arXiv:2006.04017v2 [stat.ML] 22 Jun 2020

Information Mandala: Statistical Distance Matrix with
Clustering

Xin Lu *

Abstract

In machine learning, observation features are measured in a metric space to obtain
their distance function for optimization. Given similar features that are statistically
sufficient as a population, a statistical distance between two probability distributions can
be calculated for more precise learning. Provided the observed features are multi-valued,
the statistical distance function is still efficient. However, due to its scalar output, it
cannot be applied to represent detailed distances between feature elements. To resolve
this problem, this paper extends the traditional statistical distance to a matrix form,
called a statistical distance matrix. In experiments, the proposed approach performs
well in object recognition tasks and clearly and intuitively represents the dissimilarities
between cat and dog images in the CIFAR dataset, even when directly calculated using the
image pixels. By using the hierarchical clustering of the statistical distance matrix, the
image pixels can be separated into several clusters that are geometrically arranged around
a center like a Mandala pattern. The statistical distance matrix with clustering, called
the Information Mandala, is beyond ordinary saliency maps and can help to understand
the basic principles of the convolution neural network.

1 Introduction

Classification is a type of supervised learning in machine learning that identifies to which of
a set of categories a new observation belongs, based on a training set of labeled observations.
The corresponding procedure for unsupervised learning is called clustering, which groups
observations into categories based on their inherent similarities. In both classification and
clustering, observation features are measured in a metric space, and their dissimilarities or
distances are calculated for optimization. For example, a support vector machine (SVM)
[4] in classification needs to measure the distance between two observation categories using
the most efficient kernel function. For clustering, the K-means [I4] approach aims to divide
observations into categories to minimize the within-cluster sum of squares metric of the
features in Euclidean or Mahalanobis space.

Provided the observation features are considered random variables or the feature set is con-
sidered a random vector in a probability space, measuring the distance between observations
can be interpreted as quantifying a statistical distance between two probability distributions.
Statistical distances have special mathematical properties that not all distances have. These
properties include making distance measurements not only more effective and appropriate
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but also more robust to small outliers. Some important statistical distances, such as the Ma-
halanobis distance [15], Bhattacharyya distance [2], Hellinger distance [§], Kullback-Leibler
divergence [13| 12], and Chernoff distance [3] , have been applied to artificial intelligence
applications, such as image segmentation [I, [10], texture segmentation [I8], color and tex-
ture matching [6], feature extraction [20], speech recognition [21], and action recognition [5].
However, a clear limitation of these general statistical distances is that they only provide a
scalar output to represent a global feature distance between two observations, regardless of
the size of the feature set or the dimensionality of the corresponding random vector. Thus,
the local distances of all features in the set or the relationships of all elements in the random
vector cannot be elaborated. Therefore, an important problem is how to refine the concept
of statistical distance to move from a scalar to a matrix.

The concept of a distance matrix has been introduced in graph theory [7]. In a directed
graph, a distance matrix is defined by a weighted adjacency matrix. Given that each edge
is assigned a weight, the distance between two vertices can be defined as the minimum sum
of the weights of the shortest paths connecting the two vertices. The distance matrix is
asymmetric and not metric because the paths are oriented. If there are enough samples of
each vertex, the correlation matrix or partial correlation matrix is used to identify the weights
and quantify the distance matrix. However, due to its information loss from the assumption
that all the data is in a probability space, the correlation matrix is not yet delicate or precise
enough to satisfy some machine learning requirements.

To solve the above problems, this paper transforms traditional statistical distances into
their matrix forms through a simple de-trace operation, and experimentally demonstrates
the results for complicated distance performances using the CIFAR-10 dataset, which is the
most famous dataset in machine learning.

2 Preliminaries

First, we provide some definitions of probability theory to specify the statistical distance.

