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Abstract

Hyperbolic geometry has become popular in machine learning due to its capacity to em-
bed hierarchical graph structures with low distortions for further downstream processing. It
has thus become important to consider statistical models and inference methods for data sets
grounded in hyperbolic spaces. In this paper, we study various information-theoretic measures
and the information geometry of the Poincaré distributions and the related hyperboloid dis-
tributions, and prove that their statistical mixture models are universal density estimators of
smooth densities in hyperbolic spaces. The Poincaré and the hyperboloid distributions are two
types of hyperbolic probability distributions defined using different models of hyperbolic ge-
ometry. Namely, the Poincaré distributions form a triparametric bivariate exponential family
whose sample space is the hyperbolic Poincaré upper-half plane and natural parameter space is
the open 3D convex cone of two-by-two positive-definite matrices. The family of hyperboloid
distributions form another exponential family which has sample space the forward sheet of the
two-sheeted unit hyperboloid modeling hyperbolic geometry. In the first part, we prove that all
Ali-Silvey-Csiszar’s f-divergences between Poincaré distributions can be expressed using three
canonical terms using Eaton’s framework of maximal group invariance. We also show that the
f-divergences between any two Poincaré distributions are asymmetric except when those dis-
tributions belong to a same leaf of a particular foliation of the parameter space. We report
closed-form formula for the Fisher information matrix, the Shannon’s differential entropy and
the Kullback-Leibler divergence. and Bhattacharyya distances between such distributions using
the framework of exponential families. In the second part, we state the corresponding results
for the exponential family of hyperboloid distributions by highlighting a parameter correspon-
dence between the Poincaré and the hyperboloid distributions. Finally, we describe a random
generator to draw variates and present two Monte Carlo methods to stochastically estimate
numerically f-divergences between hyperbolic distributions.
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Figure 1: Statistical modeling in a hyperbolic model: A hierarchical structure (left) is embedded
in a hyperbolic model with low-distortion (middle). The point data set is then modeled by a
probability distribution in the hyperbolic model (right).

1 Introduction

1.1 Statistical modeling in hyperbolic models

Since it was proven that hyperbolic geometry® [5] is very well suited for embedded tree graphs with
low distortions [61] as hyperbolic Delaunay subgraphs of embedded tree nodes, a recent trend in
machine learning and data science is to embed discrete hierarchical graphs into continuous spaces
with low distortions for further downstream tasks [45, 60, 33, 44, 66, 63, 64, 42, 36, 25]. There
exists many models of hyperbolic geometry [5] like the Poincaré disk or upper-half plane conformal
models, the Klein non-conformal disk model, the Beltrami hemisphere model, the Minkowski or
Lorentz hyperboloid model, etc. We can transform one model of hyperbolic geometry to another
model by a bijective mapping yielding a corresponding isometric embedding [22]. See Appendix D.
The hyperbolic plane can also be realized partially as a 2D surface in the 3D Euclidean space
called the Beltrami pseudosphere [65]. Those various models of hyperbolic geometry (also refered
in the literature as Lobachevskii space [6, 71] or Bolyai-Lobachevsky space [72]) have pros and cons
depending on the considered applications. For example, Klein disk model is well-suited to compute
hyperbolic Voronoi diagrams since the hyperbolic Voronoi bisectors are affine in Klein model [52].
However, since Klein model is not conformal, the hyperbolic Voronoi diagram is often visualized in
the Poincaré conformal disk model. In the video? [54], the hyperbolic Voronoi diagrams is shown
in the five main models of hyperbolic distribution.

As a byproduct of the low-distortion hyperbolic embeddings of hierarchical graphs, many em-
bedded data sets are available in hyperbolic model spaces, and those data sets need to be further
processed. Thus it is important to build statistical models and inference methods for these hyper-
bolic data sets using probability distributions with support hyperbolic model spaces and to consider
statistical mixtures in those spaces. Figure 1 displays the pipeline to get probability distributions
in hyperbolic geometry from hierarchical structures. We quickly review the various families of
probability distributions defined in hyperbolic models as follows:

"Hyperbolic geometry has constant negative curvature and the volume of hyperbolic balls increases exponentially
with respect to their radii rather than polynomially as in Euclidean space.
2 Available online at https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=19IUzNxeHdo



e One of the very first proposed family of such “hyperbolic distributions” was proposed in
1981 [39] and are nowadays commonly called the hyperboloid distributions. The hyperboloid
distributions are defined on the Minkowski upper sheet hyperboloid by analogy to the von-
Mises Fisher distributions [10] which are defined on the sphere.

e Barbaresco [12] defined the so-called Souriau-Gibbs distributions (2019) in the Poincaré disk
(Eq. 57 of [12], a natural exponential family) with its Fisher information metric coinciding
with the Poincaré hyperbolic Riemannian metric (the Poincaré Unit Disk is a homogeneous
space where SU(1,1) Lie Group acts transitively).

e Nagano et al. [43] presented a pseudo-hyperbolic Gaussian (a hyperbolic wrapped normal dis-
tribution) whose density can be calculated analytically and differentiated with simple random
variate generation algorithm (see also [25]).

e Recently, Tojo and Yoshino [68] (2020) described a generic method [69] to build exponential
families of distributions on homogeneous spaces which are invariant under the action of a
Lie group, and illustrate their method with an example of an exponential family distribution
supported on the Poincaré upper-half plane with natural parameter the cone of symmetric
positive-definite matrices. They also report its conjugate prior distributions which are a
convenient mathematical machinery used in Bayesian statistics and Bayesian learning [30, 1].

1.2 Contributions and paper outline

In this paper, we first consider in the first part various information-theoretic measures and geom-
etry [4] of the family of Poincaré distributions. Since the family of Poincaré distributions form
an exponential family [16], the underlying information-geometric structure of the family viewed
as a smooth manifold is dually flat® [4, 62]. We prove using the Eaton’s method of group action
maximal invariants [31] that all Ali-Silvey-Csiszéar’s f-divergences [27, 2] (including the Kullback-
Leibler divergence) between Poincaré distributions can be expressed canonically as functions of
three terms (Proposition 1 and Theorem 1). We further show that on a particular foliation of
the natural parameter space of the Poincaré distributions, the f-divergences are symmetric on the
leaves of constant determinant® of the foliation. We prove that the Jeffreys symmetrization of the
Kullback-Leibler divergence cannot be metrized [57]. Then we report the Fisher information matrix
of the Poincaré family (Eq. (54)), Amari-Chentsov cubic tensor for a-geometry (with 0-geometry
corresponding to the Fisher-Rao geometry [4]) and various information-theoretic quantities like the
differential entropy of a Poincaré distribution (Proposition 6 and Eq. (39)), or the Kullback-Leibler
divergence (Proposition 4 and Eq. (17)) and the skewed Bhattacharyya divergences (Eq. (44)) and
Chernoff information between two Poincaré distributions.

In the second part of the paper, we define the hyperboloid distributions in arbitrary dimension in
§3 and give their exponential family canonical decompostion. We prove that mixtures of hyperboloid
distributions are universal density approximators of smooth densities on the hyperboloid in §3.2.
We exhibit a correspondence in §3.3 between the upper-half plane and the Minkowski hyperboloid
2D sheet. The f-divergences between the hyperboloid distributions are very geometric because

3Dually flat manifolds are also called Bregman manifods [47, 48] since they admit canonical Bregman diver-
gences (21, 4].

4See also the foliation of the symmetric positive-definite space equipped with the affine-invariant trace metric [53]
(Section 4).



we have a beautiful and clear maximal invariant which has connections with the side-angle-side
congruence criteria for triangles in hyperbolic geometry.

In §4, we provide two Monte Carlo approximation algorithms for calculating numerically the
f-divergences. Finally, we conclude in §5. In the appendix, we give some Maxima code snippet to
calculate the Fisher information matrix and cubic tensor of the Poincaré distributions (§A). In §B,
we give some R code which implements the Monte Carlo algorithms of §4. Finally, we give some R
code in §C to generate random variates of a hyperboloid distribution.

A summarized version of this paper will be presented in part at the Geometric Science of
Information (2023) as Lecture Notes in Computer Science.

2 The family of Poincaré distributions: An exponential family
with Poincaré upper-half sample space
Tojo and Yoshino [69, 68] described a versatile method to build “interesting” exponential families

of distributions on homogeneous spaces which are invariant under the action of a Lie group G
generalizing the construction in [26]. They exemplify their method on the upper-half plane

H:= {(z,y) € R*: y >0}

by constructing an exponential family with probability density functions invariant under the action
of Lie group G = SL(2,R), the set of invertible matrices with unit determinant. We shall call
these distributions the Poincaré distributions since their sample space X = Hl, and study this set
of distributions as an exponential family [16].

2.1 An exponential family parameterized either by vectors or matrices

The probability density function (pdf) of a Poincaré distribution [68] expressed using a 3D vector
parameter 6, = (a,b,c) € R3 is given by

Vac — b2 exp(2vac — b?) exp ( a(x? + y?) +2bm+c> 1
X — 5
T

Y Y

(1)

pev <m7 y) =

where 6, belongs to the parameter space
0, :={(a,b,c) €R® :a>0,c>0, ac—b* > 0}. (2)

The set 6, forms an open 3D convex cone. Thus the Poincaré distribution family has a 3D parameter
cone space and the sample space is the hyperbolic upper plane. Figure 2 displays three examples
of density profiles of Poincaré distributions.

In general, an exponential family [16, 50] P = {pg(z) : 6 € O} has its probability density
functions which can be written canonically as

po(w) = exp (07t(x) = F(0) + k() ), (3)

where t(z) denotes the sufficient statistic vector, # the natural parameter, ' the transpose of
0, k(x) an auxiliary carrier term and F(6) the log-normalizer (also called free energy or log-
partition in statistical physics and cumulant function in statistics). Let h(z) = e*®) so that

po(x) = exp (HTt(x) — F(H)) h(zx).
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Figure 2: Plotting the probability density function pg(z) of the Poincaré distribution on the Poincaré
upper-half plane indexed by a 2 x 2 positive-definite matrix 6 (plotted for x € [-2,2] x (0,2] C H).

