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Abstract

We give a new proof for the well-known Blaschke—Petkantschin formula
which is based on the polar decomposition of rectangular matrices and may
be of interest in random matrix theory.
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1 Introduction

The Blaschke—Petkantschin formula is an integration formula which was introduced
by Blaschke[3] and Petkantschin[I1]. Since then, this formula and its generaliza-
tions was developed as a powerful tool in many fields, e.g. Analysis, Stereology,
Stochastic Geometry [I], 2, 5, 8, 4] [7]. In its classical form, it can be interpreted
as a decomposition of k-fold product measure of n-dimensional Euclidean space.
However it has been restated and generalized by many authors; see [10} 12, [6, [9].
Most of these works have used differential forms. In this paper we present an
elegant proof for Blaschke—Petkantschin formula (in matrix form) by a different
approach, deploying random Gaussian matrices and their properties.
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2 Matrix Polar Integration Formula and Its Proof

Using polar coordinates, one can reduce an integral of a radial function over n-
dimensional space to a one-dimensional integral. The appropriate generalization
in this context is to replace radial with the property that the values of the function
depend only on the relative positions of arguments.

Before proceeding further, we present some notations which are used throughout
this paper.

Some Notations Let n,k € N (n > k).

e M(n,k): All n x k real matrices

o M(n, k) : {X € M(n, k)| rank(X) = k}

M (n, k) is open and dense in M(n, k) if the latter considered as R™)

—~

e O(n, k) (Orthogonal n x k matrices) : {O € M(n, k)] OTO = 1;}

e P(k) (Positive-definite matrices) : {P € M(k)| P > 0}

The following theorem makes this generalization precise.

Theorem 2.1 (Polar Integration Formula (PIF)). Let n,k € N, n > k and ¢ :
(R")* — R be orthogonally-symmetric i.e. for any O € O(n), p(Oxzy,...,0x;) =
o(z1,...,zx). Then:

/ o(y, ..., z)dey - - - dag
(Rn)k

= / . o(x1, ..., x5)Ch | det[zy, . .. ,xk””*k dxy - -+ dxg
(R¥)

where in ©(x1,...,x,) of the right-hand side, x1,...,x, € R* are considered as
vectors in R™ wia the natural embedding of R¥ in R™, [xy,..., 2] is the k x k
matriz whose columns are x1, ...,z and C, is a constant.

In this paper, we prove theorem (2.1]) using random matrix point of view. In fact,
what we are about to prove is a stronger theorem in matrix form which is of its
own interest.



Proposition 2.2 (Polar Decomposition). A matriz X € M(n,k) can be decom-
posed uniquely as X = OP where O € O(n, k) and P € P(k).

Proof. If P and O are as above, then:
X'X =pPOo"'oP=P* = P=vXTX.

O=XP'=X(VXTX)! (uniqueness)

It can be easily checked that these P and O satisfy the desired conditions (ezis-
tence). O

Two Observations:

(i) To any @1, ...,7; € R* assign X = [x1,..., 2] € M(n, k) so ¢ : (R*)F —
R can be considered as a real-valued function on M(n, k). Now the orthog-
onal symmetry of ¢ reads p(X) = p(UX) for all U € O(n) or equivalently
if X = OP is the polar decomposition of X, ¢ depends only on the positive-
definite part of X, i.e. P.

(ii) By Polar Decomposition Theorem, M(n, k) &~ O(n, k) x P(k). Therefore if
one fixes appropriate measures dX, dO and dP on M(n,k), O(n,k) and
P(k) respectively, any integral on M (n, k) can be written as an integral over
O(n, k) x P(k) after multiplying by the appropriate Jacobian factor.

Proposition 2.3. Letn > k. Then O(n) acts on O(n, k) (by multiplication on the
left). There ezist a unique probability measure p* on O(n, k) invariant under this
action. Moreover, u* is also invariant under the action of O(k) (by multiplication
on the right).

