by using the eigenvectors {ṽ_{n,ℓ}} of K^{(ℓ)} via (2.32). As the rest of this work concerns only the eigenpairs of P_{op} and S_{op}, we associate the eigenvectors of K^{(ℓ)} with the operator P_{op} by introducing the notation v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ} = ṽ_{n,ℓ}, n ∈ [N], ℓ ∈ I_G. (3.17)

By (3.6) and (2.32), with this notation, the eigenfunctions of P_{op} can be expressed as Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A) = √ d_ℓ · U^ℓ_{m,·}(A) · e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}). (3.18)

We further denote the eigenvectors of S^{(ℓ)} from (3.15) by { v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ} } , and by (3.16), we obtain that v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ} = (D^{(ℓ)})^{1/2}v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}, n ∈ [N], ℓ ∈ I_G. (3.19) The following result relates the eigendecomposition of S_{op} in (3.13) with that of P_{op}.

Proposition 7. The functions Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} : [N] × G → C defined by Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A) = √ d_ℓ · U^ℓ_{m,·}(A) · e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}), (3.20)

for ℓ ∈ I_G, m ∈ {1, . . . , d_ℓ}, and n ∈ [N], are eigenfunctions of S_{op} which are complete in H, and are orthonormal with respect to the inner product ⟨f, g⟩_H = N∑ k=1 ∫ G f(k, C) · g(k, C)dη(C). (3.21) Furthermore, each eigenfunction Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} corresponds to the eigenvalue λ_{n,ℓ} of P_{op} from (3.1), and it is related to the eigenfunction Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n} in (3.6) (of P_{op}) by

Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} = D^{1/2}Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n}, (3.22)

where D is defined in (2.19). Proof. See Appendix A.1,

Now, consider the operator S^t_{op} : H → H defined similarly to (3.7) and (3.8) by { S^t_{op}f } (i, A) = N∑ j=1 ∫ G S^t((i, A), (j, B))f_j(B)dη(B), f ∈ H, (3.23) where for each (i, A), (j, B) ∈ [N] × G we define S^1_{op} = S_{op} (see (3.13)), and S^t((i, A), (j, B)) ≜ N∑ k=1 ∫ G S^{t−1}((i, A), (k, C)) · S((k, C), (j, B))dη(C), t = 2, 3, . . . (3.24) Applying Mercer’s theorem to S^t_{op} in conjunction with Proposition 7, we obtain that S^t((i, A), (j, B)) = ∑ ℓ∈I_G ℓ∑ m=1 N∑ n=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A) · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(j, B), (3.25) for all (i, A), (j, B) ∈ [N] × G. By induction on t ∈ N, combined with (3.14) and (3.25), we obtain for all t ∈ N that S^t((i, A), (j, B)) = √ D_{ii} √ D_{jj} P^t((i, A), (j, B)), (i, A), (j, B) ∈ [N] × G. (3.26)

Therefore, by using (3.25), (3.26) and (2.20), we can write P^t_{i,A}(k, C) from (3.10) as

P^t_{i,A}(k, C) = P^t((i, A), (k, C)) = ∑ ℓ∈I_G ℓ∑ m=1 N∑ n=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ} ( Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A) √ D_{ii} ) · √ D_{jj} · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(k, C)

= ∑ ℓ∈I_G ℓ∑ m=1 N∑ n=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ} { D^{−1/2} · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} } (i, A) · { D^{1/2} · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} } (k, C). (3.27)

By (3.22), each function D^{−1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} = Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n} is an eigenfunction of P_{op}, that corresponds to the eigenvalue λ_{n,ℓ}. By using (3.27), it is straightforward to verify that for each t ∈ N it is also an eigenfunction of P^t_{op}, that corresponds to the eigenvalue λ^t_{n,ℓ}.

Now, to write D_{p,t} from (3.11) in terms of the functions {Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n}}, we employ the following observation. We may view (3.27) as the expansion of P^t_{i,A} in terms of the functions {D^{1/2} · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}}, which are orthogonal with respect to the inner product on H defined by ⟨f, g⟩_{H,dη/D} = N∑ k=1 ∫ G f(k, C) · g(k, C) dη(C) D_{kk} , (3.28)

and with expansion coefficients given by {D^{−1/2} · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}}(i, A) = Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A) for all ℓ, m and n. Thus, by Parseval’s identity, we obtain that D_{p,t}((i, A), (j, B)) from (3.11) is given by ‖ P^t_{i,A} − P^t_{j,B} ‖ H,dη/D = ( ∑ ℓ∈I_G d_ℓ∑

m=1 N∑ n=1 λ^{2t}_{n,ℓ} · | |Φ(p)_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A) − Φ(p)_{ℓ,m,n}(j, B) | |^2 )^1_2

. (3.29)

In analogy with (1.3), we can now define an embedding of [N] × G by

Φ^{(p)}_t (i, A) = ( λ^t_{n,ℓ}Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A) )_{ℓ,N} m=1,n=1,ℓ∈I_G , (3.30)

and have from (3.29) that ‖ P^t_{i,A} − P^t_{j,B} ‖ H,dη/D = ‖ ‖Φ^{(p)}_t (i, A) − Φ^{(p)}_t (j, B) ‖ ‖_{ℓ2} . (3.31)

By (2.32) and (3.6), the elements of (3.30) that correspond to fixed values of ℓ and n are given by the d_ℓ-dimensional vector Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,1,n} . . Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,dℓ,n} = √ d_ℓ · U^ℓ (A) · e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}). (3.32)

Hence, we may write (3.30) as

Φ^{(p)}_t (i, A) = ( λ^t_{n,ℓ} √ d_ℓ · U^ℓ (A) · e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) )_N n=1,ℓ∈I_G , (3.33) where we perceive Φ^{(p)}_t (i, A) as an infinite dimensional vector, obtained by concatenating all the d_ℓ-dimensional vectors in (3.32).

We may also obtain an analogous embedding Φ^{(s)}_t associated with the symmetric operator S^t_{op} of (3.23) as

Φ^{(s)}_t (i, A) = ( λ^t_{n,ℓ} √ d_ℓ · U^ℓ (A) · e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_N n=1,ℓ∈I_G . (3.34)

Then, considering functions of the form S^t_{i,A}(k, C) ≜ S^t((i, A), (k, C)), (k, C) ∈ [N] × G, (3.35) we can also define the diffusion distance D_{s,t} associated with S^t_{op} similarly to (3.11), and by a straightforward computation, obtain that D_{s,t}((i, A), (j, B)) = ‖ ‖S^t_{i,A} − S^t_{j,B} ‖ ‖_H = ‖ ‖ ‖Φ^{(s)}_t (i, A) − Φ^{(s)}_t (j, B) ‖ ‖ ‖_{ℓ2} . (3.36)

Note that for each (i, A) ∈ [N] × G, the embedding (3.33) is an infinite dimensional sequence. In practice, we can truncate (3.33) to obtain a finite-dimensional embedding, such that pairwise squared distances between the finite-dimensional embedded points closely approximate (3.11), as we now argue.

The operator P^t_{op} defines a Markov chain over [N] × G, with the t-step transition probability from a point (i, A) to the points of a (Borel) measurable subset V ⊆ {j} × G given by ∫ {B∈G : (j,B)∈V } P^t_{i,A}(j, B)dη(B). (3.37) By definition, we have that P^t_{i,A} > 0. By a result in [11], the largest eigenvalue of P^t_{op} is simple and equals 1, while the rest of the eigenvalues are strictly less than 1 (and non-negative due to Theorem 6). This implies that, with the exception of the leading eigenvalue, all the eigenvalues λ^t_{n,ℓ} decay to zero exponentially fast when t → ∞. Thus, for a fixed t ∈ N, we can set up a truncation rule for the sequence (3.33) by retaining only the elements that correspond to values λ^t_{n,ℓ} > δ, where δ > 0 is some threshold chosen so that the distances (3.11) are approximated up to a prescribed error, when replacing Φ^{(p)}_t (i, A) and Φ^{(p)}_t (j, A) with their truncated versions. We mention that the eigenfunction Φ^{(p)}_{0,0,1} that corresponds to the leading eigenvalue λ_{0,1} = 1 can be shown to be constant over [N] × G, and thus, can also be discarded from the embedding. Since {λ^t_{n,ℓ}} are independent of the index m (that enumerates the rows of the IURs U^ℓ in (2.32)), we obtain an embedding we denote by Φ^{(p)}_{δ,t} , given by

Φ^{(p)}_{δ,t} (i, A) = ( λ^t_{n,ℓ} √ d_ℓ · U^ℓ (A) · e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) ) (n,ℓ)∈I_{δ,t} , (3.38)

where we define I_{δ,t} = { (n, ℓ) : 0 < δ < λ^t_{n,ℓ} < 1 } . (3.39)

We now turn to show that (3.38) induces a G-equivariant embedding of the data set X, in the sense that the action of an element B ∈ G on a point x_i ∈ X results in an action of the group’s IURs {U^ℓ(B)} on the embedding Φ^{(p)}_{δ,t} . In particular, we construct a function U(·) from G into the set of unitary matrices of dimension |I_{δ,t}|, such that if x_j = B · x_i for some B ∈ G, then

Φ^{(p)}_{δ,t} (j, I) = U(B) · Φ^{(p)}_{δ,t} (i, I), (3.40)

where we identify the points (i, I), (j, I) ∈ [N] × G with x_i, x_j ∈ X. We will use the following lemma, which shows that {e^i(·)} of (2.29) are G-equivariant.

Lemma 8. Suppose that x_j = B · x_i for some B ∈ G, and let v be an eigenvector of Ŵ^{(ℓ)} given by (2.28), that corresponds to an eigenvalue λ > 0. Then, for all ℓ ∈ I_G and n ∈ N we have

e^j(v) = U^ℓ(B) · e^i(v). (3.41)

Proof. See Appendix A.2.

We now obtain (3.40) by combining Lemma 8 with (3.38), where U(A) is the block diagonal matrix with the IURs U^ℓ(A) such that (n, ℓ) ∈ I_{δ,t} on its diagonal. We comment, that in light of (3.33) combined with Lemma 8, we may also say that Φ^{(p)}_t from (3.30) is an equivariant embedding of X. In this case, we obtain the relation (3.40) for Φ^{(p)}_t , where U(B) on the r.h.s is the infinite-dimensional block diagonal matrix with all the IURs U^ℓ(A) of G on its diagonal. We also obtain the following corollary, which will come into use shortly.

