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Abstract

Methods of hypotheses testing for equality of extrinsic antimeans on compact manifolds
are unveiled in this paper. The two and multiple sample problem for antimeans on compact
manifolds is addressed for large samples via asymptotic distributions, as well as for small sam-
ples using nonparametric bootstrap. An example of face differentiation using 3D VW antimean
projective shape analysis for data extracted from digital camera images is also given.
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1 Introduction

As numbers are slowly moving to the back burner of Statistics research, they leave the forefront to
objects, represented for simplicity as points on a complete metric space. Such metric spaces have
a richer structure than the good old numerical spaces, nevertheless they often see themselves em-
bedded in such spaces or, in the infinite dimensional case, in Hilbert spaces. The new object space
structure, leads to new statistics, some of them unimaginable in the flat world of classical nonpara-
metric data analysis. Data sitting on object spaces often time mirrors their topological structure,
leading to new location and spread parameters, such as means of finite indices (see Patrangenaru
et al.(2019)[16]) or anti-covariance matrices (see Wang and Patrangenaru (2018)[19]), that are
giving a fuller description of object data. These new local, and global statistics are delivering a
more elegant quantitative and qualitative edge over classical statistics, when it comes to Big Data
analysis of Complex type. Along these lines, in this paper we introduce extrinsic anti-MANOVA
on object spaces that have a smooth structure.

From its inception, inference on manifolds advanced in two separate directions: one on density esti-
mation (see Kim(1998)[10]), the other in parameter estimation (see Hendriks and Landsman(1998)[7]),
the reason being that the space of functions defined on a manifold, is a linear space, while the man-
ifold in itself is not, thus calling for a different type of data analysis. Our paper brings this aspect
of nonlinearity in extrinsic data analysis, and calls for more emphasis on the analysis of 3D scenes
from digital camera images, where today is the bulk of data due to technological advances.
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In Section 2, after introducing the extrinsic antimean, a recently introduced population param-
eter for a random object on a compact object space (see eg Patrangenaru et al(2016)[15]), one
derives a CLT for sample extrinsic antimeans. A statistic for two sample tests for extrinsic an-
timeans on compact manifolds is given in section 3. Section 4 is dedicated to anti-MANOVA on
manifolds. The nonparametric anti-MANOVA test developed in this section, is detailed further in
the case of 3D projective shape data in subsection 4.1, where the 3D projective shape space of
projective shapes of landmark configurations of k-ads, containing a projective frame at given land-
mark indices, leads to a anti-MANOVA projective shape analysis on the manifold (RP3)*5. The
asymptotic distributions of a Hotelling like statistic associated with the anti-MANOVA hypotheses
testing problem is shown to be key to the data analysis in Theorem 4.1, a result that is further
specialized to VW anti-MANOVA in Theorem 4.2. In Section 5 we consider an example of 3D
projective shape analysis of faces from digital camera imaging data. The paper concludes with a
discussion on future directions in extrinsic object data analysis.

2 Extrinsic Antimeans on Object Spaces

Fréchet (1948)[6] noticed that for high complexity data, such as the shape of a random contour,
numbers or vectors do not provide a meaningful representation. To investigate these kind of data,
he introduced the notion of element, nowadays called object. In that paper, he mentioned that
an object can represent for example “the shape of an egg randomly taken from a basket of eggs”.
Fréchet’s visionary concepts, were nevertheless hard to handle computationally during his lifetime.
It took many decades, until such data became the bread and butter of modern data analysis. In
particular various types of shapes of configurations extracted from digital images were represented
as points on projective shape spaces (see [11], [13]), on affine shape spaces(see [12], [18]), or on
Kendall shape spaces (see [9], [5]). To analyze the mean and variance of the random object X
on a compact object space (M, p), Fréchet defined what we call now the (second order) Fréchet
function given by

F(p) =E(p*(p, ), 2.1)
the maximizers of F in (2.1) forming the Fréchet antimean set. In case M, is a smooth manifold,
and p = p, is the geodesic distance associated with a Riemannian structure g on M, there are no
necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a unique maximizer of F, therefore in
general, with the possible exception of compact flat Riemannian manifolds, like high dimensional
flat tori, or flat Klein bottles, it is preferred to work with a “chord” distance on M induced by the
Euclidean distance in R via an embedding j : M — R and in this case, the Fréchet function
becomes

Flp) = /M i) — JP)I3Q(dx), 2.2)

where || - ||o is the Euclidean norm in RY, () = P is the probability measure on M, associated
with the r.o. X on M. In this setting, if the extrinsic antimean set has one point only, that point
is called extrinsic antimean of X, and is labeled oy p(Q), or simply aup, when j and () are
known. This happens iff the mean vector p of j(X) is aj-nonfocal, meaning that its farthest
projection on j(M), Pr (), is well defined (see Patrangenaru et al.(2016)[15]). Also, given
Xq,..., X, 1id.r.v’s from @), their extrinsic sample antimean (set) is the extrinsic antimean (set)
of the empirical distribution Qn = % Zle 0x, (see eg Patrangenaru et al (2016)[15]).