Definition 1. Let (€2, F, P) be a probability space, where 2 := {w} is a set of sample points.
F, which is a Borel o-field (or o-algebra), is called a collection of subsets of a sample space
Q. An element A € F is referred to as a measurable set in measure theory, and an event in
probability and statistics. P(A) are probability measures on the measurable space (2, F).

Definition 2. In probability theory, a measurable function from a probability space (€2, F, P)
to a measurable space (A, G) is called a (A, G)-valued random variable, and is denoted by one
of X, Y, Z,.... Let G := B(A) (Borel o-field). If X is a measurable function from (2, F, P)
to (R, B(R)), it is called a real-valued random variable. If X := [X7,..., X4]T is a measurable
function from (2, F, P) to (R, B(R%)), it is called a d-dimensional random vector, where X;
is the i-th component of X, and X7, ... , Xy are random variables on a common probability
space.

Definition 3. Let X be a (A, G)-valued random variable on a probability space (€2, F, P).
Then, a probability measure PoX ~! on a measurable space (A, G) is defined as Po X ~}(B) :=
P(X~Y(B)) = P(X € B),B €G. Then PoX ! is called the distribution of X, and is denoted
by Px.



Definition 4. Consider a real-valued random variable or random vector X with distribution
Px on a measurable space (R, B(R)). If F(z) := P(X < z) = Px((—o00,z]), for x € R, then
F(z) is called the cumulative distribution function of X on R. Moreover, if F'(x) is absolutely
continuous on R, then fx(x) := dF(x)/dx is called the probability density function of X.

Definition 5. Generally, for a d-dimensional random vector X7 with distribution Px on the
measurable space (RY, B(R?)), the cumulative distribution function is defined as Fj(x) :=
P(X; < x) = Px((—o0,x]), for x € RY. If | (x) is absolutely continuous with respect to  on
RY, then px (x) := dFy(x)/dx is called the probability density function of X;. Given another
probability space (€2, F, @), for a d-dimensional random vector Xy with distribution @Qx on
the measurable space (RY, B(R%)), we can similarly obtain the corresponding probability
density function of Xy, i.e., gx(x) := dFy(x)/dx, based on the cumulative distribution
function Fy(x) := Q(X < x) = Qx((—o0,x]). Note that px(x) and ¢x(x) are generally
abbreviated to p(x) and ¢(x).

Based on these definitions, several indices have been introduced in statistics to reflect
the dissimilarity between two probability distributions, p(x) and ¢(x). The Bhattacharyya
distance Dp was first proposed by [2] as a metric for quantifying dissimilarity:

Dp:=—1In /deé(a;)q%(m)dm. (1)

The Chernoff distance D¢, an extension of Dp, was introduced in [3]. Here, the square root
operator is replaced with an exponent coefficient s.

De=—In /R @) @) (2)

The Kullback-Leibler divergence Dy, formulated as follows, was proposed in [13| [12]. Note
that it is not a metric because it does not satisfy the metric axiom.

Dicr= [, bla) = a(w)n| 25 o 3)

The Hellinger distance Dy, as introduced in [§], is defined as follows through the Hellinger
integral:
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These measures all give scalar dissimilarities between the two probability distributions

p
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p(x) and g(x), regardless of the dimensionality of the corresponding random vector.

3 Main Results

3.1 Statistical Distance Matrix

We use the de-trace operation to convert the scalar-valued statistical distances into their
matrices. We first focus on the Mahalanobis distance D), introduced in [15] for easy under-
standing because it can be considered a particular case of the Bhattacharyya distance Dp.



Given two populations with respective mean vectors pi, o € R? and covariance matrices
31,35 € R™¥4, the Mahalanobis distance Dy is written in a quadratic form:

Dy =(p1 — p2) S (p1 — p2)
=tr {(p1 — p2) (1 — p2) TS} = tr Dy, (6)

where 3 = 3 = 3,. This quadratic form can be transformed to a trace form, as noted in
Eqn. @ By removing the trace, we can obtain the Mahalanobis distance matrix Dy in a
de-trace form, Eqn. .