Let z = + iy € C and consider the mapping

a(z) =

b

Then the Poincaré pdf rewrites as

0]e2V1°l

po(2) = S _exp (—tr (Ha(z)Ta(z))> Im(z;z’ (5)

a b
where 0 = belongs to the space of symmetric positive-definite matrices Sym™(2,R),

b ¢
|6] = ac — b? denotes the determinant of #, and tr(-) denotes the matrix trace (e.g., tr(6) = a + ¢).
The family P = {py : 6 € Sym™(2,R)} is a bivariate exponential family of order 3 with
log-normalizer which can be expressed either using the vector parameter 6, or the positive-definite
matrix 6:

F(6.) = log <\/ ac — b% exp(2vac — b2)> ’ ©

f) = lo T ,
o) 1g< T2 |e|>> @

~—



It will be useful in the remainder to define the square root of the determinant of :

D =./10] = Vac—b>> 0. (8)

We have F(6,) = (log %) —2D. Since Bregman generators are equivalent modulo affine terms [11],
we may consider

F(6,) =—logD = —% log |6].

It is well-known that —log|6| is a strictly convex function [29].
The sufficient statistic vector t,(x) is

2 2
x° 4+ xz 1
tv(a:,y):—< yy ay?y)?

or in equivalent matrix form:

1] 22+9% =
) = —a(az) " == [ 7
Yy T 1
The auxiliary carrier measure term is h(z,y) = eF@¥) = y%’ and h(z)dzdy is a SL(2,R)-

invariant measure, or equivalently h(z) = e*(*) = y% and h(z)dzdZz is a SL(2, R)-invariant measure.
Thus we can write these Poincaré densities in the following vector/matrix canonical forms of
exponential families [50]:

po,(z,y) = exp {0y, t(z,y)) — F(6y) + k(z,9)), 9)
po(2) = exp((0,t(2)) — F(0) + k(2)), (10)

where (v1,v2) = v{ va denotes the vector inner product (dot product) and (Mj, Ms) denotes the
matrix inner product (M7, Ma) = tr(M1M, ). Table 1 summarizes the dual vector/matrix parame-
terizations of the Poincaré distributions. The Poincaré distributions are related to the hyperboloid
distributions [39] as mentioned in [68].

2.2 Statistical f-divergences between Poincaré distributions

The f-divergence [27, 2] induced by a convex generator f : R;; — R between two pdfs p(x,y) and
q(z,y) defined on the support H is defined by

i e (3 e

Since Dyf[p : q] > f(1), we consider convex generators f(u) such that f(1) = 0. The class of
f-divergences include the total variation distance (f(u) = |u— 1), the Kullback-Leibler divergence
(f(u) = —log(u), and its two common symmetrizations, namely, the Jeffreys divergence and the
Jensen-Shannon divergence), the squared Hellinger divergence, the Pearson and Neyman sided
x2-divergences, etc.

We state the notion of maximal invariant by following [31]: Let G be a group acting on a set
X. We denote it by (g,x) — gz.




Vector form Matrix form

Inner product (v1,v2) = v{ vy (M, Ma) = tr(My M)
Probability density exp ((Oy, t(x,y)) — F(0,)) h(z,y) exp ((6,t(z)) — F(0)) h(z)
Cumulant function F'(f) | log ( Vo e \/ac—b2)> log (6|exp(2|6|)>
Natural parameter space | {(a,b,c) €R3 :a>0,¢>0, ab—c? >0} | Sym*(2,R)

2 +y? oz
Sufficient statistic t(z,y) | — <x2;ry2 o %) —i Y

T 1

Carrier measure h(z) y%dxdy = y%dzdi
Moment parameter -1 ( + Vac — b2) (a,—2b,¢) " - (% + |c9\> - "

n = Elt(x,y)] = VF(0)

Table 1: Dual vector/matrix parameterizations of the Poincaré distributions defined on the upper
plane sample space H={z =z +iy € C : y > 0}.

Definition 1 (Maximal invariant of a group action [31]). We say that a map ¢ from X to a set
Y is mazximal invariant if it is invariant, specifically, ¢(gx) = p(x) for every g € G and x € X,
and furthermore, whenever p(z1) = @(x2) there exists g € G such that xo = gxi. Every invariant
map is a function of a maximal invariant. Specifically, if a map ¢ from X to a set Z is invariant,
then, there exists a unique map ® from o(X) to Z such that ® o o = 1. The spaces and functions
are summarized in this commutative diagram:

) QLA v

Nk

For each z € X, we may consider its orbit O, := {gr € X : g € G}. A map is invariant when
it is constant on orbits and maximal invariant when orbits have distinct map values. We denote
by ATe the transpose of a square matrix A and A~ the transpose of the inverse matrix A~! of a
regular matrix A. It holds that A= = (AT)~!

Proposition 1 (Maximal invariant). Define a group action of SL(2,R) to Sym™(2,R)? by
(9,(0,0)) = (g7 097", g7 T0'g7). (11)
Define a map S : Sym™(2,R)? — (Rxg)? x R by
S(0.0) := (61,10, x(@'6™)) (12)

Then, the map S is maximal invariant of the group action.



Proof. Observe that S is invariant with respect to the group action:
S (9,9') =S (gﬂ,g.@’) .

Assume that 5(0(1),9(2)) =S5 (5(\1/),5(\2/)) We see that there exists gya) € SL(2,R) such
that geu)ﬂ(l) = 9&30(1)9&1) = /|0W|I3, where I denotes the 2 x 2 identity matrix. Then,
01 = \/10M g1 ggr)- Let 0©) := gy, .03 = g [6@ g1 Then,

tr (9(3)) =tr (9(2)99_(})g&$) = \/th" (9(2)(9(1))—1) )

We define 9,0 and 6®) in the same manner. Then, tr (9(3)) =tr <9’(?)) and 9| = ‘5(\5‘ Hence
the set of eigenvalues of 6©) and % are identical with each other. By this and 8(3), 5(\5 € Sym(2,R),

there exists h € SO(2) such that h.0) = 6G). Hence (hgp)).0® = 9 6(2). We also see that

o)

(hgeu)).@(l) = gg(l)ﬂ(l) =4/ ‘9(1)‘ I = ‘é?f)’ I = ge/(‘;)/—(\l/)

Thus we have o
(60,62)) = (g0t hgga)- (6, 62,

See [56, Remark 1] for an alternative proof.
Proposition 2. Dy [pg : pg| = Dy [pg—ng—l :pg_T9/9_1]

For g € SL(2,R), we denote the pushforward measure of a measure v on H by the map z — g.z
on H by vog.
The latter part of the following proof utilizes the method used in the proof of [68, Proposition

1].
Proof. We first see that for g € SL(2,R),

D¢ [po : por) = Dy [pg og_1 : per og_l] . (13)

Let p(dzdy) := dody/y?. Then it is well-known that p is invariant with respect to the action
of SL(2,R) on H, that is, 4 = po g~ ! for g € SL(2,R).
Define a map ¢ : © x H — R+ by

a(z? + y?) +2bz + ¢ 0— a b

Y b c

o0,z + yi) ==

Then, ¢(0,2) = ¢(g.0, g.2) for g € SL(2,R).
Since

[l exp(2/0])
s

po(z,y)drdy = xp(—p(0, x + yi))p(dzdy),

we have pg o g~! = p, . Hence,
Dy [pg og ! :py o g_l] =Dy [pg_g :pg'gx] . (14)
The assertion follows from (13) and (14). O



By Propositions 1 and 2,

Theorem 1 (Canonical terms of the f-divergences between Poincaré distributions). Every f-
divergence between two Poincaré distributions pg and py is a function of (|0], 0’|, tr (6'67")) and
invariant with respect to the SL(2,R)-action.

Since |6 +6'| = |0] + |6/ + |0]tr (06~ "), every f-divergence between two Poincaré distributions
pe and pyr is also a function of (||, 0], (0 + ¢']).

Recently, Tojo and Yoshino [70] introduced a notion of deformed exponential family associated
with their G/H method in representation theory. As an example of it, they considered a fam-
ily of deformed Poincaré distributions. The statement of Theorem 1 above also holds for these
distributions. See [56, Theorem 2] for details.

Remark 1 (Foliation). Fort > 0, let O(t) := {0 € © : |0] = t}. The sets O(t) for t > 0 yields
a foliation of the natural parameter space ©: O = U;~00O(t). Then, every f-divergence between
distributions on O(t) is symmetric: D¢(pg, : po,) = D¢(po, : po,) for all 61,62 € O(t).

We have exact formulae for the squared Hellinger divergence and the Neyman chi-squared
divergence.

Proposition 3. (i) (squared Hellinger divergence) Let f(u) = (/u — 1)2/2. Then,

2|9‘1/4|(9/|1/4 exp (|0|1/2 + ‘9/|1/2)
16+ 012 exp (16 + 0'[1/72)

Dilpe: por) =1 - (15)

(ii) (Neyman chi-squared divergence) Assume that 20" — 6 € ©,,. Let f(u) := (u — 1)2. Then,

Diln: o] — ] exp(ale'|/2) )
S0 = PO = g2 1207 = 0172 exp (2(0]772 + |26/ — 6]172))

We remark that |0 + 6’| and |26’ — 6] can be expressed by using |6], |¢’|, and tr(¢’6~1). Indeed,
we have

EA 0] + 16| + |0 tr(0'671),
20 — 0| = 4|0'| + 0] — 2|0] tr(6'07 ).