Corollary 9. Suppose that x_j = B · x_i for some B ∈ G. Then, we have that

Φ^{(p)}_t (j, A) = Φ^{(p)}_t (i, AB). (3.42)

In particular, if A = I, then we get that Φ^{(p)}_t (j, I) = Φ^{(p)}_t (i, B).

Proof. Suppose that x_j = Bx_i. Then, by Lemma 8 and (2.12) we have ( Φ^{(p)}_t (j, A) ) ℓ,m,n = λ^t_{n,ℓ} √ d_ℓ ( e^j (ṽ_{n,ℓ}) )_T · U^ℓ_{·,m}(A^∗) = λ^t_{n,ℓ} √ d ( U^ℓ (B)e^i(ṽ_{n,ℓ}) )_T · U^ℓ_{·,m}(A^∗) = λ^t_{n,ℓ} √ d_ℓ ( e^i(ṽ_{n,ℓ}) )_T U^ℓ (B^∗) · U^ℓ_{·,m}(A^∗) = λ^t_{n,ℓ} √ d_ℓ ( e^i(ṽ_{n,ℓ}) )_T U^ℓ_{·,m}(B^∗A^∗) = ( Φ^{(p)}_t (i, AB) ) ℓ,m,n .

In various applications, the group action is viewed as a nuisance factor, and thus it is of interest to derive group-invariant embeddings that map all points A · x_i in the orbit G · x_i into a single point in the embedding space. However, as we saw, the embedding Φ^{(p)}_{δ,t} (i, I) in (3.38) of x_i ∈ X is not G-invariant (but rather Gequivariant). As we explain shortly, the latter is due to the fact that for each i ∈ [N] the correspondence i → P^t_{i,I} (3.43) between the point x_i (which we identify with (i, I) ∈ [N] × G) and the probability density P^t_{i,I} (defined in (3.10)) of the random walk on [N]×G that departs from (i, I) is by itself G-equivariant. That is to say, if x_j = Q · x_i for some Q ∈ G, then the correspondence (3.43) maps x_j to Q ∘ P^t_{i,I} , where ’∘’ denotes a certain action of G on H, as we now show.

The canonical action ‘∘’ of a group G on the space L^2(G) is defined for each A ∈ G and f ∈ L^2(G) as Q ∘ f(C) = f(Q^∗C), C ∈ G, (3.44) namely, the left translation of f by Q. A familiar (albeit non-compact) example is G = R^n with the action of addition^′+^′, where a ∈ R^n acts on a function f ∈ L^2(R^n ) by the translation {a ∘ f} (x) = f(x + (−a)) = f(x − a). In our setting, we define the action of G on P^t_{i,I} ∈ H by { Q ∘ P^t_{i,I} } (k, C) = P^t_{i,I} (k, Q^∗C), (k, C) ∈ [N] × G. (3.45) The reasoning behind the latter definition, is that for any fixed k_0 ∈ [N] the action in (3.45) coincides with that in (3.44) on the function f(C) = P^t_{i,I} (k_0, C) ∈ L^2(G). In this sense, we view (3.45) as an extension of (3.44), and say that G acts by left translations on [N] × G via (3.45). The following result implies that the correspondence (3.43) is G-equivariant with respect to (3.45).

Lemma 10. For any Q ∈ G, k ∈ [N], and t ∈ N we have that P^t_{i,I} (k, Q^∗C) = P^t_{i,Q}(k, C), C ∈ G. (3.46) Proof. See Appendix A.3.

Now, suppose that x_j = Q · x_i for some Q ∈ G. Then, by (2.18), (3.2), and (3.8) we have that P^t_{j,I}(k, C) = P^t_{i,Q}(k, C), (k, C) ∈ [N] × G. (3.47) Hence, by (3.47), Lemma 10 and (3.45), for any t ∈ N we get that P^t_{j,I} (k, C) = P^t_{i,Q}(k, C) = P^t_{i,I} (k, Q^∗C) = { Q ∘ P^t_{i,I} } (k, C), (k, C) ∈ [N] × G. (3.48) In words, equation (3.48) implies that the density P^t_{j,I} is the left translation by Q of P^t_{i,I} . This shows that a translation of x_i ∈ X by Q ∈ G results in a translation of P^t_{j,I} ∈ H by Q.

Nevertheless, a G-invariant distance M_{p,t} : [N] × [N] → R^+ can be obtained by defining M_{p,t}(i, j) = min_{Q∈G} ‖ ‖P^t_{i,I} − Q ∘ P^t_{j,I} ‖ ‖_{H,dη/D} = min_{Q∈G} ‖ ‖P^t_{i,I} − P^t_{j,Q} ‖ ‖_{H,dη/D} , (3.49) where the second equality in (3.49) follows by combining Lemma 10 with (3.45). Let us now show that (3.49) is G-invariant, that is, if x_k = A · x_i and x_r = B · x_j for some A, B ∈ G, then we have that M_{p,t}(k, r) = M_{p,t}(i, j). (3.50)

Indeed, we observe that by (3.31) and (3.33), for any A, B ∈ G we have that ‖ ‖P^t_{i,A} − P^t_{j,B} ‖ ‖^2_{H,dη/D} = ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n=1 λ^{2t}_{ℓ,n} · d_ℓ · ‖ ‖U^ℓ(A)e^i(ṽn,ℓ) − U^ℓ(B)e^j (ṽn,ℓ) ‖ ‖^2 . (3.51)

Therefore, by (3.49), (3.31), Corollary 9 and (3.51) we have that M^2_{p,t}(k, r) = min_{Q∈G} ‖ ‖P^t_{k,I} − P^t_{r,Q} ‖ ‖^2_{H,dη/D} = min_{Q∈G} ‖ ‖ ‖Φ^{(p)}_t (k, I) − Φ^{(p)}_t (r, Q) ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{ℓ2} = min_{Q∈G} ‖ ‖ ‖Φ^{(p)}_t (i, A) − Φ^{(p)}_t (j, QB) ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{ℓ2}

= min_{Q∈G} ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n=1 λ^{2t}_{ℓ,n} · d_ℓ · ‖ ‖ ‖U^ℓ(A)e^i(ṽn,ℓ) − U^ℓ(QB)e^j (ṽn,ℓ) ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{C dℓ}

= min_{Q∈G} ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n=1 λ^{2t}_{ℓ,n} · d_ℓ · ‖ ‖e_i(ṽ_{n,ℓ}) − U_ℓ(A_∗QB)e_j (ṽ_{n,ℓ}) ‖ ‖^2 C^dℓ (3.52)

= min_{Q∈G} ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n=1 λ^{2t}_{ℓ,n} · d_ℓ · ‖ ‖e^i(ṽn,ℓ) − U^ℓ(Q)e^j(ṽn,ℓ) ‖ ‖^2_{C dℓ} (3.53)

= min_{Q∈G} ‖ P^t_{i,I} − P^t_{j,Q} ‖_2 H,dη/D = M 2 p,t(i, j), (3.54) where in passing to (3.52) we used that the 2-norm is invariant to unitary transformations, and in passing to (3.53) the fact that the map Q → A^∗QB is a homeomorphism of G onto itself.

Unfortunately, while the distance M_{p,t} of (3.49) is group-invariant, generally, it is not guaranteed that there exists an embedding Υ such that M_{p,t}(i, j) = ‖Υ(i) − Υ(j)‖ for every pair i, j ∈ [N]. However, we may still use M^2_{p,t} to identify the neighbors of a point x_i ∈ X, and to align them together, a common task in image proccesing and computer vision algorithms. In the following section, we derive group-invariant embeddings.

4 G-invariant diffusion maps

In the previous section, we saw that the diffusion distance (3.11) between pairs of points x_i, x_j ∈ X gives rise to the equivariant embedding (3.33) of the data set X. We then considered the G-invariant distance M_{p,t} in (3.49) for which, as we pointed out, there might not exist an associated embedding. In this section, we derive G-invariant diffusion distances that induce G-invariant embeddings of X, and show that they can be computed in terms of the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the operators S^t_{op} of (3.13) and P^t_{op} of (3.7). In other words, for each point x_i ∈ X, we embed all the points in the orbit G·x_i into a single point. We will do this by replacing the equivariant correspondence (3.43) with an invariant one between points x_i ∈ X and certain probability densities induced by random walks over [N] × G. This, in turn, will later allow us to define G-invariant distances and embeddings of X similarly to (3.11). The key idea is to take two random walks that depart together from the point x_i, and consider their relative position (known as their ‘displacement’) at time t, which as we show, does not depend on the departure point x_i.

4.1 Displacement of random walks on a single orbit

For an arbitrary group G, let us first consider the special case where G acts transitively on M, which means that for every pair of points x, y ∈ M there exists an element A ∈ G such that y = Ax. Since by assumption M is also G-invariant, fixing an arbitrary point x ∈ M, we have that

M = G · x. (4.1)

That is, the entire manifold M is the orbit generated by the action of G on a single point x. By assuming that A · x ≠ x for all A ∈ G (as in Theorem 6), we get that there exists a 1 − 1 correspondence between M and G given by the map A → A · x (such a manifold is known as a ”homogeneous space for G”). Furthermore, we may think of the point x as the origin of the space M = G · x, analogously to the origin in a Euclidean space, and consider the elements of G as coordinates on M. Hence, we can define a random walk on M in terms of the elements of G, with single-step transition probabilities given by the kernel P defined by

P^1(A, B) = e^{−‖Ax−Bx‖2/ϵ} ∫ G e^{−‖Ax−Cx‖2/ϵ}dη(C) , A, B ∈ G, (4.2) and the t-step transition probability for t = 2, 3, . . ., given by the iterated kernel P^t(A, B) = ∫ G P^1(A, C)P^{t−1}(C, B)dη(C). (4.3) From (4.2), we see that P^1(A, B) = P^1(I, A^∗B) for all A, B ∈ G, and by induction over t combined with (4.3), we also get that P^t(A, B) = P^t(I, A^∗B), A, B ∈ G. (4.4) Now, let X_{1,t} and X_{2,t} be the positions of two independent random walks on M, that depart together from some point x_i at the same time t = 0, taking values in G (perceived as “coordinates” with respect to the “origin” x, as explained above). We define the displacement of the two walks at time t as X^∗_{1,t} ·X_{2,t}. For example, consider a pair of random walks that depart together from some point in G = R^n (which acts on itself by addition). Then, if the positions of the two walks at time t are given by X_t and Y_t, respectively, then their displacement is defined as −X_t + Y_t = Y_t − X_t. We now show that if the probability densities of X_{1,t} and X_{2,t} are each given by

P^t_i (A) ≜ P^t(Q_i, A), A ∈ G, (4.5)

where P^t is defined in (4.3) and Q_i ∈ G such that x_i = Q_i · x, then the density of the displacement X^∗_{1,t} · X_{2,t} does not depend on the departure point x_i. We require the following result.