2



EXAMPLE 2.1. (see Wang and Patrangenaru(2018)[19]) Assume () is a probability distribution
on the complex projective space CP*=2 and j is its VW embedding, given by j([z]) = Zizzz*.
Let {[Z,), || Z||,r = 1,...,n} be i.id.ro.’s from Q. We say that () is « VW-nonfocal if Q) is oj-
nonfocal, w.r.t. the VW embedding j. Then (a) Q) is o VW-nonfocal iff )\, the smallest eigenvalue
of E|Z1Z{] is simple and in this case apu;pQQ = [m], where m is an eigenvector of E[Z,Z7]
corresponding to \, with || m ||= 1 and (b) The sample VW antimean o X p = [m], where m is an
eigenvector of norm 1 of J = % Yor Z:ZE | Zi|| = 1,0 = 1,...,n, corresponding to the smallest

eigenvalue of J.

Using a moving frame approach a la analysis of extrinsic means in Bhattacharya and Pa-
trangenaru (2003,2005)[1, 2], one may develop a methodology for extrinsic antimean estima-
tion (see Patrangenaru et al(2016a)[14]). Assume j is an embedding of a d-dimensional com-
pact manifold M in RY, and Q is a «j-nonfocal probability measure on M such that j(Q)
has finite moments of order 2. Let p and X be the mean and covariance matrix of j(Q) re-
garded as a probability measure on RY. Let a.F be the set of «j-focal points of j(M), and let
Pp; : aF° — j(M) be the farthest projection on j(M). Assume x — (fi(x),..., fa(z)) is a
local frame field on an open subset of M such that for each z € M, (d,j(fi(x)),...,d.j(fs(x)))
are orthonormal vector in RY. A local frame field p — (e1(p), e2(p), ..., en(p)) defined on an
open neighborhood U C R¥ is adapted to the embedding j if it is an orthonormal frame field and
Vo € j7H(U), e (j(@) = doj(fr(@)),r = 1,....d.

Let e, e9,...,ey be the canonical basis of R¥ and assume (e;(p), ex(p),...,en(p)) is an
adapted frame field around Pr;(1t) = j(ptar). Then d, Prj(ey) € Tp, (7 (M) is a linear combi-

nation of e1 (P (1)) €2(Pry (1)) -+ €a( Pry (1))

duPrj(er) = (d,Prj(ey)) - ea( Prj(p))ea(Prj(p)). 2.3)

a=1

By the delta method, n'/%(Pr;(j(X))—Pr; (1)) converges weakly to Ny(Oy, aX,), where j(X) =
% > i1 J(X;) and

d
aX, = > dPrj(es) - €a(Prj(1t))ea( Prj(p))h=1...5
! (2.4)
XS[D " duPrj(es) - ea(Pry(1))ea(Prg (1)1, v
a=1
Here ¥ is the covariance matrix of j(X;) w.r.t the canonical basis eq, e, . .., ey. The asymptotic

distribution Ny (0x, aX,) is degenerate and the support of this distribution is on Ty, ,j(M), since
the range of d, Pr,; is a subspace of Tp, (,)j(M). Note that d,Pr(ey) - ea(Pr;(p)) = 0 for
a =d+1,...,N. The tangential component tan(v) of v € RY, w.r.t. the basis e,(Pr (1)) €
Tpp,J(M),a=1,..., dis given by

tan(v) = [er(Prj(p) v, ..., ea(Pr () v]". (2.5)



From (2.5), (dayupd) " (tan(Pr;((5(X))) — Prj(p))) = Zi:l Y;fa has the following covari-

ance matrix w.r.t. the basis fi(aug), ..., folaug) :
a%j e = ea(Prj(1)" aSues(Pr;(1))i<ap<a
= (S Prs(e0) - €a(Prs (1) ]ucr,..a> (2.6)

X [Sd, Prj(ev) - €a(Prj(i)laz1, 4

DEFINITION 2.1. The matrix aX; i given above is the extrinsic anticovariance matrix of the
aj -nonfocal distribution Q) (of X1) w.rt. the basis f1(piag), - -, fi(tar). When j is fixed, the
subscript j in aX; g will be omitted. If rank oY, = d, then aX; i is invertible and we define the
j-standardized sample antimean vector

aZ;, =02 (X, X 2.7)

We recall the following

THEOREM 2.1. (Patrangenaru et al(2016)[14]) Assume {X,},—1 ., is a random sample from
the aj-nonfocal distribution Q). Let n = E(j(X1)) and let (e1(p),e2(p),...,ex(p)) be an or-
thonormal frame field adapted to j. Then (a) the tangential component of the extrinsic sample
antimean aX g has asymptotically a normal distribution in the tangent space to the d dimensional
manifold M at apgp(Q) with mean 04 and covariance matrix n_loz2j7E, and (b) if aX; g is non-
singular, the j-standardized mean vector ij converges weakly to a random vector with a mul-
tivariate Nq(04, 1) distribution.

As a particular case, when j is the inclusion map of a submanifold M of R, we get the
following result for a-nonfocal distributions on M :

COROLLARY 2.1. Assume M C RF is a d-dimensional closed submanifold of R¥. Let {X,: bzt
be i.i.d.r.o’s from the nonfocal distribution () on M, and let n = FE(X,) and assume the co-
variance matrix Y of j(Q) is finite. Let (e1(p),e2(p), ..., en(p)) be an orthonormal frame field
adapted to M. Let aXp = aX;p where j : M — RY is the inclusion map. Then (a)
nt?tan(j(aX g) — j(apug)) converges weakly to Ny(04, oXg), and (b) if a3, induces a nonsingu-
lar bilinear form on T, ,j(M), then |[AZ;,,||* converges weakly to the chi-square distribution
X