We can show Proposition 3 by straightforward calculations. The Kullback-Leibler divergence is
considered in the following subsection.

a b a b

Proof. Let 6 = and 0/ =
b c v
(i) We remark that 6 + ¢’ € ©,. Then,

\/p0 ($7 y)pe’ (.T, y)

_ 01Y/410" 1Y exp ((10)/2 + |0'1/2) /2) exp (_(a+a’)(a:2 +y2)/2+ (b+V)x+ (c+ c’)/2> .

my? Yy

10



It holds that

y y?
_ 27
Vie+a)e+e)=b+VPen(V(a+d)(c+d) = b+b)°/2)

Now the assertion holds.
(ii) It holds that

/ 2 2 ,.’13 c C/ 2
/exp<_<a+a)(az +12)/24 (b+ )z + (c+ )/2>d dy
H

po (2,9)?
po(z,y)
|| exp(4]0']V/?) (_ (2a/ — a)(2® +y?) +2(20' — b)z + 2 — c>
m|0]1/2 exp(20]1/2) y '

By the assumption, it holds that

/ ( (2a’ — a)(z? + y?) + 2(26 — b)x + 2¢' — c) dzdy
exp | —
H

y y?
B T
B V(2d = a)(2¢ — ¢) — (20 — b)2exp(\/(2a' — a)(2¢/ —¢) — (20 — b)2)
Now the assertion holds. ]
1
Example 1. Let us report a numerical example. Let 61 = 01 and 0y = (2) ) . Both pg,

and pg, belongs to the left ©(1) since |61 = 02| = 1. Then Dy (py, : po,) = Ds(pe, : po,) = 3.

The conjugate prior of a density pg(x) = exp((#,t(x)) — F(0))h(z) of a m-order exponential
family is an exponential family of order m + 1 with sample space X, = © and canonical density

q9(x) = exp((¥, (0, —=F(0))) — Fe(V))he(x).
Conjugate priors are used in Bayesian inference, and the conjugate prior of the Poincaré distribution
is an exponential family of order 4 which has been reported in [68].

2.3 Kullback-Leibler divergences from reverse Bregman divergences

The Kullback-Leibler divergence Dxi, is the f-divergence obtained for the generator f(u) = —log u.
Since the Kullback-Leibler divergence between two densities of an exponential family amounts to
a reverse Bregman divergence [8], we have

o0 o0 x’
Dicelpo : por] = / / pa(, y)log P28V 4oy — B - 0),
=—00 Jy=0 Py (CC, y)

where

1
F9) = —ilog 0] — 2+/10|

since Bregman generators are equivalent modulo affine terms. The log-normalizer can be expressed
as a function of D: F(D) = —log D — 2D where D = D(0) = |0| = D(a,b,c) = Vac — b>.

11
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Po,

DKL[p(ﬁ :p(?»z] = BF(02 : 91)

R

(-):Synuﬂ?,]R):{{ b c] : a>0,c>0,ub702>0}

Figure 3: Correspondence between calculating the Kullback-Leibler divergence between parametric
densities and the corresponding parameter divergence on the cone parameter space

Figure 3 schematically illustrates the correspondence between calculating a statistical divergence
between parametric densities (e.g., the KLD) and the corresponding parameter divergence on the
parameter space (e.g., the natural parameter space © is the open convex symmetric positive-definite
cone, SPD cone for short).

The matrix gradient of F(6) is

VF(#) = — <; - |0|> o — ! — <1 + Vac — b2> (a,—2b,¢)", 0= (a,b,c)", (16)

where =7 = (§71) T denotes the inverse transpose operator.
Thus we have

Dxulpe : por] = Br(0':0):=F(0') = F(0) — (0’ = 0,VF(9)),

= glogigr +2 (VI = VIFT) + (5 + VIFT) (w8 ) -2

Proposition 4. The Kullback-Leibler divergence between two Poincaré distributions pg and pg: is

Diao ool = g log g1 +2 (VT - VIFT) + (5 + VI (wi@s ) -2 an

Observe that the KLD is indeed a function of D = ||, D' = |#| and tr(¢’0~!) as claimed in
Corollary 1.

a b
The action of g = € SL(2,R) with ad — bc = 1 (for a,b,c,d € R) on the sample space
c d

z € H is a linear fractional transformation:

az+b
— :
cz+d

(18)

12



Furthermore, the action g.z = ?jig corresponds to the action of g on 6:

g0:=g T x0xg L (19)
We check that for any g € SL(2,R), we have
Dxw[po : por] = Dxulg-po : 9-po’] = Dxr[pg.6 : pg.or]- (20)

Notice that the only symmetric Bregman divergences are squared Mahalanobis divergences [20].
Thus the KLD between two Poincaré distributions is asymmetric in general. The situation is
completely different from the Cauchy distribution whose f-divergences are always symmetric [55,

73]. We show that every positive power of the Jeffreys divergence is also not a distance on the
parameter space [57].

Proposition 5. Let the Jeffreys divergence be
D lpe : per] == Dxvr[pe : por] + DxL[pe : po]-
Then, for any a >0, D;[pg : per]® is not a metric on Sym™ (2, R).
Proof. For i = 1,2,3, let )\gi),)\g) be the eigenvalues of (1) = ' € Sym™*(2,R). We will

bi C;
show that the triangle inequality fails for certain 0, i = 1,2,3. Then,

- o DI
0] = XA, ex(609) 6) 1) = A%) n % ij=1,2,3.
)\11 21

By Proposition 4,

DJ[PwiP(‘)]:( /\()/\()Jr) Lo+ 22 -2 +< AN +> Moy o)
0 90 1 72 9 )\gz) )\gl) 1 2 2 Agj) )\gj)

Assume that [§)| = 1,7 =1,2,3. Then,

)\(J) )\(Z) a
D j[pgciy : peiy]® = 3¢ }i) + % -2 ,4,5=1,23.
A Y
1 1

Hence it suffices to show that
2 1 a 3 2 a 3 1 a
AT NN A (A
)\gl) /\52) )\32) )\53) )\gl) /\§3)

. (1) 1(2) \(3) : AB AP
for some choices of A7, A\;”’, A\{”’. This holds for the case that ﬁ = ﬁ = ¢ for a large constant
1 1

c. O
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Remark 2. Notice that

(i) if we assign the values of the eigenvalues of 6 and ¢, then, (|6],]0|,tr(6'071)) is uniquely
determined. However, even if we assign the values of |0|,]0'],tr(0'0~1Y), the set of the eigenvalues
of 0 and 0’ is not uniquely determined.

(ii) ()\(11), /\él), /\?), )\g)) is not an invariant of the group action of SL(2,R) to Sym(2,R)? defined

by (9, (0W,0%))) = (g7 ToWg1, g ToR g ).
(i4) In the above proof, ) € ©(1),i = 1,2,3. By Remark 1, Dxu1[pgiiy : pei]® is symmetric, but
it does mot satisfy the triangle inequality.

2.4 Dual moment parameterization and Fenchel-Young divergences

The dual moment parameterization [16] is n = E,, [t(xz)] = VF(6) [16]. Observe that n is a
symmetric negative-definite matrix, and therefore the moment parameter space is

H={n) : 6 € ©} =Sym™ (2,R).
To compute the convex conjugate function

F*(n) = Sggw,m — F(0), (21)

first consider inverting n(0) = VE' ().
Let us assume a priori that 8(n) = D*(n)n~! for a scalar function D*(n) < 0. Since n(6(n)) = n,
and n(0) = VF(0), we get

VED ) =~ (54 VI ) it =

That is, we find that

D*(n) = — (; 4 D(9)> . (22)

We obtain the convex conjugate as

F(n) = (n,0(n)) — F(6(n)),
where (n,0(n)) = 2D*(n).
The Fenchel-Young divergence [47]
Appe(0 1) = F(0) + F* (') = (6, 7'), (23)

is an equivalent of the Bregman divergence using the mixed natural/moment parameters, where
n' = VF(#). We have
Bp(0:0") = App(0:7),

Thus the KLD between py and pg: can be calculated in many equivalent ways:

Dxrlpg :pg] = Br(0:0), (24)
= App(0 :n), (25)
= Ap-p(n:0), (26)
= Bp<(n:17). (27)



since (F*)* = F' (Fenchel-Moreau biconjugation theorem [59] which holds for for proper lower-semi
continuous convex functions F).

Exponential families enjoy many nice properties [16]: For example, the maximum likelihood
estimator (MLE) of a set of n identically and independently distributed observations z1, ..., z, on
H is given in the moment parametrization as follows:

Zt(zi).
=1

The MLE is consistent, asymptotically normally distributed, and efficient [16] (i.e., matching the
Cramér-Rao lower bound). The corresponding natural parameter is § = V F*(7)) by the equivariance
property of the MLE.

n=

S

2.5 Fisher information matrix and Riemannian Fisher metric

The Fisher information matrix for a regular exponential family [16] is defined as

1y(0) = —Ep, [V§logpg(z)] . (28)

Thus for an exponential family of order m = dim(©), we have Ip(f) = V2F(6). Using the dual
parameterization, we also have I,,(n) = V2F*(n) and Ip(0)I,(n) = I, where I,,, denotes the m x m
identity matrix.

By using symbolic computing (see Appendix A), we obtain the Fisher information matrix of
the Poincaré distributions.

In information geometry, the Fisher information matrix is used to define the Fisher informa-
tion metric gr (expressed as the Fisher information matrix (FIM) Iy in the local coordinate
system 6,) on the Riemannian manifold of the Poincaré distributions P. The length element
ds? = d0] Iy, (0,) = db, is independent of the parameterization. The Rao distance [7] is the
geodesic distance of the Riemannian manifold (P, gr).

More generally, information geometry [4] considers the dual +a-structures that consist of a
pair of torsion-free affine connections V*® coupled to the Fisher metric gg so that w =V,
where V9 denotes the Levi-Civita metric connection induced by gr. The Fisher-Rao geometry
corresponds to the 0-geometry. The a-connections are defined by their Christoffel symbols I'* which
can be found by the Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection and the Amari-Chentsov
cubic tensor 7' whose components are Tj;;(0) = %%%I (#). Using symbolic computing (see
Appendix A), we can calculate the 3% = 27 components Tijr of T. Since T is totally symmetric, we
have Tiji, = T, (i)o(j)o(k) for any permutation of {1,2,3}. For example, we find that

3c3Vac—02—4¢73

T:
11 4a3e3 —12a2b%2c2 +12ab*c— 408’

T —a’bc® +Vac— b2 (2abc+2b3)—ab3c+2b5
123 .

Vac—0b (2a3c3 —6a2b?c2+6abtc—205)

Note that this Fisher metric is invariant under the linear fractional transformation action of
SL(2,R). Moreover, any f-divergence yields a scaled metric f”(1) Ip(6) since

Lylpo  posas] = 30" (DA (6)d0 + o (0]P) (29)

15



when df — 0, see [4].