Proposition 11. Suppose that the probability distributions of two independent random variables X_{1,t} and X_{2,t} are given by P (X_{1,t} ∈ H) = ∫ H f(A)dη(A), P (X_{2,t} ∈ H) = ∫ H g(A)dη(A), (4.6) for any (Borel) subset H ⊆ G, where the functions f and g are densities with respect to the Haar measure η on G. Then, the distribution of the displacement X^∗_{1,t} · X_{2,t} is given by P ( X^∗_{1,t} · X_{2,t} ∈ H ) = ∫ H (f ⋆ g)(A)dη(A), (4.7) where f ⋆ g denotes the cross-correlation function of f and g, given by (f ⋆ g)(C) = ∫ G f(A) · g(AC)dη(A). (4.8) Proof. See appendix B.1.

In the signal processing literature, the auto-correlation of a signal over a Euclidean space (or alternatively its Fourier transform, the ‘power spectrum’) is referred to as the second-order invariant moment, since it is invariant under translations of the Euclidean domain. We now show that a similar invariance also holds for the functions in (4.5) over G. Indeed, suppose that x_j = A · x_i, for some A ∈ G, and let Y_{1,t} and Y_{2,t} be a pair of random walks that depart together from x_j , each distributed according to the density P^t_j (A) = P^t(Q_j , A) in (4.5), where x_j = Q_j · x. Then, Proposition 11 implies that the density function of the displacement Y^∗_{1,t} · Y_{2,t} is given by { P^t_j ⋆ P^t_j } (C) = ∫ G P^t_j (A) · P^t_j (AC)dη(A) = ∫ G P^t(Q_j, A) · P^t(Q_j , AC)dη(A) = ∫ G P^t(I, Q^∗_j A) · P^t(I, Q^∗_j AC)dη(A) (4.9) = ∫ G P^t(I, Q^∗_i B) · P^t(I, Q^∗_i BC)dη(Q_j Q^∗_i B) (4.10) = ∫ G P^t(Q_i, B) · P^t(Q_i, BC)dη(B) = { P^t_i ⋆ P^t_i } (C), (4.11)

where in passing to (4.9) we used (4.4), in passing to (4.10) we used the change of variables B = Q_iQ^∗_j A, and in passing to (4.11) we used the left-invariance of the Haar measure (2.3).

Now, for fixed t ∈ N consider the correspondence

i → P^t_i ⋆ P^t_i , (4.12)

that maps each point x_i ∈ G · x to the function P^t_i ⋆ P^t_i . By (4.11), we obtain that (4.12) is G-invariant (compare with (3.43)). In other words, the correspondence (4.12) maps all the points in G · x to the same function, and is thus constant on M = G · x. In the following section, we extend (4.12) to the general case where M ≠ G · x.

4.2 The G-invariant correspondence

In general, the group G does not act transitively on the manifold M, but rather, it only acts transitively on each orbit G · x_i ⊂ G · X. In particular, we can no longer choose a single “origin” x ∈ M for the action of G as we did previously, since now a random walker situated at a point x_i at time t can either move along the orbit G·x_i, or jump to some point in a distinct orbit G · x_j . Thus, we extend our “origin” and “coordinates” view of our data set from the previous section, by thinking of the domain [N] × G as a set of coordinates over G · X, where the coordinate of a point A · x_i ∈ G · X is given by (i, A) ∈ [N] × G. In terms of the latter, we say that a random walk over G · X can either move along the “direction” [N] or the “direction” G (or both) in the domain [N] × G. We now show that we can extend (4.12) to this general setting by considering cross-correlation function of P^t_{i,A} ∈ H along the direction of G in [N] × G, so that the resulting correspondence is constant on each orbit G · x_i.

Consider the Hilbert space L^2 ([N]^2 × G) of functions of the form f(i, j, A) such that for each fixed i_0, j_0 ∈ [N] we have that f(i_0, j_0, A) ∈ L^2(G). Given a pair of functions f, g ∈ H, we denote by ‘⋆_G’ the operation defined as (f ⋆_G g)(k, r, R) ≜ {f(k, ·) ⋆ g(r, ·)} (R), (k, r, R) ∈ [N]^2 × G. (4.13) That is, the function f ⋆_G g ∈ L^2([N]^2 × G) computes the cross-correlation over G of f(k, ·) and g(r, ·), respectively, for each (k, r) ∈ [N]^2. Now, for each x_i ∈ X, consider the correspondence i → P^t_{i,I} ⋆_G P^t_{i,I} , (4.14) where by (4.8), we have that { P^t_{i,I} ⋆_G P^t_{i,I} } (k, r, R) = { P^t_{i,I} (k, ·) ⋆ P^t_{i,I} (r, ·) } (R) (4.15) = ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, C) · P^t_{i,I} (r, CR)dη(C). (4.16) The following result shows that the function on the left hand side of (4.15) is a probability density over [N]^2 × G.

Lemma 12. For all i ∈ [N] and t ∈ N, we have that N∑ k,r=1 ∫ G { P^t_{i,I} ⋆_G P^t_{i,I} } (k, r, R)dη(R) = 1. (4.17)

Proof. By (4.15) and (3.9), the left hand side of (4.17) equals N∑ k,r=1 ∫ G { P^t_{i,I} (k, ·) ⋆ P^t_{i,I} (r, ·) } (R)dη(R) = N∑ k,r=1 ∫ G (∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, C) · P^t_{i,I} (r, CR)dη(C) ) dη(R) = N∑ k=1 ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, C) · (_N ∑ r=1 ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (r, CR)dη(R) ) dη(C). (4.18)

By using the change of variables R̃ = CR combined with the translation invariance property (2.3), we obtain that (4.18) equals N∑ k=1 ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, C) · (_N ∑ r=1 ∫ G P^t_{i,r}(I, R̃)dη(C^∗R̃) ) dη(C) = N∑ k=1 ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, C) · (_N ∑ r=1 ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (r, R̃)dη(R̃) ) dη(C) = N∑ k=1 ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, C)dη(C) = 1. (4.19)

Now, let X_{1,t} and X_{2,t} be the positions at time t of a pair of random walks over [N] × G that depart from (i, I), both with probability densities given by P^t_{i,I} . Following our discussion at beginning of the section, we consider the displacement of the random walks at time t in the “direction” of G while allowing for the orbits in which they are situated to be distinct, and show that essentially the density (4.15) corresponds to the distribution of the displacement.

Formally, let N_{1,t} and N_{2,t} denote the random variables N_{1,t} and N_{2,t} that take the values k and r, respectively, whenever X_{1,t} = (k, A) and X_{2,t} = (r, B) for some A, B ∈ G. Similarly, let G_{1,t} and G_{2,t} denote the random variables that assume the values A and B, respectively, whenever X_{1,t} = (k, A) and X_{2,t} = (r, B) for some k, r ∈ [N]. We now define the displacement of X_{1,t} and X_{2,t} in the direction of G as the random variable R_t = G^∗_{1,t}G_{2,t}. We then have the following generalization of Proposition 11.

Proposition 13. Let X_{1,t} and X_{2,t} be the positions at time t of a pair of independent random walks over [N]×G that depart from (i, I), both with probability density given by P^t_{i,I} . For any k, r ∈ [N] and H ⊆ G, consider the event H_{kr} = {N_{1,t} = k, N_{2,t} = r, R_t ∈ H} , (4.20) whereby at time t the random walkers 1 and 2 had reached the orbits G·x_k and G·x_r, respectively, and their displacement R_t is in H. Then, we have that

P (H_{kr}) = ∫ H { P^t_{i,I} ⋆_G P^t_{i,I} } (k, r, R)dη(R), (4.21) where ‘⋆_G’ is defined in (4.13),

Proof. See Appendix B.2.

The latter result relates the probability density (4.15) to the displacement of random walks over [N] × G in the direction of G. The following result show that the correspondence (4.14) is G-invariant.

Proposition 14. Supppose that x_j = Q · x_i for some Q ∈ G. Then, we have that

P^t_{i,I} ⋆_G P^t_{i,I} = P^t_{j,I} ⋆_G P^t_{j,I} . (4.22)

Proof. By (4.16), (3.47) and Lemma 10, for all k, r ∈ [N] and R ∈ G we have that { P^t_{j,I} ⋆_G P^t_{j,I} } (k, r, R) = ∫ G P^t_{j,I} (k, C) · P^t_{j,I} (r, CR)dη(C) = ∫ G P^t_{i,Q}(k, C) · P^t_{i,Q}(r, CR)dη(C) (4.23) = ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, Q^∗C) · P^t_{i,I} (r, Q^∗CR)dη(C), (4.24) where we used that x_j = Q · x_i in passing to (4.23). Applying the change of variables C̃ = Q^∗C, we obtain that { P^t_{j,I} ⋆_G P^t_{j,I} } (k, r, R) = ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, C̃) · P^t_{i,I} (r, C̃R)dη(QC̃) (4.25) = ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, C̃) · P^t_{i,I} (r, C̃R)dη(C̃) (4.26) = { P^t_{i,I} ⋆_G P^t_{i,I} } (k, r, R), (4.27) where we used the translation-invariance property of the Haar measure (2.3) in passing to (4.26).

Following the discussion at the end of the previous section, we may now refer to P^t_{i,I} ⋆_G P^t_{i,I} in (4.15) as the second-order G-invariant moment of the density P_{i,I} . In this context, we comment that we can also map each point x_i ∈ X to the firstorder G-invariant moment of P^t_{i,I} , that is i → m_{i,t} = (∫ G P^t_{i,I} (1, C)dη(C), . . . , ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (N, C)dη(C) ) . (4.28)

Indeed, suppose that x_j = Q · x_i. Then, by (3.47) and Lemma 10, for each k ∈ [N] we have that ∫ G P^t_{j,I} (k, C)dη(C) = ∫ G P^t_{i,Q}(k, C)dη(C) = ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, Q^∗C)dη(C) = ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, C̃)dη(QC̃) = ∫ G P^t_{i,I} (k, C̃)dη(C̃), (4.29) where in the third equality we used the change of variables C̃ = Q^∗C, and in the fourth equality we used (2.3). However, expanding each component P^t_{i,I} (k, ·) in the Fourier series (2.13), we obtain that its integral over G in (4.28) is just the zeroth’ expansion coefficient. This implies that m_{i,t} does not retain the information contained in all the higher order coefficients. Thus, it is likely to be of limited use without combining it with (4.14).