The CLT for extrinsic sample antimeans can not be used to construct confidence regions for
extrinsic antimeans, since the population extrinsic covariance matrix is a nuisance parameter. We
then consider a consistent estimator of aX; i as follows. Note that j(X) is a consistent estimator
of M, deF,j —p d“PFJ, and €a(Pp’j(j(X))) —p ea(PFJ(u)) and

Sim=n""> (j(X,) = J(X))((X,) — 5(X))" (2.8)

is a consistent estimator of aX,. It follows that

A

1

[zd Pl ea<PF,j<m>>ea<PF,j<m>>]

[z A5ty Prs(es) - eal Py GTXD))ea Prs (71 >>>]



is a consistent estimator of a3, and tanp, LGoOYY is a consistent estimator of tan(v).
Therefore if we take the components of the bilinear form associated with this matrix w.r.t.
e1(Pr;(7(X))), e2(Pr;(1(X))), ..., ea(Pr;(j(X))), we get a consistent estimator of aX; g

CLSEm =
=D dszPrjles) - ea(Prj(5(X)))]amt,...d]
i) dseyPrj(es) - €a(Prj(G(X)azt,...d)” (2.9)

REMARK 2.1. As a result, if we assume that j : M — RY is an embedding of M in R¥ and
{X,}rz1,. s are ii.d.r.o.s from the aj-nonfocal distribution Q), and = E(j(X1)), j(X1) has
finite second order moments, and oY i of Xy is nonsingular, then if (e1(p), e2(p), ...., ex(p)) be an
orthonormal frame field adapted to j, it follows that aSg ,, is (2.9), then for n large enough, aSg ,
is nonsingular with probability converging to one, and (a)

n2aSp.,~ 2 (Prj(5(X)) — Prj(1)) (2.10)

converges weakly to a N (04, 1) distributed r.vector, so that

nl|aSg,.~2tan(Pr;(5(X)) — Pr())|? (2.11)

converges weakly to a x? distributed r.v., and (b) the statistic

n2aSpa"ttany, o (Pri(i(X)) = Pry(1) (2.12)

converges weakly to a N (04, 1;) r. vector, so that

_1
nllaSe.Han,, oo (PrsGUX) = Pry(0)]? 2.13)
converges weakly to x? distributed r.v.

COROLLARY 2.2. Under the hypothesis above, a confidence region for a g at asymptotic level
1 — ais given by (a) Cp o == j *(Una), where

Upo = {1t € §(M) : nljaSg,.~2tan(Pr;(5(X)) — Prij()]* < X31_a}:
orby (b) D, o := 7 (Vi.a), where

Via = {1 € §(M) 2 nllaSen~>tany, o) (Pri(i(X) = Prj()” < Xai-a}-

At this point we recall the steps that one takes to obtain a bootstrapped statistic from a pivotal

statistic. If { X, },—1__, is a random sglmple from the unknown distribution @, and { X}, —; _, is
a random sample from the empirical (),,, conditionally given {X, },—1 ., then the statistic
T(X.Q) = nllaSp,~ *tan(Pr, (7(X)) = Pr;()II
given above has the bootstrap analog
T(X*,Qu) = nlas},
tanPFJ(m))(PFJ(W) — Pry (G (X)) (2.14)
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Here aS%,, is obtained from aSg , substituting X7, ....., X for Xy, ... X, and T(X", Qn)

is obtained from 7'(X, Q) by substituting X7, ....., X» for Xy, ...., X,, j(X)) for p and aS}; ,, for
CLS En-
The same procedure can be used for the vector valued statistic

V(X,Q) = n2aSp,~ 7tan(Pr,(j(X)) = Pry(n)), (2.15)
and as a result we get the bootstrapped statistic
V(X Qn) = n%aSEn_%
tanPF,j(W))(PFJ(m) — Pp;(5(X))). (2.16)
We then obtain the following results:

THEOREM 2.2. Let {X,},—1, ., be i.i.d.r.o.’s from the aj-nonfocal distribution (),which has a
nonzero absolutely continuous component w.r.t. the volume measure on M induced by j. Let 11 =
E(j(X1)) and assume the extrinsic covariance matrix ¥; i, is nonsingular and let (e1(p), e2(p), ..., ex(p))
be an orthonormal frame field adapted to j. Then the distribution function of

nl|aSg.. 2tan(Pr;(5(X)) — Prj())| 2.17)

can be approximated by the bootstrap distribution function of

nllaSp, "2 tanp, gy (Pry(i(X7)) = Pry(G(X))I° (2.18)
with a coverage error 0,(n=?).

A practical method of finding a nonpivotal confidence region for the extrinsic antimean, con-
sists of considering a chart, defined around all the bootstrap antimeans P ;(j(X*) that the an-
timeans of resamples to R?; such a confidence region in terms of simultaneous confidence inter-
vals.

2.1 VW antimeans on RP"

In this section we consider the case when M = RP™ is the real projective space, set of 1-
dimensional linear subspaces of R™1. (RP™, p,) is a compact space with p, the chord distance
induced by the Veronese Whitney (VW) embedding in the space of (m + 1) x (m + 1) positive
semi-definite symmetric matrices, j : RP™ — S, (m + 1, R) given by

j([z]) = za”, ||z| =1 (2.19)

We first must recall some properties of the VW embedding. It is an equivariant embedding, this
means that it acts on the left on S, (m + 1, R), the set of nonnegative definite symmetric matrices
with real coefficients, by

T-A=TAT", YT € SOm+1),YAc S (m+1,R)
J@-[z]) =T - j([z]), V[2] € RP™,



where T"- [z] = [T'x].