Many Riemannian metrics and related Riemannian distances have been investigated and clas-
sified by invariance and other properties on the open cone of positive-definite matrices. We refer
the reader to the PhD thesis [67] for a panorama of such Riemannian metrics.

2.6 Differential entropy
The differential entropy h[pg] := — [ po(x,y)log ps(x,y)dzdy can be calculated as follows [51]:

hlpe] = —F"(n) — Epy[k(z)] = —F"(n) + 2 Ep, [log y]. (30)

Thus we need to calculate the term Ej,, [logy]. Let D := vac — b?. We first integrate exp <—M)

y
with respect to x and eliminate the variable x. Then, by the change-of-variable y = %ez,

D D
Ep,llogy] = ”7762D/R <log ~ + z) exp (—2D cosh(z) — %) dz. (31)

Let K, (z) be the modified Bessel function [74] of second kind of order v. Then, it has the following
integral expression [35, Eq. (8.432.1)]:

K,(z) :/ exp(—=z cosh(t)) cosh(vt)dt, Re(z) > 0. (32)
0
Then,
/ Z exp (—2D cosh(z) — E) dz = —2/ zexp(—2D cosh(z)) sinh (E) dz, (33)
& 2 0 2
_ 2 K,(2D). (34)
v v=1/2
Therefore,
__[D,p D )
E,,logy] =2 - (log ( ; > Ky,5(2D) — 9 |, /o KZ,(QD)> . (35)
By [35, Eq. (8.469.3) and (8.486(1).21)],
D et
E,,[logy] = log (a) /0 t—|—4Ddt' (36)
That is, we have
Eyllogs] = log () ~ e 1(0,4D), (37)
where ~
Ia,z) = / - letd (38)

is the upper incomplete Gamma function.
Thus we have that
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Proposition 6. The differential entropy hlpg| of a Poincaré distribution py is
hlpg] = 1+ log(nD) — 2log a — 2¢*PT(0,4D), (39)
where D = \/@ = vac — b2.
Notice that h(pg) is not a function of D, it depends also on a. See Remark 5 for the reason.

Example 2. Let us report a numerical example. We consider two Poincaré distributions defined
by the following parameters:

1 1
11| 11
1 2 ] L 1 2
We have the dual parameters:
—0.488 0.244 , —-3.132 0.391
~ , N~
0.244 —3.906 0.391 —0.783

The dual potential functions are evaluated as
F(0) ~ —3.114, F(0') ~ —1.904,

and
F*(n) ~ —0.669, F*(n')~—1.032,

We find that the forward and reverse Kullback-Leibler divergences are
Dxwlpe : per] >~ 5.360, Dxr[pe : pe] ~ 8.573
The differential entropies of pg and pg: are
hlpg] ~ —0.608, hlpe] ~ 3.074

Now choose the following transformation matriz g of SL(2,R):

Then we have
15,5 =-7.75 3 —2.25

—775 4 ' —225 2
We see that the invariance of the KLD by the action of g:

Dx1.[g-po : 9-po] = DxL[pg.o : Pg.or] = Dxwr[pe : per] =~ 5.360.

Figure 2.6 displays the distributions pg, pe:, pg.6, and py.er .
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Do Dbor

Pg.¢

Pg.0

Figure 4: The Poincaré distributions pg and py with their corresponding distributions p, gand pg ¢
obtained by the action of g € SL(2,R). The Kullback-Leibler divergence is preserved: Dkr,[pg.g :

Pg.0'] = Dk1[pe : po]

2.7 The skew Bhattacharyya distances and Chernoff information

The «a-Bhattacharyya divergence [23, 49] between two probability distributions with densities p(z, y)
and ¢(z,y) on the support H is defined by

Dalp:q] = —log/Hpa(x,y)ql‘“(xyy)drcdy- (40)

When the densities belong the same exponential family with cumulant function F'(6), i.e., p = py
and g = py of an exponential family, the a-Bhattacharyya divergence amounts to a skew Jensen
divergence:

Dalpo : por]l = Jra(6: 6'), (41)

where

Tra(0:0) = aF(0) + (1 — a)F(0) — F(af + (1 — a)8). (42)

Moreover, the KLLD between densities of an exponential family tends asymptotically to a scaled
skewed Jensen divergence [49]:

D tper] = lim ————
KL[PB p@] all% a(l—a)

Jra(0:0") (43)
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Opa
Le

Sample space: Hyperboloid upper sheet

(model of hyperbolic geometry) Natural parameter space: cone

Figure 5: The family of hyperboloid distributions has sample space the hyperboloid upper sheet
and natural conic parameter space.

with the skewed Jensen divergence for the Poincaré family is

1 1—a)0+ b
JF,aw : 0,) = 5103 <|( |0|1)a|9/|a |>

+2 (\/|(1—oz)¢9+049’| (1 —a)V/]I] + |9/y)). (44)

By choosing « small (say, a = ¢ = 0.01), we can approximate the KLD by a scaled a-skewed
Jensen divergence which does not require to calculate the gradient term VF(0):

DxLlpo : por] e Jre(0:6). (45)

The Chernoff information between two Poincaré distributions can be approximated efficiently
using [46].

3 The hyperboloid distributions

We first give the definition of the Lobachevskii space (in reference to Minkowski hyperboloid model
of hyperbolic geometry also called the Lorentz model) and the parameter space of the hyperboloid
distribution. Let d > 2. Let

Ld::{(xo,x1,~- ,xd)ERd+1:x0:\/1+x%+'--+x3}

@]Ld = {(90,91,“' ,Gd) ERd—H 16y > \/9%4‘"'4‘95}.

Let the Minkowski inner product [24] be

and

[(zo, 21, zd), (Yo, Y1, ,¥a)| = Zoyo — T1y1 — - - — TaVYd-

We have L = {z € R : [z,2] = 1} and L¢ C Opa.

Now we define the hyperboloid distribution by following Section 7 in [13, 15, 17]. Hereafter, for
case of notation, we let |0] := [6,60]'/2, 6 € ©p4. For § € Opa, we define a probability measure Py
on LY ~ R? by

Py(dxy -+ - dxg) := cq(|0]) exp(—[0, Z])p(dy - - - dayg), (46)
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where we let

0 $(d=1)/2 0
cq(t) == , t>0,
2(2m)([4=1/2K (q_1)2(t)
T = l]-‘i’zx?,xl,"'axd )
and 1
p(day - - - dzyg) = dzy - - - day,

\/1"‘21‘33@2

where K(q_1)/2 is the modified Bessel function of the second kind with index (d — 1)/2. The
1D hyperboloid distribution was first introduced in statistics in 1977 [14] to model the log-size
distributions of particles from aeolian sand deposits, but the 3D hyperboloid distribution was later
found already studied in statistical physics in 1911 [40]. The 2D hyperboloid distribution was
investigated in 1981 [19].

We can rewrite the probability density function of the hyperboloid distribution of Eq. (46) in
the canonical form of an exponential family of order [16] m = d + 1 as follows:

1

po(x1,...,zq) = cq(|0]) exp(—[0,T]) ———m=,
\/ L+ %2

d 1 d
= exp (Z 0;z; — Ooxo + logcq(|6]) — 3 log (1 + fo)) , (48)

=1 =1
= exp(t(z)'0 — F(0) + k(z)), (49)

(47)

where t(x) = (—\/1 + Y2t e, ,:Ud) is the vector of sufficient statistics (linearly indepen-
dent) and F(6) = —logcy ( 02 — Zle 9?) is the log-normalizer (cumulant function) and k(z) =

—% log <1 + Z?:l mf) is the auxiliary carrier term. The natural parameter space is ©pq. When

d = 2, the order is m = d + 1 = 3 which coincides with the order of the exponential family of
Poincaré distributions.
It can be shown that

5 ! log |0] + log(2(27)(4—1/2), (50)

F(0) = log K (g_1/2(10]) —

Table 2 summarizes the canonical decomposition of the exponential family of hyperboloid dis-
tributions.

Since the Fisher information matrix (FIM) of an exponential family density with log-normalizer
F(0) is V2F(0), we get the FIM for the hyperboloid distributions as

1(0) = —Vv? logeq (|0]) = —V?log ey
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Hyperboloid pdf po(z) = cq(|0]) exp(—10, ?ﬁ])\/ﬁ

Exponential family po(z) = exp ([t(x),0] — F(0) + k(x))

Sufficient statistic t(x) = ( 1+ > 22,21, ... ,xd>

Auxiliary carrier term | k(z) = —%log (1+ Zi:l :c?)

Cumulant function F(0) = log K g_1/2(10]) — % log || + log(2(2m)@=1)/2)

Table 2: Canonical decomposition of the exponential family of hyperboloid distributions. Here,
0] := [0, 6]/ for 6 € O

Let d = 2. We remark that

L
Kl/Q(Z) = 56 , 2> 0. (52)
Then, for § = (y, 61,02) € Or2,

\/ﬁ \/m B
Py(dzidxe) = 05 — 07 — 05 exp(\/05 — 07 — 03) exp(— \/m 011 — O222))

dxidzs.
2 V1+af+ a3
The log-normalizer of this family of 2D hyperboloid distributions (order m = 3) is
1 02 — 62 — 02
F(0) = —5 log % — /0% — 02 — 62 (53)
The gradient is ) )
_ b _ b0
o 10l
n=VF(®) = 9\19| +
02 0o
| V9] * 9] |

The Kullback-Leibler divergence between two densities pg, and pg, of an exponential family
expressed using the standard inner product (-, -) is:

Dxu[po, : po,] = F(02) — F(61) — (02 — 61, VF(61)).