By contrast, the Bhattacharyya distance Dp with corresponding distance matrix Dp is
defined in a continuous measurable space as per Definition [5| In this paper, we suppose that
two d-dimensional random vectors X; and Xj follow two normal distributions, N (u1,X1)
and N (pe, Xo9), respectively. Thus, Dg for X7 and X3 is defined as

1

Dp ZZ(M — p2)T(Z1 + B2) " (1 — p2)

+ %ln [det 21_% det <21;—22> det E;ﬂ
=tr {(ul — p2) (1 — p2)T(B1 4 Ba) 7!
N
Appendix [A| shows the detailed proof. We find that the first term of Eqn. is similar

to Eqn. @ and can be transformed to the same trace form. The second term can also be
changed into a trace form based on the following equations.

>~ =

det Adet B =det(AB), (8)
In(det A) =tr(ln A), (9)
tr[ln(AB)] =tr(ln A) + tr(In B) (10)

Here, all above equations hold, if and not only if A and B are two positive definite matrices
in R4, Note that Eqn. @ holds by Jacobis formula for any complex square matrix where
In(A) is defined. Then, by dissolving the trace, the Bhattacharyya distance matrix Dp can

be written as Eqn. .
The Chernoff distance D¢ between the two normal distributions N (p1, 1) and N (pe, 39)

is defined as Eqn. , which can be derived by the same way as shown in Appendix|A| After
the transformation for obtaining the trace form, the corresponding matrix D¢ is obtained as

Eqn. .
De = 5(1—5)(m — a)"[(1 — ) + 53] (a1 — po)
+ % In {det Sl det [(1 — 5)2 + sXg] det 5%}
—tr (1 511 = ) — )[4 + 525

+ %{m [(1—5)31 4%, —In (2}—525)}} =trD¢, se€]0,1] (11)



Note that the Chernoff distance D¢ with distance matrix D¢ extends Dy with Dpg, and is
more flexible and adaptive due to the exponent coefficient s being adjustable according to
computation requirements.

The Kullback-Leibler divergence Dy between N (p1,31) and N (p2, X2) is given by

1 _
Dkr, =§(H1 — p2)T(Z1 + o)y — p2)

1
+3 tr(E] 18 + 2518 4 21))

- {;(Nl — ) (p1 — p2)T(B1 + Xo)

1
+ 5(2]1’122 + 313 + 2Id)} =trDgyp,, (12)

where I; is a d-dimensional identity matrix. It is easy to write its trace form and obtain
the corresponding distance matrix Dgy, as in Eqn. (17), where there exists no logarithm
operation in the second term.

The Hellinger distance Dy between N (p1,X1) and N (p1, X1) is written as
1
Dy =[1—exp(—Dp)]?
=[1 —exp(—trDp)]2. (13)

D=

It can be considered a function with respect to Dpg, but cannot be changed into a complete
trace form. Thus, the Hellinger distance Dy has no distance matrix.
Table [1| summarizes the four types of statistical distance matrices we were able to obtain.

Symbol Parametric formula for definition
D
. (11— p2)(p1 — p2)TE !, Z=3%, =% (14)
1 1 T +2 11
Dyl ) - ) (2 3 i () e )|
(15)
L1 = ) (111 — p12) (1 — p2)T[(1 — )% + 53]
Do 5 1 2) (1 2 1 2
1
+5{In[(1 = )Ty + 53] —In (Z17°%5)}, s€(0,1] (16)
Dk,

1 1 _
5 (k1 = p2) (1 — p2)T(En + o)t 5 (31 2+ 2,18 +21) (17)

Table 1: Four types of the statistical distance matrices.