Also j(RP™) ={A € S, (m+1,R) : rank(A) = 1,Tr(A) = 1.} And the set F of j-focal points
of j(RP™)in S, (m + 1,R), is the set of matrices in S, (m + 1, R) whose largest eigenvalues are
of multiplicity at least 2. The induce distance id defined as follow; for A, B € S(m + 1,R) we
define dy(A, B) = tr((A — B)?). Recall that if u = E(X XT) is the mean of j(Q) in RY.

F(lp) = ||j([p])—u||§+/ I = 3 ([2)[5Q(dx) (2.20)

M
And F([p]) is maximized if and only if ||j([p]) — p||3 is maximize with respect to [p] € M.
PROPOSITION 2.1. (i) (aF)¢, set of VW -nonfocal points in Sy (m + 1,R), is made of ma-

trices in whose smallest eigenvalue has multiplicity 1.

(ii) The projection Pp; : (aF)¢ — j(RP™) assigns to each nonnegative definite symmetric
matrix A, of rank 1, with a smallest eigenvalue of multiplicity 1, the matrix j([v]), where
\lv|| = 1 and v is an eigenvector of A corresponding to that eigenvalue.

We now have the following;
PROPOSITION 2.2. Let Q) be a distribution on RP™.

1. The VW-antimean set of a random object [X], XTX = 1 on RP™, is the set of points
p = [v] € Vi, where V is the eigenspace corresponding to the smallest eigenvalue \(1) of
B(XXT).

2. Ifin addition Q) = Px) is oV W -nonfocal, then
ap;p(Q) = (Pri(p) = (1)

where (A(a),v(a)), a =1, ..,m+ 1 are eigenvalues in increasing order and the correspond-
ing unit eigenvectors of u = E(XXT).

3. Let x4, ...,x, be random observations from a distribution () on RP™, such that j(X) is «
VW-nonfocal. Then the VW sample antimean of x1, . .., x,, is given by;

azjp = j (Pr,(i(z)) = (1)
where (d(a), g(a)) are the eigenvalues in increasing order and the corresponding unit eigen-

n
vectors of J = g wixl .
i=1

3 Hypothesis testing for two VW antimean projective shapes

The real projective space, RP™, is the building block in the geometric structure of the projective
shape space; the projective shape space of k-ads (z1,..., 2, in RP™ that include a projective
frame at given fixed indices, can be identified with (RP™)4, where ¢ = k — m — 2. (see Mardia
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and Patrangenaru (2005)[11]). This space is embedded via the VW-embedding j, : (RP™)? —
(S4(m+ 1,R))? as follows:

Jo(lzals o [wg]) = (([a]), - da([24]), 3.1)

where j is the VW embedding of RP™, given in (2.19).
Assume that for a = 1,2,Q, are aVW-nonfocal. We are now interested in the hypothesis
testing problem:
Hy : o p = Ol E vs.H, : a1 E # A2 F, (3.2)

For m = 3, the hypothesis (3.2) is equivalent to the following
Hy : au;}i Oapmp=1,vs.H, : au;}i ©am e # 1, (3.3)

1. Let ny = n; + ny be the total sample size, and assume lim,,, :_i — A € (0,1). Let p be

the log chart defined in a neighborhood of 1, (see Helgason (2001)), with ¢(1,) = 0. Then,
under H,

n? p(a¥; ly © aYu, p) —va Nag(034. 25, (3.4)

for some covariance matrix >J;, .

2. Assume in addition that for @ = 1, 2 the support of the distribution of Y, ; and the VW anti
mean ai, g are included in the domain of the chart ¢ and (Y7 ;) has an absolutely contin-
uous component and finite moment of sufficiently high order. Then the joint distribution

aV = n+%g0(a§7n_2’1E ®aYp, ) (3.5)

can be approximated by the bootstrap joint distribution of
aV* = nt'2 p(aY*,) p © a¥y ) (3.6)

Now, from proposition 2.2, we get the following result that is used for the computation of the VW
sample antimeans:

PROPOSITION 3.1. follows that given a random sample from a distribution () on RP™ | if J,, s =
1,...,q are the matrices J; = n=*> " X3(X5)T, and if fora = 1,...,m+ 1,ds(a) and gs(a)
are the eigenvalues in increasing order and corresponding unit eigenvectors of Js, then the VW
sample antimean aY,,  is given by

@V = ([ (V)] . [g (1)]). 3.7)

4 Extrinsic Anti-MANOVA on Compact Manifolds

Consider an embedding j : M — RY, of a compact manifold M of dimension d. For a=1, ...,
g let X,1,...,X,,, beiidro’s on M with the probability measure (), = Px,, being aj-
nonfocal. Let ayi, g be the extrinsic antimean of (),, and a.X, i be the sample extrinsic antimean



of Xo1,...,Xan,. Define the pooled extrinsic antimean with weights A = (\1,...,\;), denoted
by augp(\) given by

Jjlapg) = Prj(Mjlape) + -+ Agj(apg g)). 4.1)

Likewise, the pooled sample extrinsic antimean , denoted by a Xy € M is given by

j(aXg) = Pr;(aj® (X)), (4.2)

where aj?)(X) = ®j(aXp) + - - + “2j(aX, ). Here it is assumed that X, g, the extrinsic
sample antimean for the a-th sample is well defined, and n = >"?_, n,; The weights are in this
case A, = “*,a = 1,..., g. Under the null hypothesis