Thus, for d = 2, the FIM for the local coordinate 6 = (6, 01, 602) can be calculated in closed-form
using symbolic computing (e.g., maxima program):

2
16) = <_8§i§9j (0)>ij:0,1,2 >4
(2+10D65 —161*(1 + 16]) —(246])6061 —(2+10])6062
= —(2+ 166061 (2+16))63 + [6]2(1 + |6 (2 +(01)6162
—(2+0])0002 (2 +16])6102 (2410163 + [07(1 + |60])
(55)
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[18, p.126] gives the FIM for the local coordinate (|0],61/]0|,62/|0]) different® from ours, but its
simple expression of [18, p.126] is useful to show that the statistical manifold is Hadamard but not
Einstein (see Appendix E and Proposition 10 in it).

3.1 Statistical f-divergences between hyperbolic distributions

Now we consider group actions on the space of parameters O «. Let the indefinite special orthogonal
group be

SO(1,d) = {A € SL(d+ 1,R) : [Az, Ay] = [z,y] Vz,y € RdH} :

and

SOg(1,d) := {A € SO(1,d) : A(LY) = ]Ld} .
An action of SOg(1,d) to (Opa)? is defined by
SOy (1,d) x (©14)* 3 (A, (6,0)) +— (A0, AD') € (O4)*.

Proposition 7 (Maximal invariant). The mapping (0,0") — ([6,6],[0',0'],[0,6']) is a mazimal
invariant for the action of SOu(1,d) to (©p4)* defined above.

In the following proof, all vectors are column vectors.

Proof. 1t is clear that the map is invariant with respect to the group action. Assume that

(169, 00), (0, 61,60, 6)]) = ( [6,60], [0, 6@ , [0, 6%)] ).

Let

Then, [¢1,v2] = [;ﬁ;%]
We first consider the case that i = % = (1,0,---,0)". Let 1 = (x40, 7$id)T’Ji =

(ﬁ), 7@)Ta i = ]-52 Then> T20 = @E) > 0, x%l + - +x%D = '1?5/12 + - +52\l/)2 and hence
there exists a special orthogonal matrix P such that P(xo1,---,29p)' = (T21,--- ,:I/JQ\B)T. Let
1 0 — —
A= . Then, A € SOy(1,d), Ay = (1,0,---,0)" =1y and Ay = ths.
0 P

We second consider the general case. Since the action of SOg(1, d) on L defined by (A, ) +— Az
is transitive, there exist A, B € SOy(1,d) such that Ay = By = (1,0,---,0)T. Thus this case is
attributed to the first case. O

We regard u as a probability measure on 4. We recall that [A0, AZ] = [0, 7] for A € SOy(1,d).
We remark that  is an SO(1, d)-invariant Borel measure [39] on L¢. The hyperboloid distributions
for d = 3 were considered in [41]. Now we have that

®Eq. (54) does not hold for this coordinate.
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Theorem 2 (Canonical terms of the f-divergences between the hyperboloid distributions). Fvery

f-divergence between pg and py is invariant with respect to the action of SOg(1,d), and is a function
of the triplet ([0,0],10',0'],10,€¢]).

There is a clear geometric interpretation of this. The side-angle-side theorem for triangles in
Euclidian geometry states that if two sides and the included angle of one triangle are equal to two
sides and the included angle of another triangle, the triangles are congruent. This is also true for the
hyperbolic geometry and it corresponds to Proposition 7 above. Every f-divergence is determined
by the triangle formed by a pair of the parameters (6,6") when f is fixed.

The statement of Theorem 2 also holds for a deformed family of the hyperboloid distribution.
See [56, Theorem 4] for details.

Proposition 8 (Examples of divergences between hyperboloid distributions). We have that
(i) (Kullback-Leibler divergence)
Dxw[po : po]
Kg_1)2(0" d—1 0 0,0' (0,0 — 01K (1) 5(10])
:log< (d—1)/2(] \)) N <21 (| ,> +[ ] 1> a-1)/2 .
Ka-1)/2(16]) 2 |0"] [0,6] 101K (a-1)/2(161)
(ii) (squared Hellinger divergence) Let f(u) = (y/u — 1)2/2. Then,

6114 D/41g (DA 1y 15(18 + 6')/2)
6+ 014072 [K 41y 26D K a1y 2(16')

Df[pg Zpgl] =1- 2(d_1)/4

(iii) (Neyman chi-squared divergence) Let f(u) := (u — 1)%. Assume that 20’ — 0 € ©pa. Then,

0|2 exp(2]¢'])
6126 — 6] exp(]6] + 26" — 0]

Dy¢lpe : por] = —1.

Proof. (i) We see that
DxL[py : por] = F(0') — F(0) — (VF(0),0 —0).
We see that for every differentiable function g,

(a10. ~ 0) = 2o, ~ 0,

By this and Eq. (50), we have assertion (i).
(ii) We remark that if 6,6’ € Oya, then, (0 + 60)/2 € Opa. We see that

[ Ve - O el

Cd ’9 + 9,’)

(iii) This follows from

(@) )’ e, )
/ <pe<x> ‘1> pe("“")df“/ po(e) TS 0D ea(20r 0]
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By this assertion and Eq. (52), we have that

Corollary 1. Let d = 2. Then,
(i) (Kullback-Leibler divergence) Let f(u) = —logu. Then,

(B 10,01 (6.9
Dy[pe : por] = log <|9|> — 101+ [0.6) 10|

(ii) (squared Hellinger divergence) Let f(u) = (y/u — 1)2/2. Then,

Dilpo: po] =1 — 2(0]1/2|0'|*/2 exp (0] /2 + |0']/2)
Feo - 1o 0+ 0 exp(j0+0/2)

(iii) (Neyman chi-squared divergence) Let f(u) := (u —1)%. Assume that 20’ — 0 € Opa. Then,

|0'|% exp(2]0'|)
D N 7| = — 1.
7lpo : po] 10]]20" — 0] exp(|0] + 267 — 0])

Remark 3. (i) The Neyman chi-squared divergence can take infinity. For example, let § =
(4,0,...,0) and ' = (1,0,...,0).
(ii) (Foliation) For t > 0, let

O(t) :=={0 € Opa : 0| =t}.

Then, by noting that [0,6'] = [0/, 0], every f-divergence is symmetric on O(t). For example, ift = 1
and d = 2, then, for f(u) = —logu,

Dylpe : por) = 2(0,60'] — 1)

on ©(1). We can also show that every positive power of Df[pg : pgr] is not a metric on ©(1) by
Proposition 9 below and Remark 2 (iii).

3.2 Hyperboloid mixtures as universal density approximator

The set of the d-dimensional hyperboloid mixture model is given by

n n
Mya = {Zwipgi 01,...,0, € Opa, w; > O,Zwi — 1}.

i=1 =1
The following shows that the hyperboloid mixture model has a universal property as the

location-scale model.

Theorem 3. The set of statistical mixtures My is dense in the space of the probability distribution
on R® for the topology of the weak convergence.

Proof. In this proof we identify L¢ with RY. We first remark that the set of the Dirac masses
{62} rcra is dense in the space of the probability distribution on R? for the topology of the weak
convergence, by applying the Krein-Milman theorem to the space of the probability measures on a
compact subset of R? and using the fact that R? is o-compact.
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Hence it suffices to show that for every 6 € L%, P,y converges weakly to 8y as t — +oo. Let f
be a bounded continuous function on L% Then it suffices to show that

/Ld f(x)dPy(z) — f(0), t— +oc. (56)

It is not difficult to show that if lim, [0, z,] = 1 then lim, . x, = 6. Hence, for every
€ > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that for every z € L¢ with [0,2] < 1+, |f(z) — f(0)| < e. Let
B(6,6) :=={z € L¢: [0,2] <1+ 6}. Then, for every ¢ > 0,

[ 1) = 5@)aPato) <
B(6,5)

Hence, by noting that f is bounded, it suffices to show that
Pyy(B(0,0)°) — 0, t — +o0.

If this holds, then,
timsup [ 1(@) = F(0)ldPo@) < e

t——+o0
We have Eq. (56) if we let € — +0.
We recall that (0. 2])
exp(—t[0,
dPy(z) = D

- eXp(—t[e,;n])u(dg;)“(dx)a z el

Now it suffices to show that

Pu(B(0,6)°)  Jpo.s)e xp(—t0, z])p(dx)
Po(B(0.9))  [p(g.5 exp(=t[0, z])p(dz)

— 0, t — +o0. (57)

We see that
[ exp(-tlo.autd) = exp(-t(1 + )(B(6.9)).
B(6.,9)

By the Lebesgue convergence theorem,
/ exp (—t([0,2] — 1 — 8)) p(dz) — 0, ¢ — +oo.
B(6,6)¢

Thus we have Eq. (57). O

Thus statistical mixture models of hyperboloid distributions are universal density estimators
of continuous pdfs in hyperbolic spaces. This result is the equivalent of Gaussian mixture models
being universal density estimators in Euclidean spaces [3].

Remark 4. Since the Poincaré distributions and hyperboloid distributions are exponential fami-
lies of hyperbolic geometry, we can consider learning statistical miztures using the corresponding
Bregman soft clustering [11] (Section 5) which implements the standard Ezpectation-Mazimization
algorithm [28] for mixture density estimation.
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3.3 Correspondence principle

It is well-known that there is a correspondence between the 2D Lobachevskii space L = L? and the
Poincaré upper-half plane H.

Proposition 9. For 6 = (a,b,c) € O := {(a, b,c):a>0,c>0,ac> b2}, let
0L = (a+c,a—c,2b) € OL.

WWe denote the f-divergence on I and H by DE:[- :+] and DI}H[- : -] respectively. Then,
(i) For 0,0" € Oy,

01> = [0r, 6] = 4161, 01> = [01, 6] = 416"|, [61,01] = 216]tx(667). (58)
(i1) For every f and 6,0" € H,

DY {peL 1P9{J = D7 [po : por]. (59)

For (i), at its first glance, there is an inconsistency in notation. However, |0| is the Minkowski
norm for § € 0, and, |0| is the determinant for § € 6,, so the notation is consistent in each setting.
By this assertion, it suffices to compute the f-divergences between the hyperboloid distributions
on L.

By Eq. (59) and Proposition 5, we see that every positive power of the Jeffreys divergence is
not a distance on Op..

Corollary 2. For any a > 0, D;[py : per]® is not a metric on (Or,)2.
By Theorem 3 and the change-of-variable in Remark 5 below, we have that

Corollary 3. The set of statistical mixztures of the Poincaré distributiuvons is dense in the space of
the probability distribution on H for the topology of the weak convergence.