Proof. Both G = O(n) and H = O(k) are compact Lie groups and so possess
unique Haar probability measures pug and py. Now G and H act on X = O(n, k)
from left and right, respectively. The action of G is transitive and g.(z.h) = (g.x).h
for any ¢ € G and h € H and z € X. Now let ;1 be any arbitrary probability
(Borel) measure on X and for any A C X define:

() = [ [ oA () o)



It is obvious that p* is invariant under the action of G and H. Conversely, for any
G-invariant probability measure ji on X, one can fix some xy € X and define p
on G as u(K) = ji(K.xo). Therefore p1 is a probability measure because the action
is transitive. It is also invariant under multiplication of G and hence it should be
the unique Haar probability measure on G, i.e. pg. This means fi( K.zg) = pa(K)
for any K C G. One can replace i by p* everywhere to conclude fi(K.xzg) =
pe(K) = p*(K.zg). Uniqueness follows by using the transitivity of the action one
more time. U

We will refer to u* in the above theorem as the homogeneous measure on O(n, k)
and integrate functions on O(n, k) with respect to this measure.

Theorem 2.4 (Matrix Polar Integration Formula (MPIF)). For any function ¢ :

M(n, k) — R,
/ X)dX = / / p(OP) D, j(det P)"™ TT(Ai + A;)dOdP
M(nk P(k) JO(n,k) i<j
where dX =[], ; dXj;, dP = HKJ dP;; and dO is the homogeneous probability
measure on (’)(n k) and A\y > ... > M\, > 0 are the eigenvalues of P and D, is a
constant.

Matrix Polar Integration Formula = Polar Integration Formula:

Proof. 1t was noted in observation (i) that the left hand side of PIF can be written
as fM(n 0 ©(X)dX. Now using MPIF and noting that ¢(OP) is only a function of
P (as mentioned in observation (i)), we obtain,

(R)* P(k) i<j
Once again, using MPIF for n = k, substituting ¢(X)| det X|*~* for ¢ and not-

ing that for a k x k matrix X, |det X| = det P where X = OP is the polar
decomposition, one obtains:

/ QO(.Tl,...,.I‘k)|det[gj‘17.__’xk”n_k dxl dx‘k
(RF)F

_ / o(P)Dy (et PY" T (A + Ay) dP,
P(k)

1<j

Comparing these two equalities completes the proof. O
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Dn,k
. Dk’k . .
not evaluate C), , but using some results from random determinants it can be

Remark 2.5. 1t is clear from the above proof that C,,; = . Our proof does

computed for even n — k. Let o(z1,...,x;) = ez Sinill#l® which is orthogonally
invariant. In PIF the l.h.s. is a Gaussian integral which can be easily evaluated.
The r.h.s. is the (n —k)-th moment of a Gaussian determinant after multiplication
by an appropriate factor. Thus

(V2m)kn = / 2 X lled® g L day,
(Rm)*

= / ez Zin ““HQCMH det[zy, ...,z ]|" " day ... doy
(RF)"
= (V2" Co kB A",

where A}, is the determinant of a k x k matrix with independent standard Gaus-
sian entries. These determinants have been studied since 1920’s when Wishart
introduced random determinants in statistics. It is known that (see [])

L(r+12)

NS

E[|Ax]*] = (g)"” Ll =5

Jj=

N

For even n — k, we obtain:

Cn,k; = (7‘(‘]{3)

P TE)

Proposition 2.6. Let X be an n X k matriz with independent standard Gaussian

ki o D(P=kE)

J

entries and let X = OP be its polar decomposition. Then:

(i) O and P are independent.
(ii) O is distributed according to the homogeneous measure on O(n, k).

(111) P is distributed as a measure on P(k) which is invariant under orthogonal
changes of coordinates P — VTPV (V € O(k)).

To prove this proposition, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Let U € O(n), V € O(k) and X be an n x k random matriz as
in (2.8). (i.e. X;;’s are independent standard Gaussian random variables). Then
UXV ~ X.