Lastly, we can also define a G-invariant correspondence similar to (4.14), derived from the function S^t_{i,·}(I, ·) ∈ H associated with symmetric operator S_{op} in (3.13). This correspondence is given by i → S^t_{i,I} ⋆_G S^t_{i,I} . (4.30) The following result, whose proof is nearly identical to that of Proposition 14, implies that (4.30) is G-invariant.

Proposition 15. Suppose that x_j = Q · x_i for some Q ∈ G. Then, we have that S^t_{i,I} ⋆_G S^t_{i,I} = S^t_{j,I} ⋆_G S^t_{j,I} . (4.31) In the following section, we employ (4.30) and (4.14) to derive G-invariant diffusion distances and embeddings.

4.3 The G-invariant embedding and distance

We now employ the G-invariant correspondence (4.30) to define a family of Ginvariant diffusion distances between the points in our data set X, and derive their associated G-invariant embeddings.

Let us define the diffusion distance E_{s,t} between x_i and x_j in X by E_{s,t}(i, j) = ‖ ‖S^t_{i,I} ⋆_G S^t_{i,I} − S^t_{j,I} ⋆_G S^t_{j,I} ‖ ‖_{L2([N]2×G)} . (4.32)

Then, if x_k = A · x_i and x_r = B · x_j for some arbitrary A, B ∈ G, Proposition 15 implies that E_{s,t}(k, r) = ‖ ‖S^t_{k,I} ⋆_G S^t_{k,I} − S^t_{r,I} ⋆_G S^t_{r,I} ‖ ‖_{L2([N]2×G)} = E_{s,t}(i, j), (4.33)

from which we infer that (4.32) is G-invariant. The following result reveals the associated embedding.

Proposition 16. For each i, j ∈ [N] it holds that E^2_{s,t}(i, j) = ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 d_ℓ · (λ_{n,ℓ} · λ_n′_{,ℓ})^{2t} | |⟨(e_i(v(s)_{n,ℓ}), e_i(v(s)_{n′,ℓ})⟩ − ⟨(e_j (v(s)_{n,ℓ}), e_j(v(s)_{n′,ℓ})⟩ | |^2 . (4.34)

Proof. See Appendix B.3.

We now define an embedding Ψ^{(s)}_t of the data set X by

Ψ^{(s)}_t (i) = (√ d_ℓ · λ^t_{n,ℓ} · λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} ⟨ (e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ})), e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ⟩)_N n,n^′=1, ℓ∈I_G . (4.35)

By Proposition 16, it then holds that E^2_{s,t}(i, j) = ⟨ Ψ^{(s)}_t (i), Ψ^{(s)}_t (i) ⟩ ℓ^2

− 2Re {⟨ Ψ^{(s)}_t (i), Ψ^{(s)}_t (j) ⟩ ℓ^2 } + ⟨ Ψ^{(s)}_t (j), Ψ^{(s)}_t (j) ⟩ ℓ^2 = ‖ ‖Ψ(s)_t (i) − Ψ(s)_t (j) ‖ ‖^2 ℓ^2

. (4.36)

Furthermore, by Lemma 8, we have that Ψ^{(s)}_t (x_i) is G-invariant, for if there exists some A ∈ G such that x_j = A · x_i, then we have ⟨ e^j (v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}), e^j(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ⟩ = ⟨ U^ℓ(A)e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}), U^ℓ(A)e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ⟩ = ⟨ e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}), e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ⟩ , (4.37)

for all ℓ ∈ I_G and n ∈ [N].

The embedding (4.35) can also be obtained as the norm of a certain operator in L^2(G). Following [21], for each pair of points i and j, we consider the Hilbert- Schmidt norm ‖·‖_{HS} of the operator S^t_{ij} acting on functions f ∈ L^2(G) by S^t_{ij} {f} (A) = ∫ G S^t((i, A), (j, B))f(B)dη(B), (4.38) where S^t was defined in (3.24). Then, we have the following result.

Proposition 17. For all i, j ∈ [N], we have that ‖ ‖S^{2t}_{ij} ‖ ‖^2_{HS} = ⟨ Ψ^{(s)}_t (i), Ψ^{(s)}_t (j) ⟩ ℓ^2

. (4.39)

Proof. See Appendix B.4.

Similarly to (4.32), we define the diffusion distance associated with the transition probability density (4.14) as E_{p,t}(i, j) = ‖ ‖P^t_{i,I} ⋆_G P^t_{i,I} − P^t_{j,I} ⋆_G P^t_{j,I} ‖ ‖_{L2([N]2×G,dη/D)} , (4.40) where L^2 ([N]^2 × G, dη/D) is the Hilbert space of functions f(i, j, A) such that for each fixed i_0, j_0 ∈ [N] we have that f(i_0, j_0, A) ∈ L^2(G), and with inner product given by ⟨f, g⟩_L2_{([N]}2_{×G,dη/D)} ≜ N∑ i,j=1 ∫ G f(i, j, C) · g(i, j, C) dη(C) D_{ii} · D_{jj} . (4.41)

The following proposition relates the distance (4.40) with an associated embedding.

Proposition 18. For every pair x_i, x_j ∈ X it holds that E_{p,t}(i, j) = ‖ ‖ ‖Ψ^{(p)}_t (i) − Ψ^{(p)}_t (j) ‖ ‖ ‖_{ℓ2} , (4.42)

where Ψ^{(p)}_t (i) = (√ d_ℓ · λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} · ⟨ (e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ})), e^i(v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ⟩)_N n,n^′=1, ℓ∈I_G . (4.43)

Furthermore, the embedding Ψ^{(p)}_t is G-invariant.

Proof. See Appendix B.5.

An analogous result to Proposition 17 also holds for the embedding Ψ^{(p)}_t in (4.43) and the operator P^t_{op} from (3.1) (we omit the formal statement and proof of this result for brevity).

Remark 1. Similarly to what we did in the previous section for the equivariant embedding Φ^{(p)}_t defined in (3.30), we can truncate the embedding Ψ^{(p)}_t to obtain a finite-dimensional G-invariant embedding by thresholding the sequence { λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} } for a fixed t ∈ N. This truncation is possible since all eigenvalues of P_{op} except for the leading one satisfy 0 ≤ λ^t_{n,ℓ} < 1, which implies that the same is also true for the sequence { λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} } .

Remark 2. As we saw, Proposition 14 implies that the correspondence (4.14) is Ginvariant. We can also consider mapping each point i by i → P^{t1}_{i,I} ⋆_G P^{t2}_{i,I} , (4.44) for arbitrary pairs of times t_1 and t_2. Repeating the steps of the proof of Proposition 14, we get that the correspondence (4.44) is G-invariant for any pair of positive integer times t_1 and t_2. The latter suggests that we can construct embeddings of X by combining distinct diffusion time pairs.

5 Invariant moments of the SO(2)-GL

In this section, we consider the special case where G = SO(2) (the planar rotations group), to demonstrate that the embedding Ψ^{(s)}_t in (4.35) may be viewed as the Fourier series of the second-order invariant moment of the function S^t_{i,I} ∈ H defined in (3.35). We then leverage the latter observation to show that in the particular case of the group G = SO(2), invariant moments of order higher than two may be defined, and associated with SO(2)-invariant embeddings of the data set X. We comment that all the derivations in the current section can also be carried out by using the probability density P^t_{i,I} ∈ H instead of S^t_{i,I} ∈ H, in a nearly identical fashion.

Now, we observe that the IURs of G = SO(2) are all one-dimensional, namely, they are given by the Fourier modes { e^{iℓφ} } ℓ∈Z (see [5]), where we use φ ∈ [0, 2π) to refer to the elements of SO(2) . Therefore, by (3.20) and (2.29), in this case each eigenfunction Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} of the operator S_{op} from (3.1) takes the form Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, φ) = e^{iℓφ} · e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) = e^{iℓφ} · v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}(i), (5.1) where v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ} is given by (3.19), and v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}(i) denotes its i-th element. Note, in particular, that Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} is independent of the index m. We thus, omit m from all further analysis related to the case G = SO(2).

In light of (5.1), the embedding (4.35) takes the form

Ψ^{(s)}_t (i) = (λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} · v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}(i)v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}(i))^N_{n,n}′_{=1, ℓ∈Z}. (5.2)

In signal processing applications, the Fourier series of the autocorrelation function of a periodic signal x(t) is known as its ‘power spectrum’, and is given via the convolution theorem by the sequence { |x̂(ℓ)|^2 }_{ℓ=∞} ℓ=−∞ = { x̂(ℓ)x̂(ℓ) }_{ℓ=∞} ℓ=−∞ , (5.3)

where x̂(ℓ) denotes the ℓ-th Fourier coefficient of the signal x(t). The power spectrum is invariant under translations of x(t) in time. We now demonstrate that, in a sense, the embedding Ψ^{(s)}_t in (5.2) (which is invariant under rotations of the data set) is the power spectrum of the function S^t_{i,I} ∈ H, where we view the eigenfunctions of the SO(2)-GL as a Fourier basis, and the values {λ^t_{ℓ,n} ·v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}} as the Fourier coefficients (as we will show shortly below in (5.6)).

Writing the eigenfunctions in (3.20) of S_{op} from (3.13) as Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,n} = Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}, by omitting the index m (as discussed at the beginning of the current section), the symmetric kernel S^t((i, ϑ), (j, φ)) from (3.25) is given by S^t((i, ϑ), (j, φ)) = ∞∑ ℓ=−∞ N∑ n=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,n}(i, ϑ) · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,n}(j, φ)

= ∞∑ ℓ=−∞ N∑ n=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}(i)e^{iℓϑ} · v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}(j)e^{iℓφ}, (5.4) where ϑ, φ ∈ [0, 2π). Fixing (i, ϑ) ∈ [N] × [0, 2π), and using (5.4), (3.35) and Lemma 10, for all (j, φ) ∈ [N] × [0, 2π) we have that S^t_{i,ϑ}(j, φ) = S^t((i, ϑ), (j, φ)) = S^t_{i,0}(j, φ − ϑ). (5.5) Therefore, we can expand the function S^t_{i,0} ∈ H in a series of the orthonormal eigenbasis { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,n} } of H. The expansion coefficients are then given by projecting S^t_{i,0} on the basis functions as (see (5.4)) ⟨ S^t_{i,0}, Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,n} ⟩ = ⟨_∞ ∑ ℓ=−∞ N∑ n=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,n}(i, 0) · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,n}, Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,n} ⟩ = λ^t_{n,ℓ} · v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}(i), (5.6) from which we see that the elements of (5.2) are given by products between coefficients in (5.6) that have the same IUR index ℓ, similarly to (5.3).