By Proposition 9, we have that

Poincaré 2D hyperboloid

Theorem 1 Theorem 2
Proposition 4 Corollary 1 (i)
Proposition 3 | Corollary 1 (ii) (iii)
Proposition 5 Corollary 2

Theorem 3 Corollary 3

Table 3: Correspondences between the results for the Poincaré and hyperboloid models
Remark 5 (modified differential entropy). This correspondence does not hold for the differential

entropy. Specifically, Eq. (59) does not imply an assertion for the 2D hyperboloid model correspond-
ing Proposition 6 for the Poincaré distribution. Indeed, if we let

Wl = [, ~log(po(e e, g)dady. 0 € 1.
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then, it can happen that h™[ps] # h[pg]. The reason is that dxdy is not an invariant measure.
Now we modify the definition of the differential entropy. This modification was already pointed
out by Jaynes [38].

~ dxzd
For 0 € O, let po(x,y) == /1 + 22+ y2pe(x,y), (x,y) € R?, and pp(dxdy) := Y

VIt+aZ+y2

Let
Feipal = [ ~1og(7ale, ),y (dacdy). 0 € O,

In the same manner, for § € Oy, let pg(x,y) := v?*py(z,y), (z,y) € R x Ry, and pg(dzdy) :=
dzdy
5 Let
Yy

A [pg] = / — log (B (2, )5 () s (dady), 6 € O,
RXR++

By the change of variable
1—a2%—4? ZC) 9
H> (z,y) — (X,Y :(, € R=,
(,) = (X,7) e

and by recalling the correspondence between the parameters in Eq. (58), it holds that

po(z,y) = ¥’po(z,y) = V14 X2+ Y2y (X,Y) = ppu(X,Y),

and
pr(dedy) = pr(dXdY).

Hence,
~ ~ 2
F-{pge] = FE[pg] = —F*(n) = 1+ log (%,) —1+log (wﬁg') |
It seems more difficult to obtain an explicit formula for the differential entropy for the 2D
hyperboloid model.

Remark 6. By this corresponding principle, Eq.(56) holds also for Poincaré distributions.

1 T
Let 0 = € Oy for x + iy € H. Then, Py weakly converges to 0,44y ast — +oo.

r 2?4 y?
Hence, an analog of Theorem 8 would hold also for Poincaré distributions.

4 Numerical computations

We consider numerical computations for f-divergences between hyperboloid distributions for d = 2.
The techniques we will use below would be valid for all dimensions, but we deal with the case of the
2-dimensional case only. By the correspondence principle in Proposition 9, they are also applicable
to the Poincaré distributions. We mainly focus on the total variation distance:

Drvlp:q) = /

1
» §!p(m,y) — q(z,y)|dzdy.

In below, we find a probability space, a two-dimensional distribution (X,Y") on it and a function
go,¢» such that

Dylpe : por] = E [goo(X,Y)] . (60)
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4.1 Sampling random variates

As in [13], the hyperboloid model is expressed by the normal distribution having random mean
and variance governed by the generalized inverse gamma distribution. Specifically, Py(dxidzs),6 =
(0o, 01, 02), is the normal distribution with its mean o?(1,6,) and covariance matrix oI5, where o2
is a random variable governed by a generalized inverse gamma distribution and its density function®
is given by

0 1 2 o 0 1 2 ﬁexp <_2 <$+(90_61—92)$)>, CE>0 (61)
Hence the problem is attributed by generating a random variable following the generalized in-
verse gamma distribution. We use the software Scipy and the function scipy.stats.geninvgauss’.

It depends on an acceptance-rejection method considered by [37].

Py (,9)

If the distribution of (X,Y) is the hyperboloid distribution, and gg ¢/ (2, y) = PR
T,y

then, Eq. (60) holds.

1
2

4.2 Monte-Carlo method

Here we use Monte-Carlo methods for approximations of f-divergences between the hyperboloid
distributions.

(MC1) The first way is the importance sampling [34]. It is a variance reduction technique in
Monte-Carlo method by using a distribution with positive density. Let p = p(z) > 0 be a pdf of a
continuous distribution supported on R. Consider the scale family {p,(x) := (1/0) * p(x/0)}s>0.
Let X and Y be two independent distributions whose density functions are both p(z). Let

Hop(2,y) = f <p9,(( 3))) polz,y)
and Hy o( )
e (x,y
G0 (x,y) = m7 z,y € R. (62)

Then, Eq. (60) holds, and furthermore, we expect that by the law of large numbers, for large n,
Dy(po : por) = Elgo o (X, Y)] de o (X, Y5),

where X;,Y;,7 > 1, are independent random variables whose distributions have a density function
po(x) and we assume that g(X;,Y7) is integrable.

There are many candidates for p(z) and o > 0. However, the integrability of gp ¢ (X,Y") is
important.

There are many choices of p = p(x). In below, we consider two specific choices of p = p(x): (i)
the logistic distribution, and (ii) the t-distribution with freedom 7. These perform well in the case
of the Kullback-Leibler divergence.

5The form depends on the dimension. For d > 3, it involves the modified Bessel function of the second kind. See
[13].

7htt:ps ://docs.scipy.org/doc/scipy/reference/generated/scipy.stats.geninvgauss.html#scipy.stats.geninvgauss
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We optimize o > 0 by using the same idea as the cross-entropy method. We aim at minimizing
the variance Var(ggo (X,Y)) = Elgoo (X,Y)?] — Dy(pp : per)?. Then, for large n,

HQ,H’(xvy)Z 1< HQ,H’(XD}/;)Q

e ) PO = Y IR

E[QG,@’(Xa Y)2] :/p (

We adopt ¢ > 0 which minimizes the above integral. In numerical computations, we substitute the
sample mean above for the integral. The variances computed with the optimal o are much smaller
than the variances computed with o = 1.

(MC2) The second way is a crude Monte-Carlo method by using change-of-variables. The

correspondence
X Y
XY @) = (S =)
VI-X2-Y2 V1-X2-Y

gives a diffeomorphism between D = {(X,Y) : X2 + Y2 < 1} and R?. By the change-of-variable
formula,

Dy¢(po : por)
/ f p9’(\/1,))§2,y27 \/1,)}(/2,1/2) » ( X Y > dXdY
- 0 y
D p@(\/l_))((g_ygv\/l_;;z_yz) \/1_X2_Y2 \/1_X2_Y2 (1_X2_Y2)2

1 2w d
= / / 99,9’(T7 C)d?“2£,
r=0J¢=0 n

p’( 271/. 2) i
90,00 (r,C) :=2m f A (\/rlco_sycﬂ’\;lsilf&) (1 —TTQ)QI

where we let

Let U,V be the uniform distributions on [0, 1] and [0, 27| respectively. Then, Eq. (60) holds, and
furthermore, we expect that by the law of large numbers, for large n,

Dylpo : por] = Elgoo (U, V)] de o' (Ui, Vi),

where U;, V;,7 > 1, are independent random variables and U; and V; follow the uniform distribution
on [0, 1] and [0, 27] respectively. As in the first case, the integrability of gy ¢ (U;, V;) is important.
4.3 Monte Carlo estimators and the total variation distance

We have not yet obtained a closed-form formula for the total variation distance between the hy-
perboloid distributions.

4.3.1 Theoretical backgrounds

po(,y)

Lemma 1. If (X,Y) follows the hyperboloid distribution, and g e (x,y) = o(@.0)
Y

for some (0,6,

— 1|, then,

1
2
Var (99’9/ (X, Y)) = +o0.
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Proof. Let 8 = (4,0,0) and 8" = (1,0,0). Then, for some large M > 0, ggvgf(x,y)2p9(x,y) >
exp((1 + 22 + y?)V2) if (22 + y?)Y/2 > M. Hence,

E [gop(X,Y)?] > / 0.0/ (2, y)*pa(z, y)dady = +oo.
(x2+y2)1/22M
]

Theoretically, the Student ¢-distribution would be a good choice for the density p = p(z) in the
importance sampling, because gy ¢/ (x,y) is bounded and hence good tail estimates hold.

Lemma 2. Let 0,0' € Op. If p(x) is a t-distribution with degree of freedom m > 1, then,

(i) go.0r(x,y) in Eq. (62) is bounded on R?.

(ii) Let X;,Y;,i > 1, be independent random variables whose distributions have a density function
p(x). Then, for everyn > 1,

g
( deef (Xi,Yi ) < | 949n||oo (63)

(i1i) For every n > 1 and every t > 0,

1 n
p <‘n > 900 (X, ;) — Drv(po : py)
=1

2 2
/ t
>t < 2min{ H992,9 [E3 55 €XD <_n2> } .
190,60 13 + 4nt 196.60011%

Proof. (i) This follows from the comparison of the polynomial growth and the exponential growth
of the functions on R2.

Let 0 = (0o,01,02) € Op. Then, for sufficiently small € > 0, ) := (6o — €,01,02) € O, and
1nfx€R2 [9(5 T ‘9 | > 0.

We see that for every ni,ns >0,

|21 2|2 exp(=[0, 7]) = |21 [*[x2]"* exp(=[be), 7]) exp <_€V L+ ;é)

< Jaa[™ exp(—efa1|/4)|z2]" exp(—e|z2|/4) exp(—[0(e)])-

(ii) We remark that gy ¢ is positive in the case of the total variation distance. This follows from
the inequality that
90,0713

Var(ggor(X,Y)) <
(iii) This follows from (ii), the Chebyshev-Cantelli inequality and the Azuma-Hoeffding inequal-
ity. O
4.3.2 Numerical computations
Here we give numerical computations. We consider the following cases:

(6.6 €{((1,0,0),(2,1,1)),((1,0,0),(3,1,1)),((1,0,0), (4, 1,1)), ((1,0,0), ( 2))
((2,1,1),(3,1,1)),((2,1,1), (4, 1,1)),((3,1,1), (4,1, 1)), (4, 1, 1), (4, ))}

)
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We use the statistical software R for the Monte-Carlo methods. In (MC1), we optimize o > 0

in

by using the package optimize.
See Section B for codes and other information such as the repetition numbers of random gen-
erations.