Proof. The entries of UXV are linear combinations of X;;’s and hence jointly

Gaussian. So it is sufficient to compute covariances:

Cov (UXV)y5, (UXV)pe) = Cov(D_ UiaXatVij Y UpeXeaVis)
a,b c,d

- Z UiaUrc‘/bj‘/dsCOV(XabaXcd)

a,b,c,d

= Z Uia Urc%j ‘/ds(sacébd

a,b,c,d

= Z UiaUra%j‘/bs
a,b

= (Z UiaUra)<Z %j%s)
a b
= (UUD),(VVT);s = 61054

Proof of Proposition(2.6)):

(i)

(iii)

By lemma(21), UX ~ X for any U € O(n). But if X = OP is the polar
decomposition of X, then UX = (UO)P will be the polar decomposition of
UX, so UO ~ O and this is the case for any U € O(n), i.e. the distribution
of O is invariant under the action of O(n). Now the claim is concluded from

Theorem (2.3).

Let u(.|P) be the conditional probability measure induced on O(n, k) know-
ing the positive-definite part of polar decomposition to be P. Again since
UX ~ X and UX = (UO)P, one has UO ~ O under p(.|P) which implies
that u(.|P) is distributed as the homogeneous measure on O(n, k) which does
not depend on P. Hence O and P are independent.

By Lemma 27), XV ~ X for V € O(k). Now if X = OP is the polar
decomposition of X, the one of XV will be XV = (OV)(VTPV) and hence
VIPV ~ P.

O

Corollary 2.8. Using the polar decomposition isomorphism Mv(n, k) = O(n, k) x
P(k), one has dX = dO x dp,, where dX is the standard Lesbegue measure on
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M(n, k), dO is the homogeneous measure on O(n, k) and p,r is a measure on
P(k) invariant under orthogonal changes of basis P — VI PV, V € O(k).

Proof. Note that the random matrix X described in Theorem (2.6) defines the
following probability measure on M(n, k):

1 iy
e 27 dXZ =
g 0 =
Proposition (2.6]) implies
1

1 T
(—=)"*e 2T X) 4 X = dO x dpp,
2 ’

where p,, j is invariant under P — VTPV. Now note that X7X = P2, so

)nke—%zm X5 4xX — ( )nkef%Tr(XTX) dx.

5~
)

1
V2T

dX = dO x (V2r)™*e2™ ) dp, .
Since Tr(P?) = Tr((VT PV)?), defining i, 1. by:
dptn i = (V271)"*e2 ™) dp,
proves the claim. O

Lemma 2.9. The measure dP = Hz‘gj dP,; on P (k) is invariant under orthogonal
changes of coordinates P — VTPV (V € O(k)).

Proof. We prove the statement on the larger space of symmetric k x k matrices; say
S(k). To do so, Let P;;’s (i < j) be independent standard Gaussian and Pj; = P,
for i < j. Now Q = VTPV is again a symmetric random matrix whose entries
are linear combinations of P entries; hence jointly Gaussian. Moreover, for ¢ < j,
7 < 7' we may write:

Cov(Qij , Qujr) = Cov(D> VaVijPu . > VeaVirjaPor)

st

s,t
= Y VaViVairViryrCov(Pay, Poy)

)
s,t,s’,t

= ViViVarViy
s,t

= D _VaVa) (O VisVi)
s t
= (VIV)uw(VIV)jj0 = 8y = SGigyar



and therefore Q = VI PV ~ P. Bearing in mind that the probability measure for
the random matrix above is

1 152 1 kern 1 2
H( e 2l dP,) = (—=)"7 e 2B (P,
V2T V2

i<j
we have proved that

k(k+1)

)"z e~ 2@ qQ.