Ho:aup=-= Qlg E, 4.3)

and the usual alternative, for b = 1, ..., g, we consider:

aSy = (ny) 7' (5( X)) — §(aXop))(5(Xp) — 7(aXpp))" as a consistent estimator of aX;,.
Also note that tan;, ¢, v is a consistent estimator of tanp,, () Vv € RV,

It follows that the extrinsic sample anticovariance matrix aSy g, given by

d
aSp,p = [Z d, o Pri(ea) - ei(j(aXE)) 6i(j(aXE))] © Sy

a=1

a=1

[Z dampﬂj(ea) : ei(j(aXE>>€i(j(aXE))]

is a consistent estimator for X,

THEOREM 4.1. Assume j : M — RY is an embedding of the compact manifold M. For
a=1,..,9 let {Xu;}tiz1. n, beiid.ro.’sfrom the j-nonfocal distributions Q, on M. Let 1, =
E(j(Xq,1)) and assume the extrinsic anticovariance matrices aX, g of X, 1 are nonsingular. We
also let (e1(p),....,en(p)), for p € M be an orthonormal frame field adapted to j defined in
an open neighborhood of the pooled extrinsic antimean and of the set of extrinsic population
antimeans. Assume that ¢ — \, > 0, asn — oo,Va = 1,..., k. Then under (4.3),

g
Zna tan; (o, (7(aXaE) — j(otXE))TotSl;%J tan; (o, (J(aXqg) — j(aXE)) —a ng- (4.4)
a=1

and

g — — — —
> ny tanx,) ((aXeg) — §(aXe) aS,h tanug,) (70X e) — §(aXE)) —a Xoa- (4.5
b=1

Proof. Recall from Patrangenaru et al (2016)[14], that we have

NS tanj(wE)(j(a)_(bE) —j(puE)) =a N(0g,aXp g), forb=1,2,...¢ (4.6)



where

=1,...,

“Z A Prj(ev) 6k(PF7j(u))]Z:1 _____ d] : 4.7)

In (4.7) o = AMj(pa,e) + - - -+ Agj (1) and the 3,’s are the covariance matrices of the j(X,1)’s
with respect to the canonical basis ey, ..., ey. And under the null, the matrices aJ, i are defined
with respect to the basis fi(aug), ..., fp(aug) of local frame fields. We then have for each a =

1,....9

Mg baN(app) (7 (aX o) — jlopp)) o, b tanja,) ((aXa,g) — jlope)) —a X5, (4.8)
and since the g populations are independent, we obtain

Z N tan(apg) (7 (aXa,p) — j(ape))” Ea B taaue) (7 (aXap) = jlapp)) —aXga  (49)

Under the null hypothesis of (4.3), aX, g is a consistent estimator of ai, then the embedding of
the pooled extrinsic sample antimean

j(aXk) PF,( Zna] aE> —p J(1E) (4.10)

And since Va = 1, ... g,aS, g consistently estimate o>, g and tan;(,x,) is a consistent esti-
mator of tan;(,,,), we obtain (4.4) and (4.5).
O

COROLLARY 4.1. Under the null hypothesis in (4.3), confidence regions for aug of asymptotic
level 1 — c are given by C'( e and D noe asfollows

° fﬂi—y Y(U,..) where
Une =1{j(v) € (M) : 370 _ na

2
1 .
aSyi? tanjo (70X 0p) = J0)| < Gard

o DY) = 7Y (Vi.e) where
Vn,c:{j( ) j(M) . a=1"a

2
aSaE tanj(XE)(j(aXa,E> - J(V))H < Xf;d,l—c}

where a X , g is the pooled extrinsic sample antimean.

Fora = 1,...,g, let {X,;}i=1. n, beiidro’s from the cj-nonfocal distributions Q,. Let
{X ;T}Tzl 77777 , be random resamples with repetition from the empirical ),,, conditionally given

{Xaitiz1 . The confidence regions C’n " and D descrlbed in Corollary 4.1 have correspond-

.....

ing bootstrap analogues as given below.
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COROLLARY 4.2. The (1—¢)100% bootstrap confidence regions for aup with d = gp are given
by C*¥) = j~(U;:,) and

g 2
Ure = i) € M) 3 ma||aSiif? tanyo) (10X op) — )| <) @i

a=1

where c*gg_)c is the upper 100(1 — ¢)% point of the values

g
DT
a=1

among all bootstrap resamples, and D*(gi = N (V*,.c), with

n,

N _ 2
a5 tany oy (X 0.p) = j(aXe))| @.12)

2
aSyil? tanix,(j(@Xap) — )| a0} @13)

Ve ={i(v) € j(M): ) n,

a=1

where d* §g_)c is the upper 100(1 — ¢)% point of the values

g _ 2
> na||aS; 5 tan g (10X 0m) — j(ozXE»\ , (4.14)
a=1
and aX* g is the extrinsic pooled bootstrap sample antimean given by
. ok ny . Ok ng . Vs
j(aX"5) = Py (20Xt p) + -+ 22j(aX; ) @.15)

Both confidence regions given by (4.13) and (4.11) have coverage error O,(n=?).