The following are sample variances. They approximate Var (g,g,g/(X , Y)) We do not deal with

n

Hp o (X;,Y;)?

1
n ; P (X:)po (Yi)p(X:)p(Y3)

(6,6') RNG (MC1Li) | (MC1ii) | (MC2)
((1,0,0),(2,1,1)) || 0.4667749 || 0.4684961 | 0.468601 | 0.4684339
((1,0,0),(3,1,1)) || 0.4431547 | 0.4310651 | 0.4310781 | 0.4310919
((1,0,0),(4,1,1)) || 0.4760025 || 0.4868136 | 0.4868225 | 0.4868233
((1,0,0),(4,3,2)) || 0.6855790 || 0.7194658 | 0.7199457 | 0.7193469
((2,1,1),(3,1,1)) || 0.3125775 | 0.3131345 | 0.3132867 | 0.31312
((2,1,1),(4,1,1)) || 0.4486406 | 0.4543952 | 0.4546337 | 0.4544327
((2,1,1),(4,3,2)) || 0.3862757 || 0.3865376 | 0.3868286 | 0.3864432
((3,1,1),(4,1,1)) || 0.1636375 || 0.1635603 | 0.163615 | 0.1635727
((3,1,1),(4,3,2)) | 0.607509 || 0.6070837 | 0.6076672 | 0.607068
((4,1,1),(4,3,2)) || 0.7106694 | 0.7102112 | 0.7110066 | 0.7103308

Table 4: numerical computations for E [gg ¢ (X,Y)]

the case of the random number generation by Lemma 1.
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(6,6 (MC1i) (MC1ii) (MC2)
((1,0,0),(2,1,1)) | 0.194733 | 0.1927373 | 1.228994
((1,0,0),(3,1,1)) || 0.09103575 | 0.08650681 | 0.2690483
((1,0,0),(4,1,1)) | 0.1698632 | 0.1591417 | 0.2302013
((1,0,0),(4,3,2)) | 1.210232 | 1.163058 | 9.187897
((2,1,1),(3,1,1)) | 0.3186532 | 0.3176044 | 0.998442
((2,1,1),(4,1,1)) | 0.695998 | 0.6837022 | 1.395525
((2,1,1),(4,3,2)) | 0.5976724 | 0.5847235 | 5.240727
((3,1,1),(4,1,1)) | 0.0445869 | 0.04507904 | 0.08575983
((3,1,1),(4,3,2)) | 1.917317 | 1.821023 | 8.963698
((4,1,1),(4,3,2)) | 3.101666 | 2.875278 | 9.606043

Table 5: numerical computations for Var (9979/(X , Y))

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have considered two exponential families of hyperbolic distributions and studied
various information-theoretic measures and their underlying information geometry. The first hyper-
bolic exponential family is defined in on the sample space of the Poincaré upper plane model and be
either parameterized by 3D vector of equivalent 2 x 2-symmetric positive-definite matrix (§2.1). We
proved that all f-divergences between Poincaré distributions can be expressed using three canon-
ical terms (§2.2), and reported their Kullback-Leibler divergence (§2.3), their differential entropy
(§2.6) and their a-divergences (§2.7). The second hyperbolic exponential family is defined in on the
sample space of the hyperboloid model in arbitrary dimension. We prove that statistical mixtures
of hyperboloid distributions are universal density approximators of smooth densities (§3.2), and
exhibited a correspondence between hyperboloid and Poincaré distributions when the sample space
is 2D (§3.3). Finally, we described two Monte Carlo methods to estimate numerically f-divergences
between hyperboloid distributions in §4. We expect that these hyperbolic distributions and their
mixtures will prove important in machine learning increasingly dealing with hierarchical structured
datasets embedded in hyperbolic spaces [25, 64].
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A Calculations with the computer algebra system Maxima

The Fisher information metric is expressed using the natural coordinate system as the Hessian of the
log-normalizer. Using Maxima (https://maxima.sourceforge.io/), we can calculate symbolically
the Hessian using the following snippet code:

Listing 1: Calculate symbolically Fisher metric and the components of the cubic tensor for the
Poincaré distributions

F(a ,b, c¢):=log ( %pi/((sqrt (axc—bxb) xexp(2x sqrt (axc—bxb) ) )) ) ;
hessian (F(a,b,c) ,[a,b,c]);

tex (ratsimp (%)) ;

/* Calculate T_{123} x/

derivative (F(a,b,c),a,1);derivative(%,b,1);derivative (%,c,1);

tex (ratsimp (%)) ;
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B Calculations with the statistical software R

Listing 2: Calculate in R the KLD and TVD for between hyperboloid distributions

basedensity <— function(x,z,w)
(sqrt (x[1]"2—x[2]"2—x[3]"2) *exp(sqrt (x[1]"2—x[2]"2—x[3]"2))/(2xpi))
x(exp(—x[1]*sqrt(14z"24w"2) +x[2]*xz + x[3]*w)/sqrt(14+z"24w"2))

H <— function(a,b,z,w) abs(basedensity(a,z,w)—basedensity(b,z,w))/2

ELOGIS <— function(s,a,b,z,w)
H(a,b,z,w) " 2x(1+exp(z)) "2xexp(—z)*(1+exp(w)) "2xexp(—w)
x(1+exp(z/s)) "2xexp(—z/s)*(1+exp(w/s)) "2xexp(—w/s)xs"2 #(1i)

plogiss <— function(s,x,z,w)

basedensity (x,z,w)

*x(1+exp(z/s)) 2xexp(—z/s)*(1+exp(w/s)) "2xexp(—w/s)xs"2 #(1i)

ET7 <— function(s,a,b,z,w)

H(a,b,z,w) "2x(s 2%25xpi " 2%((2z/s) 24+7) "4x((w/s) 24+7)"4/(7%5488"2))
#(25%pi " 2% ((2) "247) “dx((w) "247) "4/ (7+5488°2)) #(1ii)

pt7s <— function(s,x,z,w)
basedensity (x,z,w)*(s 2%25xpi "2x((z/s) 2+47) "4dx((w/s) " 24+7)"4/(7+x5488"2)) #(1lii)

bdpolar <— function(x,r,s)
basedensity (x,r*cos(s)/sqrt(l—r"2) ,r*xsin(s)/sqrt(l—r"2))*2xpixr/(1—1r"2)"2 #(2)

TVD <— function(x,y) mean(abs(x—y)/2) #total variation
VARTVD <— function(x,y) var(abs(x—y)/2) #sample variance of TVD

#The repetition number is $10°8$.

#(MC1i)
z <— rlogis(10°8);w <— rlogis (10°8) #random number generation

ELOGIS01 <— function(s) mean(ELOGIS(s,c(1,0,0),c(2,1,1) ,z,w))

optimize (ELOGIS01,c(—10"4,10"4) ) $minimum
[1] 1.346247

x0 < plogiss (1.346247,¢(1,0,0),1.346247x2,1.346247xw)
x1 <— plogiss (1.346247,c(2,1,1),1.346247%2,1.346247*w)

TVD(x0,x1)

[1] 0.4684961
VARTVD(x0,x1)
[1] 0.194733

#(MC1ii)
z <— rt(10°8,df=7);w <~ rt(10°8,df=7) #random number generation

ET701 <— function(s) mean(ET7(s,c(1,0,0),c(2,1,1),z,w))

optimize (ET701,c(—10"4,10"4) ) $minimum
(1] 2.127577
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y0 <— pt7s(2.127577,¢(1,0,0) ,2.127577%2,2.127577*w)
vyl < pt7s(2.127577,c(2,1,1),2.127577%2,2.127577+w)

TVD(y0,y1)

[1] 0.468601
VARTVD(y0,y1)
(1] 0.1927373

#MC2)

r <— runif(10°8,0,1—-10"{—4});s < runif(10°8,0,2*pi) #random number generation
z0 <— bdpolar(c(1,0,0),r,s);zl <— bdpolar(c(2,1,1),r,s)

TVD(z0,z1)

[1] 0.4684339

VARTVD(z0 ,z1)

[1] 1.228994

The computation for (2) does not work well if we let r <~ runif (10~ 7,0,1). The reason will
be the fact that the function » — /(1 — r2)? has bad integrability around r = 1.

C Random number generation of hyperboloid variates in Python

Listing 3: Random variate generation of a hyperboloid distribution

import random

import statistics

import math

import numpy

from scipy.stats import geninvgauss

n = 100000000

def mink(a,b):
return a[0]*b[0]—a[l]*b[l]—a[2]*xb[2]

def hyperboloid2Ddensity (a,x1,x2):
return (1/(2xmath. pi))*numpy.sqrt(mink(a,a))*numpy.exp (numpy.sqrt (mink(a,a)))
sxnumpy . exp (—(a [0] *xnumpy . sqrt (1+x1xx14x2+x2)—a[l]*x1—a[2]*x2)) /numpy. sqrt (1+x1x*

x14+x2%x2)
a = [2,1,1]
b = [1,0,0]
q, ¢ = 0.5, math.sqrt (mink(a,a))
s = geninvgauss.rvs(q,c, size=n)/c
$s = numpy.sqrt(s)
x1 = numpy.random.normal(loc=s*a[l], scale=ss,size=n)
x2 = numpy.random.normal (loc=s*a[2], scale=ss,size=n)

dl = numpy.array (hyperboloid2Ddensity (a,x1,x2))
d2 = numpy.array (hyperboloid2Ddensity (b,x1,x2))
d3 = abs(d2/d1 — 1)/2

TVD = statistics.mean(d3)
print (TVD)
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D Conversions between main models of hyperbolic geometry

A probability density function pyy, (z,y) defined in one model M; of hyperbolic geometry can be
transferred into another probability density function pyz, (2',y") of another model My of hyperbolic
geometry. Figure 6 displays the conversions between the six main models of hyperbolic geometry.