Higher order invariant moments of S^t_{i,I} may be defined based on the following observation. For a fixed i ∈ [N], the function Φ^{(s)}_t (i, A) in (3.34) (that defines a Gequivariant embedding of X) is given by the infinite sequence of functions over [0, 2π)

Φ^{(s)}_t (i, φ) = ( λ^t_{n,ℓ} √ d_ℓ · e^{iℓφ} · e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_N n=1,ℓ∈I_G = ( λ^t_{n,ℓ}e^{−iℓφ} · v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}(i) )_N n=1,ℓ∈Z . (5.7)

The Kronecker product of Φ^{(s)}_t (i, φ) with its conjugate is defined as the sequence of element-wise products

Φ^{(s)}_t (i, φ) ⊗ Φ^{(s)}_t (i, φ) ≜ ( λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ}′ · e^{−iℓφ}e^{iℓ′φ} · v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}(i)v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}′ (i) )_N n,n^′=1, ℓ,ℓ^′∈Z . (5.8)

By using the orthogonality of the Fourier modes and (5.2), we have that 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 Φ^{(s)}_t (i, φ) ⊗ Φ^{(s)}_t (i, φ)dφ = (5.9) ( λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ}′ · ( 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 e^{−iℓφ}e^{iℓ′φ}dφ ) · v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}(i)v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}′ (i) )_N n,n^′=1, ℓ,ℓ^′∈Z = (5.10) ( λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ}′ · v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}(i)v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}(i) )_N n,n^′=1, ℓ∈Z = Ψ^{(s)}_t (i). (5.11)

That is, the embedding Ψ^{(s)}_t (i) from (5.2) is obtained by integrating over SO(2) each element of the sequence (5.8), where dφ/2π is the volume element of the Haar measure on SO(2). Note, that in passing to (5.11) from (5.10) we discarded all the elements that zero out, namely, those for which ℓ ≠ ℓ^′.

The latter motivates the idea of obtaining higher order moments by integrating higher order Kronecker products over SO(2). For example, a third order invariant moment analogous to the ‘bispectrum’, native to signal processing (see [2]), is defined by integrating over SO(2) triple product 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 Φ^{(s)}_t (i, φ) ⊗ Φ^{(s)}_t (i, φ) ⊗ Φ^{(s)}_t (i, φ)dφ, (5.12)

which results in the rotationally-invariant embedding i → ((λ_{n,ℓ1} λ_n′_{,ℓ2} λ_n′′_{,ℓ1+ℓ2} )^t · v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ1} (i)v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ2} (i)v^{(s)}_n′′_{,ℓ1+ℓ2} (i))^N_{n,n}′_{=1, ℓ∈Z}. (5.13) Indeed, by Lemma 8, we have that if x_j = R(φ) · x_i for φ ∈ [0, 2π), where R(φ) is a rotation by φ acting on M in the ambient space, then

(λ_{n,ℓ1} λ_n′_{,ℓ2} λ_n′′_{,ℓ1+ℓ2} )^t · v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ1} (j)v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ2} (j)v^{(s)}_n′′_{,ℓ1+ℓ2} (j) = (λ_{n,ℓ1} λ_n′_{,ℓ2} λ_n′′_{,ℓ1+ℓ2} )^t · e^{−iℓ1φ}v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ1} (i)e^{−iℓ2φ}v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ2} (i)e^{−i(ℓ1+ℓ2)φ}v^{(s)}_n′′_{,ℓ1+ℓ2} (i) = (λ_{n,ℓ1} λ_n′_{,ℓ2} λ_n′′_{,ℓ1+ℓ2} )^t · v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ1} (i)v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ2} (i)v^{(s)}_n′′_{,ℓ1+ℓ2} (i). (5.14)

6 Numerical experiments

In this section, we corroborate the key properties of the distances derived in the previous sections using some simulated G-invariant data sets. In particular, we demonstrate the G-equivariance of D_{p,t} in (3.11), and G-invariance of the distance E_{p,t} in (4.42). Analogous numerical results for the distances D_{s,t} in (3.36) and E_{s,t} in (4.32), related to the symmetric operator S^t defined in (3.25), are qualitatively the same (and are thus not presented here).

In the following simulation, we consider the action of the group G = SO(2) of 2D-rotations on the two-dimensional torus T^2 ⊂ R, given by

cos(φ) − sin(φ) sin(φ) cos(φ) 1 · x y z , (x, y, z)^T ∈ T^2 , (6.1)

where T^2 is given by

x(θ, φ) = (R + r cos(φ)) cos(ϕ), (6.2) y(θ, φ) = (R + r cos(φ)) sin(ϕ), (6.3) z(θ, φ) = r sin(θ), (6.4)

with θ, φ ∈ [0, 2π), and R = 2, r = 1.

(a) (b)

Figure 1: Figure (a) displays a scree plot of the top 100 values of λ^3_{n,ℓ}, obtained from the eigenvalues λ_{n,ℓ} of the SO(2)-GL on T^2 . Figure (b) displays a scree plot of the top 50 values of (λ_{n,ℓ}λ_n′_{,ℓ})^3 obtained from the eigenvalues λ_{n,ℓ}. The elbow in both plots is marked with a red asterisk.

To demonstrate that the distance D_{p,t} from (3.11) is SO(2)-equivariant, we first sample a data set X of N = 10000 points from a uniform distribution over T^2 . Next, we randomly chose a point x_i ∈ X and added to X the point x_{N+1} that results from a rotation of x_i by 180^∘ about the z axis. We then use the data set X̃ = X ∪{x_{N+1}} to compute and factor the Fourier matrices W^{(ℓ)} given by (2.28). The resulting eigenvectors and eigenvalues are used to compute the SO(2)-equivariant embedding Ψ^{(p)}_t in (3.33), where we chose the time parameter t = 3, and truncate (3.33) by applying the rule (3.39) with δ chosen as the “elbow” of the scree plot of the sorted eigenvalues of P^t_{op} defined in (3.7) (see Figure 1(a)). Finally, we computed the distances D_{p,t} of each point x ∈ X from x_i and from x_{N+1}. Figure 2 depicts the diffusion distances of the points in X from x_i and x_{N+1}, respectively, superimposed on the torus T^2 ⊂ R^3 as a heat map, where in Figure 2(a) we plot the value D_{p,t}(i, j) at x_j ∈ T^2 for each j ∈ [N], and similarly, in Figure 2(b) we plot the value D_{p,t}(N +1, j) at x_j . We observe that for a fixed i ∈ [N], the distance D_{p,t}(i, ·) is localized in a neighborhood of x_i, and furthermore, that the distances D_{p,t}(N + 1, ·) are a rotation of D_{p,t}(i, ·) by 180^∘, which demonstrates that D_{p,t} is SO(2)-equivariant.

Next, we use the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of P^t_{op} for t = 3 to compute the SO(2)-invariant embedding Ψ^{(p)}_t of (4.43), truncated at the elbow of the scree plot of the values {(λ_{n,ℓ}λ_n′_{,ℓ})^3} (see Figure 1(b)), as suggested in Remark 1 in Section 4.3. Figure 3(a) depicts the values of the SO(2)-invariant diffusion distances E_{p,t} in (4.42) of the points in X from x_0, superimposed on the torus T^2 ⊂ R as a heat map, where as before, each value E_{p,t}(i, j) is plotted at x_j ∈ X. It is seen that the heat distribution is constant along the direction of the action of SO(2) in (6.1), that is, over the horizontal circles in T^2, which demonstrates the that E_{p,t} is invariant under the action (6.1).

We also repeated the previously described simulations with points sampled from the two-dimensional unit sphere S^2 ⊂ R^3 coupled with the action of SO(2) by rotations about the z-axis. The results are depicted in Figures 3(b) and 4 in the

(a) (b)

Figure 2: Figure (a) shows the SO(2)-equivariant diffusion distances (3.11) of the points in the simulated data set X from x_i ∈ X (marked by a blue dot), depicted as a heat map superimposed on the torus T^2 ⊂ R^3 . Figure (b) shows the distances (3.11) of the points in X from x_{N+1} (marked by the green dot). The images indicate that rotating x_i by 180^∘ rotates the heat distribution by the same angle.

same manner as for the case of T^2, implying the same qualitative picture as for T^2 .

7 Summary and future work

In this work, we generalized the diffusion maps embedding for data sets closed under the action of a matrix Lie group. We derived an equivariant embedding, and showed that the Euclidean distance between embedded points equals the distance between the distributions of a pair of random walks over the orbits generated by the action of the group on the data set. Next, we derived an invariant embedding, and showed that the distance between a pair of embedded points equals the distance between the distributions of displacements of pairs of random walks that depart from the points. We then used the important case where G = SO(2) to demonstrate that our invariant embedding is analogous to the power spectrum in classical signal processing, and showed how higher order invariant moments may be derived.

As for future work, a natural direction is to apply G-invariant diffusion maps for clustering, dimensionality reduction, and alignment of data sets of images, points clouds, and volumes. Another interesting direction is to derive higher order moments for groups other than SO(2).

Acknowledgements

XC was supported in part by NSF-BSF award 2019733. ER and YS were supported by NSF-BSF award 2019733 and by the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant agreement 723991 - CRYOMATH). YS was supported also by the NIH/NIGMS Award R01GM136780-01.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Figure (a) displays the SO(2)-invariant diffusion distance of the points in the simulated data set X from x_i ∈ X (marked by the blue point). Figure (b) shows the same simulation repeated with points sampled from the 2-sphere. In both cases, the distances are constant over the orbits induced by the action of SO(2) by rotations about the z-axis, namely, the horizontal circles.

(a) (b)

Figure 4: Heat distributions resulting from repeating the simulation depicted in Figure 2 above with data sampled from the 2-sphere. In this case, the green point is a rotation of x_i (marked by the blue point) by 60^∘ about the z-axis. The distribution of the diffusion distances of the points in the simulated data set from the rotation of x_i by 60^∘ in Figure (b) is obtained by rotating the distribution of the distances from x_i in Figure (a) by 60^∘, showing a similar qualitative picture to that of the simulation with the torus.