Note that

d
aS;p = [Z d ey Pilen) - eili(aXE)) q(j(axz))] . S,
i=1,...,p

a=1

-----

[Z d g iles) eiu(aXz))ei(j(aXz))]

a=1

.....

where S, = (no) 272 ((X;,) — 5(aXE))(5(X5,) — j(aXp))".
In terms of nonparametric bootstrap approximations, for hypothesis testing, we will rely on the
following result obtained by substituting

with resamples with repetition

X*(g) — (Xial)a,lzl ..... nyy "7 (X;,ag))agzl 7777 ng).



PROPOSITION 4.1. Foraa = 1,...,g, let {X,;}iz1.. n, L.i.d.ro.s from the j-nonfocal distri-
butions Q,. Let (1, = E(j(Xa1)) and assume the extrznszc covariance matrice aX, g of Xq1 is
nonsingular, Va = 1, ..., g. Then the distribution of

g
T(X9,Q¥) = "n,

a=1

2

~1/2 , .
aza,E/ tan;(au (J(aXar) — jlapue))

can be approximated by the bootstrap distribution of
(X", Q) = 20, m a2 tanyx,) (10X p) — j(aXe)

Similarly, the distribution of

2

A 2
Ty(X9, QW) = 39_ n, HaS;gz tan;,x, (j(aXar) — j(oz,uE))H can be approximated by
the bootstrap distribution function of
Ty, Q°0) = 39, a2 tanyuxe gy (0 K7) — (0 %)
Op(n_z).

2
with coverage error

4.1 VW Anti-MANOVA on (RP?)4

In this subsection, we specialize the methods presented above in 4 to anti-MANOVA on PXk the
projective shape space of 3D k-ads in RP™ for which m = ([u1], ..., [us]) is a projective frame in
R P3, which is homeomorphic to the manifold (]RP?’)k_5 with k£ — 5 = ¢ (see Patrangenaru et. al
(2010)[13]). The embedding on this space is the VW embedding given in (3.1).

Additionally, from Proposition 3.1, the corresponding farthest projection

po (S:(4R)NF, = i (RP?)'
Pir(Ar, - Ag) = (G([mal), - j[mg])) (4.16)

where Va = 1,..., g, m, is an eigenvectors of norm one of A,, corresponding to its lowest eigen-
values, which is simple. That is same as saying that if Y is a random object from a distribution
Q on (RP?)? where Y = (Y!,... Y9, and Y* = [X*] € RP? s = 1,...,q, then T]the VW
antimean of Y is given by

apj, = (], (1)), (4.17)
where, for s = 1,q, \,(r) and 7,(r),r = 1,...,4 are the eigenvalues in increasing order and the
corresponding eigenvectors of E [X*(X*)”]. Given iid.ro.’s Y,...,Y, from a distribution Q

on (RP%)%, with Y; = (YV}},..., V), and Y = [X}], X;TX? = 1, their sample VW-antimean is
given in (3.7), for m = 3. The VW-anticovariance matrix ( anticovariance matrix associated with
the VW embedding j,) derived from (2.6) has the entries

aSj, sty =1 (do(1) — dy(a)) 7 (de(1) — dy(b)) ™"

n

> (gsla) - X)(ge(b) - X)) (g4(1) - X7)(g0(1) - XT), (4.18)

1=1
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for the pair of indices (s, a), (t,b),s,t = 1,...,q and a,b = 2,3, 4, listed in their lexicographic
order, where fora = 1,...,4, ds(a), gs(a) are the respectively eigenvalues in increasing order and
corresponding unit eigenvectors of

Jo=n"'> X3(X)T (4.19)
Assume the VW anticovariance matrix a;, is positive definite, thus given a large sample,

with high probability the sample VW anticovariance matrix a.5;, has an inverse. Then, asymptotic
distribution of the corresponding Hotelling 72 type r.v.

T(Y, apz,) = nllaS;, ™ tany 5 ) (G4(aY5,) = jlan;,)) |* (4.20)
isa X?),q, and its expression is
T, (b (W), b)) = 7 (n()7 Dy 7(1)7D,) aS;, ™"
(n()TDy ..y, (1)TD,)" (4.21)

where a5;, and D, = (g5(2) 95(3) 9s(4)) € M(4,3,R) are given as in (4.18). We are in the
position of giving the explicit expression of the test statistics that are addressing the VW anti-
MANOVA hypothesis testing problem:

Hy : Qg = Ol p = ... = Qlgp = QUE, 4.22)
H, : at least one equality apep = opp g, 1 < a < b < g does not hold.

LetY@ = (Y, 1,...,Yan. )az1..., beindependent r.o.’s from the distributions Qq,a = 1,..., g
on (RP3)4. We aim at having an explicit representation of the expression of the second test statistic

Ty (Y@, QW) Z”aHaSa 1/2 tan;, (aY;,) (jo(aY;,) — jo(an;,)) |12 (4.23)

from Proposition 4.1, where ap;,, anq are respectively the pooled VW antimean and pooled sam-
ple VW antimean for the given data. Note that apa;, = ([v{(1)],...,[v5(1)]) is the VW an-
timean for the sample from distribution @, (of Y, 1,...,Y,,,) and (n%(r),ve(r)), r =1,...,4,
are eigenvalues and corresponding unit eigenvectors of E (X (X2 )T]. The corresponding VW
sample antimean is given by aY,;, = ([g¢(1),...,[g2(1)]), where for each s = 1,...,q and
r=1,...,4, (d“( ), 9%(r)) are eigenvalues in increasing order and corresponding unit eigenvec-
tors of J¢ = == 37" X2 (X5 ). Also apuy, is the VW pooled antimean given by