Klein disk Poincaré disk Upper plane
>
k Il d D E— u
y
Hyperboloid Hemisphere Pseudosphere
h S p
. 1
k—h m(kl,k%l)
1—/1—||k|?
k—d : W(kfl, kz)
. 2
d—k 1(+||d|£2 (dl, dg)
_i(1+d
d—u -
. uU—1
k— s w(kl, kg)

u—p

1 w1 i ug _ _ 1
<u2 COS 35 o5 SN 37, arccosh(ug) /1 ug)

Figure 6: Conversion procedures between six main models of hyperbolic geometry.

Let (2/,y") = mia(x,y) denote the smooth differentiable mapping to convert (x,y) of M; to
(@, y') of My (with (z,y) = mai1(z,y) = miy (z,y)). We have

pas (7', y') = Jac, (2", 4 )pan, (2, ),
with .
8/'7/1’1_2 (.I',y):| .
0(x,y)

Furthermore, since the f-divergences between two pds are invariant by smooth diffeomor-
phisms [58] of their sample space, we have for any two densities pys, and p’M1 with corresponding

I
Jacmml(:v,y)—[
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densities pys, and pj,, on the model M :

Dylpar, < Pory) = Dylpas, = Phs,)-

E Fisher-Rao geometry of the hyperboloid distribution

The Fisher Information Matrix (FIM) is covariant under reparameterization. In [18, p.126] , the
FIM for a different local coordinate is reported. We have the following diffeomorphism:

0 ~ (0,00) x R?
0 = (00,01,02) — (10],01/16],02/10]) = (y1, Y2, y3)
For y= (y17y27y3) € (07 OO) X R27

v’ 0 0
. - (4y)(+y3) (A+y1)yeys
(9i3(¥))ig =] 0 1+y3+y3 1+y3+y3
0 _Otyyeys  (4v1)(+y3)
14y3+v3 1+y3+y3
This expression is different from (54).
The inverse matrix is given by
yi 00
9 () = 1+y3  yoys
67 W)ij =0 2 jo
0 2us 1+y3
1+y1r 14y

We use Wolfram Mathematica®) for computations. We use functions given by [32].

g = {{1/y172, 0, 0},
{0, (1 + yD*(1 + y372)/(1 + y2°2 + y372), -(1 + y1)*y2xy3/(1 + y2°2 + y3°2)},
{0, -(1 + yD)xy2xy3/(1 + y272 + y372), (1 + y)*(1 + y272)/(1 + y2°2 + y372)}};
xx = {yl, y2, y3};
E.1 Christoffel symbol of the second kind

We use the following function:

Christoffel [coordinates_,MetricTensor_]:=Module[ {n = Lengthl[coordinates]},
Simplify[ Inverse[MetricTensor].(1/2Table[ D[MetricTensor[[s, jl], coordinates[[k]]]
D[MetricTensor[[s, k]], coordinates[[jl]] -

D[MetricTensor[[j, k]], coordinates[[s]]], {s, n}, {j, n}, {k, n}]) 1 1]

The input is
Christoffel [xx,g]

The output is
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{{{-(1/y1), 0, 03,

{0, -((y172 (1 + y3°2))/(2 (1 + y2°"2 + y372))), (y1"2 y2 y3)/(2 (1 + y2°2 + y372))},
{0, (y172 y2 y3)/(2 (1 + y272 + y372)), -((y172 (1 + y272))/(2 (1 + y272 + y372)))}},
{{0, 1/(2 + 2 y1), O},

{1/ + 2 y1), -((y2 (1 + y3°2))/(1 + y2°2 + y372)), (y2°2 y3)/(1 + y2°2 + y3°2)},
{0, (y272 y3)/(1 + y272 + y372), -((y2 + y273)/(1 + y2°2 + y372))}},

{{0, 0, 1/(2 + 2 y1)},

{0, -((y3 + y373)/(1 + y272 + y372)), (y2 y372)/(1 + y2°2 + y3°2)},

{172 + 2 y1), (y2 y372)/(1 + y272 + y372), -(((1 + y272) y3)/(1 + y2°2 + y372))}}}

E.2 Riemannian curvature tensor

RiemannContravariant [coordinates_, MetricTensor_] :=

Module[{n, c}, n = Length[coordinates]; c = Christoffel[coordinates, MetricTensor];
Simplify@Table[ D[c[[i, j, 111, coordinates[[k]]] - D[c[[i, j, k]], coordinates[[1]]]
+ (c . o)[[i, k, 1, j11 - (c . o) [[i, 1, k, j11, {i, n}, {j, n}, {kx, n}, {1, n}]]

The input is
Contravariant [xx,g]

The output is

{{{{o0, o0, 0}, {0, 0, 0}, {0, 0, 03}},

{{0, -((y1 (2 + y1) (1 +y3°2))/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2))), (y1 (2 + y1) y2 y3)/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2))},
{(y1 (2 +y1) (1 +y3°2))/(4 (1 +y1) (1 +y2°2 + y372)), 0, 0},

{-((y1 (2 + y1) y2 y3)/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2))), 0, 0}},

{0, (y1 (2 + y1) y2 y3)/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y272 + y372)), -((y1 (2 + y1) (1 + y272))/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2)))},
{-((y1 (2 + y1) y2 y3)/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2))), 0, 03},

{(y1 (2 + y1) (1 +y2°2))/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y372)), 0, 0}}},

{{{o, 2 +y1)/(4 y1 (1 + y1)~2), 0}, {-((2 + y1)/(4 y1 (1 + y1)~2)), 0, 0}, {0, O, O}},

{{0, 0, 0}, {0, 0, ((2 + y1)"2 y2 y3)/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2))},

{0, -(((2 + y1)"2 y2 y3)/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y372))), 03}},

{40, 0, 0F, €0, 0, ~(((2 + y1)"2 (1 + y2°)/(& (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3")N},

{0, ((2 +y1)"2 (1 +y272))/(4 (1 +y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2)), 0}}},

{{{0, 0, (2 + y1)/(4 y1 (1 + y1)=2)}, {0, 0, 0}, {-((2 + y1)/(4 y1 (1 + y1)~2)), 0, 0}},

{{0, 0, 0}, {0, 0, ((2 + y1)"2 (1 + y3°2))/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3~2))},

{0, -(((2 +y1)"2 (1 +y372))/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y272 + y372))), 0}},

{{0, 0, 0}, {0, 0, -(((2 + y1)"2 y2 y3)/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3"2)))},

{0, ((2 + y1)"2 y2 y3)/(4 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2)), 0}}}}

E.3 Sectional curvature

RiemannCovariant [coordinates_, MetricTensor_] :=
MetricTensor . RiemannContravariant[coordinates, MetricTensor]

The input is
Simplify[RiemannCovariant [xx, gl]

{{{{0, 0, 0}, {0, 0, 0}, {0, O, 0}},

{0, -(((2 +y1) (1 +y3°2))/(4 y1 (1 +y1) (1 +y272 +y372))), ((2 +y1) y2 y3)/(4 y1 (1 +y1) (1 + y2°2 + y372))},
{2 +y1) (1 +y3°2))/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2)), 0, 0},

{-C(2 + y1) y2 y3)/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2))), 0, 0}},

{0, ((2 +y1) y2 y3)/(4 y1 (1 +y1) (1 +y272 + y372)), -(((2 + y1) (1 +y2°2))/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2)))},
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{-(((2 + y1) y2 y3)/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y372))), 0, 0},

{2+ y1) (1 +y2°2))/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y372)), 0, 0}}},

{{{0, ((2 +y1) (1 +y3°2))/(4 y1 (1 +y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2)), -(((2 + y1) y2 y3)/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2)))},
{-(((2 + y1) (1 +y372))/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2))), 0, 0},

{2 +y1) y2 y3)/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2)), 0, 0}},

{{o0, o, 03}, {0, 0, 0}, {0, 0, 03}},

{{0, 0, 0}, {0, 0, -((2 + y1)"2/(4 (1 + y2°2 + y3"2)N}, {0, (2 + y1)"2/(4 (1 + y2°2 + y3°2)), 0}}},

{{{0, -(((2 + y1) y2 y3)/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y272 + y372))), ((2 + y1) (1 + y272))/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y372))},
{2 + y1) y2 y3)/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y272 + y372)), 0, 0},

{-(((2 + y1) (1 +y272))/(4 y1 (1 + y1) (1 + y2°2 + y3°2))), 0, 0}},

{{0, 0, 0}, {0, 0, (2 + y1)~2/(4 (1 + y2°2 + y3°2))}, {0, -((2 + y1)"2/(4 (1 + y2°2 + y372))), 0}},

{{o0, o0, 0}, {0, 0, 0}, {0, O, 0}}}}

The input and output are

RiemannCovariant [xx, gl [[1, 3, 1, 3]11/(gl[[3, 311*gl[[1, 111 - gl[1, 311°2)
-((y1 (2 +y1))/(4 (1 + y1)72))

RiemannCovariant[xx, gl [[1, 2, 1, 2]1/(gl[2, 2]11*gl[[1, 111 - gll1, 211°2)
-((y1 (2 + y1))/(4 (1 + y1)72))

RiemannCovariant [xx, g] [[2, 3, 2, 3]1/(gl[[3, 3]11*gl[2, 2]] - gl[2, 3]11°2)
-((2 +y1»)"2/(4 (1 + y1)°2))

E.4 Ricci curvature

RicciCurvature[coordinates_, MetricTensor_] :=
Simplify@TensorContract [RiemannContravariant [coordinates, MetricTensor], {{1, 3}}]

The input is
RicciCurvature[xx, g]
The output is
-2 +y1)/(2y1 (1 +y1)°2)), 0, 0},
{0, -(((2 +y1) (1 +y372))/(2 (1 + y2°2 + y372))), ((2 + y1) y2 y3)/(2 (1 + y272 + y372))},
{0, ((2 + y1) y2 y3)/(2 (1 + y272 + y372)), -(((2 + y1) (1 + y272))/(2 (1 + y272 + y372)))}}

It is easy to see the manifold is complete and simply-connected. Thus we see that

Proposition 10. The statistical manifold of the 2-dimensional hyperboloid distribution is Hadamard
but not Einstein.

Fisher-Rao manifolds which are Hadamard are useful to prove convergence of optimization
algorithms [9].
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