A Proofs for Section 3

A.1 Proof of Proposition 7

By (2.29), (2.30) and (3.19), for all j, n ∈ [N] we have that

e^j (v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) = e^j ((D^{(ℓ)})^{1/2}v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) = √ D_{jj} · e^j(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}). (A.1)

Combining the latter with (3.18), (3.20) and (2.20), we obtain (3.22). Hence, by (3.13), (3.14) and (3.20) we have that S_{op} { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} } (i, A) = N∑ j=1 ∫ G W_{ij} (A, B) √ D_{ii} √ D_{jj} √ d_ℓ · U^ℓ_{m,·}(A) · e^j (v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ})dη(B), (A.2)

= √ D_{ii} · N∑ j=1 ∫ G W_{ij} (A, B) D_{ii} √ d_ℓ · U^ℓ_{m,·}(A) · e^j(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ})dη(B) (A.3) = √ D_{ii} · P { Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n} } (i, A) = √ D_{ii} · λ_{n,ℓ} · Φ^{(p)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A) (A.4) = λ_{n,ℓ} · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A), (A.5) where in (A.3) we used (A.1), then in (A.4) we used (3.18), and in (A.5) we used (3.22) and (2.20). The completeness of the eigenfunctions in (3.20) follows by combining (3.6) and (3.22) with the completeness of the functions { Φ̃_{ℓ,m,n} } of (2.32)

in H, which is implied by Theorem 6. Finally, to see that { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} } are orthonormal, observe that by (3.20) we have ⟨ Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}, Φ^{(s)}_ℓ′_{,m}′_{,n}′ ⟩ H = √ d_ℓ · √ d_ℓ′ · N∑ j=1 ∫ G U^ℓ_{m,·}(A) · e^j (v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) · U^ℓ_m′_{,·}(A)·e^j (v_n′_{,ℓ}′ )dη(A)

= √ d_ℓ · d_ℓ′ · N∑ j=1 (e^j(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}))^T · (∫ G (U^ℓ_{m,·}(A))^T · U^ℓ_m′_{,·}(A)dη(A) ) ·e^j (v_n′_{,ℓ}′ )

= √ d_ℓ · d_ℓ′ · N∑ j=1 (e^j(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}))^T · 1 d_ℓ · δ_{ℓℓ}′ δ_{mm}′ I_{ℓ×ℓ} · e^j (v_n′_{,ℓ}′ ) (A.6) = δ_{ℓℓ}′ δ_{mm}′ ⟨ v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}, v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ} ⟩ = δ_{ℓℓ}′ δ_{mm}′ δ_{nn}′ , (A.7) where in passing to (A.6) we used (2.15), and in passing to (A.7) we used (2.29), and that { v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ} } are orthonormal eigenvectors of the symmetric matrices S^{(ℓ)} in (3.15).

A.2 Proof of Lemma 8

By assumption, there exists B ∈ G such that x_j = B · x_i. First, we show that Ŵ^ℓ_{ik} = U ℓ(B) · Ŵ^ℓ_{jk}, k = 1, . . . , N, (A.8) where Ŵ^ℓ_{ik} is defined in (2.27). Indeed, by using (2.18), we have

Ŵ^ℓ_{ik} = ∫ G W_{ik}(I, A)U^ℓ(A)dη(A) = ∫ G e^{−‖xi−A·xk‖2/ϵ}U^ℓ(A)dη(A) = ∫ G e^{−‖xj −BA·xk‖2/ϵ}U^ℓ(A)dη(A). Making the change of variables C = BA, we get ∫ G e^{−‖xj −BA·xk‖2/ϵ}U^ℓ(A)dη(A) = ∫ G e^{−‖xj −C·xk‖2/ϵ}U^ℓ(B^∗C)dη(B^∗C) = U^ℓ(B^∗) ∫ G e^{−‖xj −C·xk‖2/ϵ}U^ℓ(C)dη(B^∗C) (A.9) = U^ℓ(B^∗) ∫ G e^{−‖xj −C·xk‖2/ϵ}U^ℓ(C)dη(C) (A.10) = U^ℓ(B^∗) · Ŵ^ℓ_{jk}, (A.11) where we used the homomorphism property (2.9) in passing to (A.9), and the translation invariance property (2.3) of the Haar measure in passing to (A.10). Next, we observe that for all i ∈ [N], we have Ŵ^{(ℓ)}v = λv ⇐⇒^N ∑ k=1 Ŵ^ℓ_{ik} · e^k(v) = λe^i(v) ⇐⇒ U ℓ(B∗) ·^N ∑ k=1 Ŵ^ℓ_{jk}e^k(v) = λe^i(v)

⇐⇒ N∑ k=1 Ŵ^ℓ_{jk}e^k(v) = U ℓ(B)λe^i(v), (A.12)

where we used (2.12) in passing to (A.12), and thus, using that λ > 0 we get that λe^j(v) = N∑ k=1 Ŵ^ℓ_{jk}e^k(v) = λU ℓ(B) · e^i(v) ⇐⇒ e^j (v) = U ℓ(B) · e^i(v). (A.13)

A.3 Proof of Lemma 10

By (2.25), (3.2), (3.8) and (3.10), for t = 1 we have that P^1_{i,Q}(k, C) = P^1((i, Q), (k, C)) = P ((i, Q), (k, C)) = W_{ik}(Q, C) D_{ii} = W_{ik}(I, Q^∗C) D_{ii} = P ((i, I), (k, Q^∗C)) = P_{i,I} (k, Q^∗C) = P^1_{i,I} (k, Q^∗C). (A.14) For t = 2, 3, . . ., the proof follows from (3.8) by induction on t.

B Proofs for Section 4

B.1 Proof of Proposition 11

We begin by proving the following result.

Lemma 19. Let μ and ν be a pair of Borel measures over G given by μ(H) = ∫ H f(A)dη(A), ν(H) = ∫ H g(A)dη(A), H ⊆ G, (B.1) where η is the Haar measure, and f and g are non-negative functions^1 over G such that μ(G), ν(G) < ∞. Let H ⊆ G be a Borel-measurable subset, and consider the subset H_× ⊆ G × G defined by H_× ≜ {(A, B) ∈ G × G : A^∗B ∈ H} . (B.2) Then, we have that {μ ⊗ ν} (H_×) = ∫ H f ⋆ g(C)dη(C), (B.3) where μ ⊗ ν is the product measure over G × G defined by {μ ⊗ ν} (H_1 × H_2) = μ(H_1) · ν(H_2), H_1, H_2 ∈ G. (B.4) Proof. Let us denote by 1_{H×} (A, B) the indicator function of H_× over the space G×G. Then, we have that {μ ⊗ ν} (H_×) = ∫ G×G 1_{H×} (A, B)dμ(A)dν(B) = ∫ G (∫ G 1_{H×} (A, B)dν(B) ) dμ(A) = ∫ G ν {B ∈ G : A^∗B ∈ H} dμ(A) = ∫ G ν(A · H)dμ(A) = ∫ G (∫ A·H g(B)dη(B) ) dμ(A). (B.5) Applying the change of variables C = A^∗B, and using the translation-invariance property (2.3) of η we obtain that {μ ⊗ ν} (H_×) = ∫ G (∫ H g(AC)dη(C) ) dμ(A) = ∫ G (∫ H f(A)g(AC)dη(C) ) dη(A) = ∫ H (∫ G f(A)g(AC)dη(A) ) dη(C) = ∫ H f ⋆ g(C)dη(C). (B.6)

Now, we observe that the probability distributions (4.6) of X_{1,t} and X_{2,t} define a pair of measures μ and ν over G as in (B.1), where μ(G) = ν(G) = 1. Since, by assumption, X_{1,t} and X_{2,t} are independent, their joint probability distribution is the product of their distributions. Therefore, by using Lemma 19 we have that for

1The function f is known as the Radon-Nikodym derivative^{dμ}_{dη} of μ with respect to η.

any H ⊆ G P ( X^∗_{1,t}X_{2,t} ∈ H ) = ∫ H_× f(A) · g(B)dη(A)dη(B) (B.7) = ∫ G×G 1_{H×} (A, B) · f(A) · g(B)dη(A)dη(B) (B.8) = ∫ G×G 1_{H×} (A, B)dμ(A)dν(B) = {μ ⊗ ν} (H_×) (B.9) = ∫ H f ⋆ g(C)dη(C). (B.10) Finally, since f, g ≥ 0 we have that f ⋆ g ≥ 0, and moreover, that ∫ G f ⋆ g(C)dη(C) = ∫ G (∫ G f(A)g(AC)dη(A) ) dη(C) = ∫ G f(A) (∫ G g(AC)dη(C) ) dη(A) = ∫ G f(A) (∫ G g(C̃)dη(A^∗C̃) ) dη(A) (B.11) = ∫ G f(A) (∫ G g(C̃)dη(C̃) ) dη(A) = ∫ G f(A)dη(A) = 1, (B.12) where we applied the change of variables C̃ = AC in passing to (B.11), and (2.3) in passing to (B.12).

B.2 Proof of Proposition 13

Since X_{1,t} and X_{2,t} are i.i.d with probability distributions given by P_{i,I} from (3.10), we get by using (B.2) that

P (H_{kr}) = ∫ {(A,B)∈G×G: A^∗B∈H} P^t_{i,I} (k, A) · P^t_{i,I} (r, B)dη(A)dη(B) = ∫ H_× P^t_{i,I} (k, A) · P^t_{i,I} (r, B)dη(A)dη(B). (B.13) Now, let us define the pair of measures over G μ(S) = ∫ S P^t_{i,I} (k, A)dη(A), ν(S) = ∫ S P^t_{i,I} (r, B)dη(B), S ⊆ G. (B.14) Then, continuing from (B.13) and using Lemma 19 together with (4.15), we obtain that

P (H_{kr}) = ∫ H_× 1dμ(A)dν(B) = ∫ G×G 1_{H×} (A, B)dμ(A)dν(B) = μ ⊗ ν(H_×) = ∫ H { P^t_{i,I} (k, ·) ⋆ P^t_{i,I} (r, ·) } (R)dη(R) = ∫ H { P^t_{i,I} ⋆_G P^t_{i,I} } (k, r, R)dη(R), (B.15) as claimed.