Jalaps,) = (Z Nada (e, ) apj, = (PO bPO), @24
where for s = 1,...,q, %p )(1) is the eigenvector corresponding to the smallest eigenvalue of the

s — th axial component of the pooled matrix with weights \,,a =1,...,¢,>  Aa =1,A, >0
given by

g
> ME(Xan X))
a=1

13



The pooled VW-sample antimean a?if) is given by

g
T Ng ., —
Ja (@Y5,) = Pj, (Zl ;Jq(aYa,jq)> (4.25)
5-(P)
aY, = (g (V)] [e? (V). (4.26)
Herefors=1,...,q, d® (r) and g(p)( yeERY r=1,2,34, are eigenvalues in increasing order
and corresponding unit eigenvectors of the matrix J® = Bk (Yag).

The following matrices
D, = (g¥(2) g?(3) g (4)) € M(4,3: R) (4.27)
are giving a basis in the tangent space of the pooled sample VW antimean.

THEOREM 4.2. Assume {Y, . }ro=1...n., ¢ =1,...,garei.id.ro.s from the j,-nonfocal prob-
ability measures Q, on (RP?)? with the VW embedding of j, leading to nondegenerate j,-extrinsic
anticovariance matrices. Consider the statistic

(Y, zna[ W (1) = g2 (1) Dy . (47(1) — g5(1))" D
aSej,
(6P0) = gDy P - G()'D,] . @)
where
WS jas iy = Ma (AP (1) = dP ()@ (1) — dP (b))~

x> (8P(c) - X3 ) (g () - XL ) (8P (1) X2 ) (g (1) - XL,)

ands,t =1,...,qand c,b = 2,3,4. If %2 — X\, > 0, as n — oo, then T(Y9, aY ;,) converges
weakly to a ng distributed r.v.

Proof. The asymptotic behaviors of the sample VW-antimeans follow from Theorem 4.1, when
applied to the VW embedding j, of (RP?)? (a.k.a. projective shape space of ¢ + 5-ads in general
position in RP? ) given in (3.1). Indeed from (4.4), we split the difference j,(a X, ;) — j(aX;,) in
the tangent space T} (x, ; ( Jo(RP?)7), w.r.t. the orthogonal basis described in (4.27). O

COROLLARY 4.3. A (1 — ¢)100% nonparametric bootstrap confidence region for ay;, is given

by
D) = 7 (V) (4.29)
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where V*,, . = {ji(v), Ty(Y 9, aY ;,,v) < d*ﬁ"_’c} andTy(Y'9,aY;,,v) =n, > 9_ HaS i tan; v, )(jq(a?jq

with d* §9_)c being the upper 100(1 — ¢)% point of the values of

_ 2
asz,jq_l/z tanjq(aY (le(aYayq) le(anq))H ) (430)

g
T(Y*9,aY aY;,) = nq
a=1

among the bootstrap resamples, where

aSi o = R (d(1) — d29)(e) [P (1) — d;P (b))

> (&P (e) - X (@™ (b) - X (2P (1) - X (@™ (1) - X3h) b = 2,3,4.

7

The confidence regions given by (4.29) has coverage error O,(n™?).

S Application to face data analysis

Digital images collected with a high resolution Panasonic-Lumix DMC-FZ200 camera, posted
at ani.stat.fsu.edu/~vic/E-MANOVA, were used to test for a VW mean 3D projective shape dif-
ference between five faces (see Yao et al(2017)[20]). The 3D surface reconstructions of those
faces, with the seven labeled landmarks, and a projective frame are displayed in Figures in Yao et
al(2017)[20].

Here we compare the projective shapes of these faces by first conducting a VW anti-MANOVA
analysis on PY] = (RP3)? testing the hypotheses (4.22), based on the sample sizes on hand:
ny = ny = ny = n3 = 6 and n3 = 7, the null hypothesis being rejected if

d b Y Ng,
Ty(Y® Z

is greater than ol*1 o+, Where d* §5_a is the (1 — «)100% cutoff of the corresponding bootstrap distri-
bution in equation (4.30). With 5, 000 bootstrap resamples, we obatain 7};(y*, a@h) = 26, 848.81,
and their corresponding empirical p-value 0.0088. Thus concluding that there exists a statistically
significant VW-antimean 3D-projective shape face difference between at least two of the indi-
viduals in our data set. We then ran pairwise tests for antimean projective shape changes from
subsection 3, and obtained the following table

o 2
aYa J2 tanjz(a7j2)(j2 (aya,jz) - jz(ayﬁ)) H

a2 43 d4 d.5 23 24 25 GH (G5 45
Testresult Reject Reject Reject No Reject Reject No No No No

Table 1: Results of pairwise VW mean change

Discussion

In this paper in the case of a r.0. on a compact manifolds, we study a recently introduced location
parameter, the Fréchet antimean (set), with en emphasis on the extrinsic antimean, leading to new
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statistics, such as the sample extrinsic antimean, and the sample extrinsic anticovariance matrix.
Just as with the extrinsic mean, the extrinsic antimean captures important features of a distribution
on a compact object space. More general location parameters, means of a given index were intro-
duced in Patrangenaru et al.(2019)[16]. While our results extend to the general case of arbitrary
Fréchet antimean, for the purpose of data analysis, extrinsic antimeans are likely to be faster to
compute (see Bhattacharya et al.(2012)[3]), and easier to characterize than their general Fréchet
counterparts. Therefore future research for extrinsic means of given indices, including stickiness of
extrinsic antimeans and extrinsic antiregression (see Deng et al (2018)[4]), should parallel research
on inference for extrinsic means (see Hotz et al(2013)[8], Bhattacharya et al(2014)[3], Petersen
and Miiller(2017)[17]). Given that data comes these days in some form of electronic images, more
emphasis should be put on collecting large samples of picture of 3D scenes, 3D image analysis,
especially extracting and analyzing 3D projective shape and color info from digital camera images
and medical imaging outputs.