1 1 2
( /QW‘)k(k;)e_%Tr(PMP:(

But Tr(Q?) = Tr(P?) and hence dP = dQ. O

¥~
3

Proof of MPIF. Consider M (n, k) as an open dense subset of R"® parameterized
by Xi;’s; 1 <i<n,1<j<kandP(k)as an open set in RS parameterized
by pi;’s; 1 <14 < j <k and assume that wuy, ... u, give a smooth parameterization

k(k+1)
2

of an open dense subset of the manifold O(n, k) in which m = nk — . We are

going to compute the Jacobian of the transformation
X =F(O,P)=F(ur,pij; 1<r<m,1<i<j<k)=0P

Let us show the i** column of any matrix A by A;. Differentiating X; = OP; with
respect to u,’s and pg’s leads us to the followings:

0X; 00

= —P, 2.1
ou,  Ou, ' (2.1)
0X; 0P,

L= 00— =60, + 6;,0 2.2
apst apst ! ! ( )

0X; 0P,
L= 0—L =6;0 2.3
Opu Opu s ( )

Now let X be the 1 x nk row-vector [XT, ..., XT] then the Jacobian is:

[ oxi ]
T (1<r<m) <aa_uOTP1)T @T?TP T —u,
J = % (1<s<t<k) = Ce Og ce OZ Ce — Dst
X, (1<i<k) - ofF - — pu
L Opu
where below the separation line, dots mean zeros. Now dX = |det(J)|dU x

dP. But by Corollary (2.8)), we also have dX = dO x dy, ;. Comparing these
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two representation, we conclude that | det(J)| can be decomposed as | det(J)| =
g(O)f(P); dO = ¢g(0O)dU and dpni = f(P)dP. Moreover, f(P) is invariant
under orthogonal change of coordinates since both i, , and dP have this property.
(Corollary (2.8)) and lemma(2.9])). This shows that f depends only on eigenvalues
of P;say A1,..., A\, ie. f(P)= f(A,...,\x). This fact allows us to compute f

in the case that P = diag(\y, ..., \y) is a diagonal matrix. Doing so, we have:
Al(?)_g:)T )‘k(%gf)T —u,
det(J) = det .o .07 — Pst
. OzT e < pu

Factor A\; from first n columns, Ay from second n columns and so on, then we have:

()" o (G Uy
det(J) = (Ar... )" det | ... A71OT ... A\1OT - | < D
)\;10? <_pll

Again by factoring (A,\;) ™! from the rows which correspond to p;’s and Afl from
the rows which correspond to py’s we end up with the following;:

( @)T (&)T

Fur Fur Uy
det(J) = (Ar... A)" " det | ... \,OT --- A\,OT -+ | < pa
-of - <~ pu
Let
(Ge)” - (G ] e
B=] ... )0 ... \,OT ... | < Dps
or < pu



Now look at the following nk x 1 column vectors:

O, +— st n x 1 vector

R O; | « 1" n x1vector R, =

1
V2 OS — t"h n x 1 vector

where dots stand for zeros. It can be easily seen that these are unit orthogonal
vectors in R™ and hence can be extended to an orthogonal basis and we may form
the following orthogonal nk x nk matrix:

U=|--| Ry | R,

We need some observations here to continue the proof. First, R;’s and R’s do not
k(k+1)

depend on \;’s; so we may choose the first nk — === columns of U independent

of them, too. Next, Observe that the product of r* row of B by /2R, vields:

00, \ " o0 \" 00, \ " 00, o
<8ur) Ot+(8ur) Os = <6ur) 01 +0; ou,  Ou, (0501) =0

because OZOt = (0. The same is true for R; since OlTOl = 1. Also one can see
that the lower rows of B are orthogonal to R;’s and R’s except in the case that
the indices are the same. All these facts together imply that BU has the following

form:
* 0 0
] >\t+>\s
BU = | = diag(=2*) 0
* 0 lk

in which, \;’s do not appear in %. Keeping in mind that det(B) = det(BU), we
find out that there exists a constant D,, ; such that

F(P) = fOs o A%) = Do M) P T[(AatM) = Dyi(det P)"* T [(AstAe)

s<t s<t

which completes the proof. O
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