B.3 Proof of Proposition 16

We begin with a technical result. Let ‘⊗’ denote the Kronecker product defined for any f, g ∈ H by {f ⊗ g} ((i, A), (j, B)) = f(i, A) · g(j, B), (i, A), (j, B) ∈ [N] × G. (B.16) Lemma 20. For fixed k and r, and all A, B ∈ G we have that { S^t_{i,I} (k, ·) ⋆ S^t_{i,I} (r, ·) } (A^∗B) = {∫ G S^t_{i,C} ⊗ S^t_{i,C} dη(C) } ((k, A), (r, B)), (B.17) where the expression on the right hand side of (B.17) is the function in H×H defined by {∫ G S^t_{i,C} ⊗ S^t_{i,C} dη(C) } ((k, A), (r, B)) ≜ ∫ G S^t_{i,C} (k, A) · S^t_{i,C} (r, B)dη(C). (B.18) Furthermore, for the distance E^2_{s,t}(i, j) in (4.32) it holds that E^2_{s,t}(i, j) = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ G S^t_{i,C} ⊗ S^t_{i,C} dη(C) − ∫ G S^t_{j,C} ⊗ S^t_{j,C} dη(C) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 H×H . (B.19)

Proof. First, by Lemma 10, for any (k, A), (r, B) ∈ [N] × G we have that ∫ G S^t_{i,C} (k, A) · S^t_{i,C} (r, B)dη(C) = ∫ G S^t_{i,I} (k, C^∗A) · S^t_{i,I} (r, C^∗B)dη(C) (B.20) = ∫ G S^t_{i,I} (k, Q) · S^t_{i,I} (r, QA^∗B)dη(AQ^∗) (B.21) = ∫ G S^t_{i,I} (k, Q) · S^t_{i,I} (r, QA^∗B)dη(Q) (B.22) = { S^t_{i,I} (k, ·) ⋆ S^t_{i,I} (r, ·) } (A^∗B), (B.23)

where in passing to (B.21) we used the change of variables Q = C^∗A, then in passing to (B.22) we used the left-invariance property (2.3) of the Haar measure η combined with (2.6), and finally we used (4.16) in passing to (B.23).

Next, by (B.16) and (B.23) we get that ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ G S^t_{i,C} ⊗ S^t_{i,C} dη(C) − ∫ G S^t_{j,C} ⊗ S^t_{j,C} dη(C) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

H×H = N∑ k,r=1 ∫ G ∫ G (∫ G S^t_{i,C} (k, A) · S^t_{i,C} (r, B)dη(C) − ∫ G S^t_{j,C} (k, A) · S^t_{j,C} (r, B)dη(C) )_2 dη(B)dη(A) = N∑ k,r=1 ∫ G ∫ G ({ S^t_{i,I} (k, ·) ⋆ S^t_{i,I} (r, ·) } (A^∗B) − { S^t_{j,I} (k, ·) ⋆ S^t_{j,I} (r, ·) } (A^∗B) )_2 dη(B)dη(A). (B.24)

Then, using the change of variables R = A^∗B, the last expression in (B.24) becomes N∑ k,r=1 ∫ G ∫ G ({ S^t_{i,I} (k, ·) ⋆ S^t_{i,I} (r, ·) } (R) − { S^t_{j,I} (k, ·) ⋆ S^t_{j,I} (r, ·) } (R) )_2 dη(AR)dη(A) = (B.25) N∑ k,r=1 ∫ G ∫ G ({ S^t_{i,I} (k, ·) ⋆ S^t_{i,I} (r, ·) } (R) − { S^t_{j,I} (k, ·) ⋆ S^t_{j,I} (r, ·) } (R) )_2 dη(R)dη(A) = (B.26) N∑ k,r=1 ∫ G ({ S^t_{i,I} (k, ·) ⋆ S^t_{i,I} (r, ·) } (R) − { S^t_{j,I} (k, ·) ⋆ S^t_{j,I} (r, ·) } (R) )_2

dη(R) = (B.27) ‖ ‖S^t_{i,I} ⋆_G S^t_{i,I} − S^t_{j,I} ⋆_G S^t_{j,I} ‖ ‖^2_{L2([N]2×G)} = E^2_{s,t}(i, j), (B.28)

where we used the translation-invariance property (2.3) of the Haar measure in passing to (B.26), and in passing to (B.27) we used (2.4) coupled with the fact that the integrand in (B.26) is independent of the integration variable A.

Now, let us write the function in (B.18), appearing in the distance (B.19), in terms of the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the operator S^t_{op} in (3.23). By (3.14), it follows by induction over t that S^t_{i,C} (k, A) = S^t((i, C), (k, A)) = S^t((k, A), (i, C)) = S^t_{k,A}(i, C), (B.29) for all (i, C), (k, A) ∈ [N] × G. Therefore, by (B.18), (3.35), (B.29), and (3.25), for all (k, A), (r, B) ∈ [N] × G we have that {∫ G S^t_{i,C} ⊗ S^t_{i,C} dη(C) } ((k, A), (r, B)) = ∫ G S^t_{i,C} (k, A) · S^t_{i,C} (r, B)dη(C) = ∫ G S^t((i, C), (k, A)) · S^t((i, C), (r, B)) = ∫ G S^t((k, A), (i, C)) · S^t((i, C), (r, B)) = ∫ G ∑ ℓ,ℓ^′∈I_G d_ℓ∑

m,m^′=1 N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ}′ Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(k, A) · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, C)Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ′,m′,n′} (i, C) · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ′,m′,n′} (r, B)dη(C) = ∑ ℓ,ℓ^′∈I_G d_ℓ∑

m,m^′=1 N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ}′ Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(k, A) · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ′,m′,n′} (r, B) · ∫ G Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, C) · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ′,m′,n′} (i, C)dη(C). (B.30)

Now, by (2.15) we have that (∫ G ( U^ℓ_{m,·}(C) )_T U^{ℓ′}_m′_{,·}(C)dη(C) ) = d^{−1}_ℓ · δ_{ℓℓ}′ δ_{mm}′ I_{dℓ×dℓ} , ℓ ∈ I_G. (B.31) Hence, by using (3.20) and (B.31) the following expression, that appears in (B.30), evaluates as ∫ G Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, C) · Φ^{(s)}_ℓ′_{,m}′_{,n}′ (i, C)dη(C) = √ d_ℓ · d_ℓ′ ∫ G ( U^ℓ_{m,·}(C)e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) ) · U^{ℓ′}_m′_{,·}(C)e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}′ )dη(C) = √ d_ℓ · d_ℓ′ ( e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ (∫ G ( U^ℓ_{m,·}(C) )_T U^{ℓ′}_m′_{,·}(C)dη(C) ) e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}′ ) = √ d_ℓ · d_ℓ′ 1 d_ℓ · ( e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}′ )δ_{ℓℓ}′ δ_{mm}′ = ( e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}′ )δ_{ℓℓ}′ δ_{mm}′ . (B.32) Plugging (B.32) back into (B.30), and using (B.16) we obtain that {∫ G S^t_{i,C} ⊗ S^t_{i,C} dη(C) } ((k, A), (r, B)) = ∑ ℓ,ℓ^′∈I_G d_ℓ∑

m,m^′=1 N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ}′ Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(k, A) · Φ^{(s)}_ℓ′_{,m}′_{,n}′ (r, B) · ( e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}′ )δ_{ℓℓ}′ δ_{mm}′ ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} ( e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) d_ℓ∑

m=1 Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(k, A) · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ (r, B)

= ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} ( e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) d_ℓ∑

m=1 { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗} ((k, A)(r, B)). (B.33)

Next, plugging (B.33) into (B.19) we obtain that E^2_{s,t}(i, j) = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} ( e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) d_ℓ∑

m=1 { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗} − ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} ( e^j (v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^j (v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) d_ℓ∑

m=1 { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗} ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

H×H . (B.34)

Thus, denoting a^{(s)}_{ℓ,n,n}′ = λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} (( e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) − ( e^j (v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^j(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ) , (B.35)

we obtain that E^2_{s,t}(i, j) = ‖ ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 a^{(s)}_{ℓ,n,n}′ · d_ℓ∑

m=1 Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗ ‖^2_{H×H}. (B.36)

Now, by Proposition 7 the functions { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} } form an orthonormal basis for H,

which implies that the functions { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗} are orthonormal in the Hilbert space H × H. Therefore, by using Parseval’s identity, (B.36) evaluates as E^2_{s,t}(i, j) = ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 d_ℓ · |a^{(s)}_{ℓ,n,n}′ |^2

= ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 d_ℓ · λ^{2t}_{n,ℓ}λ^{2t}_n′_{,ℓ} | | | ( e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) − ( e^j(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^j (v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) | | |^2

= ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 d_ℓ · λ^{2t}_{n,ℓ}λ^{2t}_n′_{,ℓ} | | | ⟨ e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}), e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ⟩ − ⟨ e^j(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}), e^j(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ⟩| |^2 ,

(B.37)

as claimed.