References

[1] Bhattacharya, R. N., and Patrangenaru, V. (2003). Large sample theory of intrinsic and extrin-
sic sample means on manifolds-Part [,LAnn. Statist. 31, no. 1, 1-29.

[2] Bhattacharya, R. N., and Patrangenaru, V. (2005). Large Sample Theory of Intrinsic and Ex-
trinsic Sample Means on Manifolds- Part I, Annals of Statistics. 33, 1211-1245.

[3] Bhattacharya R. N., Ellingson L., Liu X., Patrangenaru V., Crane M.(2012). Extrinsic Analysis
on Manifolds is Computationally Faster than Intrinsic Analysis, with Applications to Quality
Control by Machine Vision. Applied Stochastic Models in Business and Industry. 28, 222-235.

[4] Deng, Y., Patrangenaru, V., Balan, V. (2018). Antiregression on Manifolds with
an Applications to 3D Projective Shape Analysis. BSG Proceedings. 25, 34-44.
http://www.mathem.pub.ro/proc/bsgp-25/K25-de-ZE8S5.pdf

[5] Dryden, I. L., Mardia K. V., (1998). Statistical Shape Analysis, Wiley.

[6] Fréchet, M.(1948). Les élements aléatoires de nature quelconque dans un espace distancié (In
French). Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré, 10, 215-310.

[7] Hendriks, H., Landsman, Z. (1998). Mean location and sample mean location on manifolds:
asymptotics, tests, confidence regions. J. Multivariate Anal. 67 no. 2, 227-243.

[8] Hotz, T., Huckemann, S., Le, H., Marron, J. S., Mattingly, J. C., Miller, E., Nolen, J., Owen,
M., Patrangenaru, V., and Skwerer, S (2013). Sticky Central Limit Theorems on Open Books.
Annals of Applied Probability, 23, 2238-2258.

[9] Kendall, D. G. (1984). Shape Manifolds, Procrustean Metrics, and Complex Projective Spaces.
Bull. London Math. Soc., 16, 81-121

[10] Kim, P. T. Deconvolution density estimation on SO(N). Ann. Statist. 26 (1998), no. 3, 1083—
1102.

16


http://www.mathem.pub.ro/proc/bsgp-25/K25-de-ZE85.pdf

[11] Mardia, K. V., and Patrangenaru, V. (2005). Directions and Projective Shapes. Annals of
Statistics 33 1666—-1699.

[12] Patrangenaru, V., Mardia, K. V.(2003). Affine Shape Analysis and Image Analysis. In Pro-
ceedings of the Leeds Annual Statistics Research Workshop, 57-62. Leeds University Press.

[13] Patrangenaru, V., Liu, X., and Sugathadasa, S. (2010). Nonparametric 3D Projective Shape
Estimation from Pairs of 2D Images - I, In Memory of W.P. Dayawansa. Journal of Multivari-
ate Analysis. 101, 11-31.

[14] Patrangenaru, V., Guo, R., and Yao, K. D., (2016). Nonparametric Inference for Location
Parameters via Fréchet Functions. 2nd International Symposium on Stochastic Models in Reli-
ability Engineering, Life Science and Operations Management (SMRLO), Beer Sheva, Israel.
( Edited by Frenkel, I and Lisnianski, A) 254-262.

[15] Patrangenaru, V., Yao, K. D., Guo, R. (2016). Extrinsic Means and Antimeans. In: Cao
R., Gonzalez Manteiga W., Romo J. (eds) Nonparametric Statistics. Springer Proceedings in
Mathematics & Statistics, vol 175. 161-178.

[16] Patrangenaru, V., Bubenik, P., Paige, R., and Osborne, D. (2019). Challenges in Topological
Object Data Analysis . Sankhya A, 81, 244-271.

[17] Petersen, A., Miiller, H. G. (2019). Freéchet Regression for Random Objects. Ann. Statist.
47, 691-719.

[18] Sughatadasa, S. M. (2006). Affine and Projective Shape Analysis with Applications. Ph.D.
Dissertation, Texas Tech University.

[19] Wang, Y., Patrangenaru V. (2018). Nonparametric Inference for Veronese-Whitney Means
and Antimeans on Planar Kendall Shape Spaces. arXiv:1806.08683

[20] Yao, K. D., Patrangenaru, V., and Lester, D. (2017). 3D mean Projective Shape Difference
for Face Differentiation from Multiple Digital Camera Images. arXiv:1704.03106v2

17


http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.08683
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.03106

	1 Introduction
	2 Extrinsic Antimeans on Object Spaces
	2.1 VW antimeans on RPm

	3  Hypothesis testing for two VW antimean projective shapes
	4  Extrinsic Anti-MANOVA on Compact Manifolds 
	4.1 VW Anti-MANOVA on (R P3)q

	5 Application to face data analysis