B.4 Proof of Proposition 17

For fixed i, j ∈ [N], let us define the function S^t_{i,j} ∈ L^2(G × G) by S^t_{i,j}(A, B) = S^t((i, A), (j, B)), A, B ∈ G. (B.38) Since G is compact, Tychonoff’s theorem (see e.g. [15]) implies that the space G×G, being a product of compact spaces, is also compact. Since S^t_{i,j} is smooth over G×G, it is also bounded. Therefore, we have that ∫ G ∫ G S^t((i, A), (j, B))dη(A)dη(B) < ∞, (B.39) where we also used that η(G) = 1 < ∞, by our definition of the Haar measure. Hence, we have that S^t_{ij} is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, and therefore (see [7]) ‖ ‖S^t_{ij} ‖ ‖^2_{HS} = ‖ ‖S^t_{ij} ‖ ‖^2_{L2(G×G)} . (B.40)

Thus, by (3.25) and the fact that S^t((i, A), (j, B)) is real-valued for all A, B ∈ G, we have that ‖ S^t_{ij} ‖_2 L^2(G) = ∫ G ∫ G S^t((i, A), (j, B)) · S^t((i, A), (j, B))dη(A)dη(B) = ∫ G ∫ G S^t((i, A), (j, B)) · S^t((i, A), (j, B))dη(A)dη(B) = ∑ ℓ,ℓ^′∈I_G ℓ∑ m,m^′=1 N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^{2t}_{n,ℓ} · λ^{2t}_n′_{,ℓ}′ ∫ G Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A)Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ′,m′,n′} (i, A)dη(A) · ∫ G Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(j, B)Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ′,m′,n′} (j, B)dη(B) = ∑ ℓ,ℓ^′∈I_G ℓ∑ m,m^′=1 N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^{2t}_{n,ℓ} · λ^{2t}_n′_{,ℓ}′ ∫ G Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A)Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ′,m′,n′} (i, A)dη(A) · ∫ G Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(j, B)Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ′,m′,n′} (j, B)dη(B). (B.41)

By (3.20) and (B.31), we have that ∫ G Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}(i, A)Φ^{(s)}_ℓ′_{,m}′_{,n}′ (i, A)dη(A) = √ d_ℓ · d^′_ℓ · ∫ G U^ℓ_{m,·}(A) · e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) · U^{ℓ′}_m′_{,·}(A) · e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}′ )dη(A) = √ d_ℓ · d^′_ℓ · (e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}))^T · (∫ G (U^ℓ_{m,·}(A))^T · U^{ℓ′}_m′_{,·}(A)dη(A) ) · e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}′ ) =

(e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}))^∗ · e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) · δ_{ℓℓ}′ δ_{mm}′ . (B.42)

Plugging (B.42) into the last expression in (B.41), we get that ‖ ‖S^t_{ij} ‖ ‖^2_{L2(G)} = ∑ ℓ,ℓ^′∈I_G d_ℓ∑

m,m^′=1 N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^{2t}_{n,ℓ} · λ^{2t}_n′_{,ℓ}′ · (e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}))^∗ · e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}′ ) · δ_{ℓℓ}′ δ_{mm}′ (e^j (v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}))^∗ · e^j(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}′ )

= ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 d_ℓ · λ^{2t}_{n,ℓ} · λ^{2t}_n′_{,ℓ}′ · ⟨ (e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ})), e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ⟩ · ⟨ e^j (v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}), e^j (v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ⟩

= ⟨ Ψ^{(s)}_t (i), Ψ^{(s)}_t (j) ⟩ ℓ^2

, (B.43)

where the last equality follows from (4.35).

B.5 Proof of Proposition 18

First, by using (3.14) and repeating the steps of the proof of Lemma 20 with S^t_{i,I} replaced by P^t_{i,I} , we get the following result.

Lemma 21. For fixed k and r, and all A, B ∈ G, we have that { P^t_{i,I} (k, ·) ⋆ P^t_{i,I} (r, ·) } (A^∗B) = {∫ G P^t_{i,C} ⊗ P^t_{i,C} dη(C) } ((k, A), (r, B)). (B.44) Furthermore, for the distance E^2_{p,t}(i, j) in (4.40) it holds that E^2_{p,t}(i, j) = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ G P^t_{i,C} ⊗ P^t_{i,C} dη(C) − ∫ G P^t_{j,C} ⊗ P^t_{j,C} dη(C) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

(H,dη/D)×(H,dη/D) , (B.45)

where (H, dη/D) is the Hilbert space of square integrate functions over [N] × G with inner product given by (3.28).

Now, by (B.16), (3.10), (3.26), and (3.35) we get that {∫ G P^t_{i,C} ⊗ P^t_{i,C} dη(C) } ((k, A), (r, B)) = ∫ G P^t_{i,C} (k, A) · P^t_{i,C} (r, B)dη(C) = ∫ G P^t((i, C), (k, A)) · P^t((i, C), (r, B))dη(C) = √ D_{kk} √ D_{rr} D_{ii} ∫ G S^t((i, C), (k, A)) · S^t((i, C), (r, B))dη(C) = √ D_{kk} √ D_{rr} D_{ii} {∫ G S^t_{i,C} ⊗ S^t_{i,C} dη(C) } ((k, A), (r, B)). (B.46)

Next, by using (B.33) together with (A.1), the expression in (B.46) evaluates as √ D_{kk} √ D_{rr} D_{ii} {∫ G S^t_{i,C} ⊗ S^t_{i,C} dη(C) } ((k, A), (r, B)) = √ D_{kk} √ D_{rr} D_{ii} ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} ( e^i(v^{(s)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(s)}_n′_{,ℓ}) d_ℓ∑

m=1 { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗} ((k, A)(r, B))

= √ D_{kk} √ D_{rr} ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} ( e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) d_ℓ∑

m=1 { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗} ((k, A)(r, B))

= ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} ( e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) d_ℓ∑

m=1 { D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗} ((k, A), (r, B)), (B.47)

where in the last equality we used that by (B.16) and (2.20), we have { D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗} ((k, A), (r, B)) = { D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ } (k, A) · { D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ } (r, B) = √ D_{kk} · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ (k, A) · √ D_{rr} · Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ (r, B) = √ D_{kk} · √ D_{rr} { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗} ((k, A), (r, B)). (B.48)

Thus, by (B.46) and (B.47) we have that ∫ G P^t_{i,C} ⊗ P^t_{i,C} dη(C) = ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} ( e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) d_ℓ∑

m=1 D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗ , (B.49)

Plugging (B.49) into (B.45), we get that E^2_{p,t}(i, j) = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} ( e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) d_ℓ∑

m=1 D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗ − ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} ( e^j (v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^j(v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) d_ℓ∑

m=1 D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗ ‖ ‖^2 (H,dη/D)×(H,dη/D) (B.50)

Next, denoting a^{(p)}_{ℓ,n,n}′ = λ^t_{n,ℓ}λ^t_n′_{,ℓ} (( e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) − ( e^j(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^j (v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ) , and continuing from (B.50), we get that E^2_{p,t}(i, j) = ‖ ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 a^{(p)}_{ℓ,n,n}′ · d_ℓ∑

m=1 D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗ ‖^2_{(H,dη/D)×(H,dη/D)}

= ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 d_ℓ · |a^{(p)}_{ℓ,n,n}′ |^2 = ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 d_ℓ · λ^{2t}_{n,ℓ}λ^{2t}_n′_{,ℓ} | | | ( e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^i(v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) − ( e^j (v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}) )_∗ e^j (v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) | | |^2

= ∑ ℓ∈I_G N∑ n,n^′=1 d_ℓ · λ^{2t}_{n,ℓ}λ^{2t}_n′_{,ℓ} | | | ⟨ e^i(v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}), e^i(v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ⟩ − ⟨ e^j (v^{(p)}_{n,ℓ}), e^j (v^{(p)}_n′_{,ℓ}) ⟩| |^2 = ‖ ‖ ‖Ψ^{(p)}_t (i) − Ψ^{(p)}_t (j) ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{ℓ2} , (B.51)

where the second equality stems from the fact that since the functions { Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ } are orthonormal in H × H, then the functions D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n} ⊗ ( D^{1/2}Φ^{(s)}_{ℓ,m,n}′ )_∗ are orthonormal in (H, dη/D) × (H, dη/D), and the last equality is due to (4.43).

References

[1] M. Belkin and P. Niyogi. Laplacian eigenmaps for dimensionality reduction and data representation. Neural computation, 15(6):1373–1396, 2003.

[2] T. Bendory, N. Boumal, C. Ma, Z. Zhao, and A. Singer. Bispectrum inversion with application to multireference alignment. Ieee Transactions On Signal Processing : a Publication of the Ieee Signal Processing Society, 66:1037–1050, 2018.

[3] D. Bump. Lie Groups. Springer, Springer-Verlag New York, Inc., 2004.

[4] G.S. Chirikjian. Stochastic Models, Information Theory, and Lie Groups, Volume 2. Birkhäuser, Boston, 2010.

[5] G.S Chirikjian and A.B Kyatkin. Engineering applications of noncommutative harmonic analysis with emphasis on rotation and motion groups. CRC Press LLC, CRC Press LLC, Boca Raton, Florida., 2001.

[6] R. R. Coifman and S. Lafon. Diffusion maps. Applied and computational harmonic analysis, 21(1):5–30, 2006.

[7] J. Conway. A course in functional analysis. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1990.

[8] M. Desbrun, M. Meyer, P. Schröder, and A. H. Barr. Implicit fairing of irregular meshes using diffusion and curvature flow. In Proceedings of the 26th annual conference on Computer graphics and interactive techniques, pages 317–324. ACM Press/Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., 1999.

[9] I. Gohberg and S. Goldberg. Basic Operator Theory. Birkhäuser, Boston, 1981.

[10] M. Hein and M. Maier. Manifold denoising. In NIPS, volume 19, pages 561–568, 2006.

[11] S. Lafon. Diffusion maps and geometric harmonics. Ph.d disseratation.

[12] S. Lafon and R.R. Coifman. Diffusion maps. Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis, 21:5–30, 2006.

[13] X. Liu, D. Zhai, D. Zhao, G. Zhai, and W. Gao. Progressive image denoising through hybrid graph Laplacian regularization: a unified framework. IEEE Transactions on image processing, 23(4):1491–1503, 2014.

[14] F. G. Meyer and X. Shen. Perturbation of the eigenvectors of the graph Laplacian: Application to image denoising. Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis, 36(2):326–334, 2014.

[15] J. Munkres. Topology, Second Edition. Pearson Education Limited, 2014.

[16] S. Osher, Z. Shi, and W. Zhu. Low dimensional manifold model for image processing. SIAM Journal on Imaging Sciences, 10(4):1669–1690, 2017.

[17] E. Rosen, X. Cheng, and Y. Shkolnisky. The g-invariant graph laplacian.

https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.17001, 2023.

[18] S. Rosenberg. The Laplacian on a Riemannian manifold: an introduction to analysis on manifolds. Number 31 in London Mathematical Society Student Texts Book. Cambridge University Press, 1997.

[19] S. T Roweis and L. K. Saul. Nonlinear dimensionality reduction by locally linear embedding. science, 290(5500):2323–2326, 2000.

[20] A. Singer and Sigworth F. Computational methods for single-particle electron cryomicroscopy. Annual Review of Biomedical Data Science, 3:163–190, 2020.

[21] A. Singer and Wu H.T. Vector diffusion maps and the connection laplacian.

Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 65(8):1067—-1144, 2012.

[22] G. Taubin. A signal processing approach to fair surface design. In Proceedings of the 22nd annual conference on Computer graphics and interactive techniques, pages 351–358. ACM, 1995.

[23] J. B. Tenenbaum, V. De Silva, and J. C. Langford. A global geometric framework for nonlinear dimensionality reduction. science, 290(5500):2319–2323, 2000.

[24] B. Vallet and B. Lévy. Spectral geometry processing with manifold harmonics.

Computer Graphics Forum, 27(2):251–260, 2008.