3.2 Hierarchical Clustering for Distance Matrix

We introduce an ordinary hierarchical clustering [16, [I7] to cluster the elements of a random
vector based on a statistical distance matrix. The input to the hierarchical clustering algo-
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rithm is defined as a finite element set S of the random vector X with a distance function
d, which is the map 6 : S x S — R. Here, §(a,b) is assigned the element value in a distance
matrix D of X at location (a,b) and may be zero, where a,b € S and d(a,a) is set to 0.
Given that the set S has d elements, there exist (g) pairwise distances.

The output of the hierarchical clustering algorithm is defined by a dendrogram, which
can be considered as a data structure and is expressed as a mathematical graph. A stepwise
dendrogram is used in this paper. Given a finite set Sy with cardinality d = |Sp|, a stepwise
dendrogram is a list of triples (a;, b;, d(a;, b;)),i = 0,...,d — 2 with the corresponding node
labels n;, where a;, b; € S;. Set Sy is the initial data point. Set S;y; is recursively defined as
(Si\{ai,b;}) Un;. In each step, the new node labeled n; is formed by joining nodes a; and b;
at distance d(a;, b;). The procedure contains d — 1 steps, such that the final state is a single
node containing all d initial nodes.

The proposed hierarchical clustering algorithm is given in Algorithm

Algorithm 1 Hierarchical Clustering Algorithm for Distance Matrix
1: Inputs:
Node labels: Sy
Distance function: &
2: Initialize:
Number of input nodes: d < |S|

Stepwise dendrogram: L < &
fort=0tod—2do

3:

4 (ai, b;) < argming, , g\, A; denotes diagonal elements in S; x 5;.
5: Append triple {(a;, b;, d(a;, b;)) to L

6: S; Si\{ai, bl}
7
8

Create a new node label n; ¢ S;
Update 0 for all z € S; by

6(ni, x) = 0(x,ni) := f(0(ai, x),0(bi, x))

9: Sit1 + S; U {nl}
10: end for
11: Outputs:
Stepwise dendrogram: L

Here, the agglomerative formula for updating § is defined as
f(d(a;,x),d(b;,x)) :=max(d(a;, z),d(b;, x)). (18)
Given a cut-off threshold, this algorithm can provide stable and reliable clustering results for
the elements of a random vector.
4 Computed Examples

We use the CIFAR-10 dataset [11] to test the effects of the statistical distance matrices. This
dataset contains 60,000 32 x 32 color images in 10 different classes. To simplify the calculation
and obtain distinguishable results, as shown in Figure reffig:example, we calculated only the
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Figure 1: Image examples of airplanes, birds, cats, and dogs in the CIFAR-10 dataset.

Cat

distance matrices between airplanes and dogs, birds and dogs, cats and dogs, such that the
similarities between every two objects could range from weak to strong.

Given a value space U = [0, 1] for an image pixel, an image A := [a;;] € U4, i,j =
1,...,disre-formed as a := [4;] = vec A € Ungl, t =1,...,d? through matrix vectorization
vec(-). Let image sets {ax} and {bi}, & = 1,...,N of two classes be regarded as two

populations with d-dimensional random vectors X; and X, which respectively follow the
two normal distributions N (p1,31) and N (pe, X2), where

N
ot =Eo) = £ e, 3= covlan) = 1o (o — ) — )
k 1 k=1
N
p2 :=E(by) = Zbk, 3 = cov(by) = ﬁZ[(bk—m)(bk—m)T]- (19)
k 1 k=1
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for the cases of airplanes

In the experiments, {ay} and {by} were set to the image sets of airplanes and dogs, birds
and dogs, and cats and dogs in order. Note that N = 5000 because of only the training
images are used for each class. By calculating and substituting their mean vectors g1 and po
with covariance matrices X1 and 35 from rom Eqn. into Eqn. (14)-(L7), we can obtain
the four statistical distance matrices Dys, Dk, Dp, and D¢ for all of three cases, where



each D := [dy,] € RE*d* 4y =1,...,d%

Airplane/Dog Bird/Dog Cat/Dog

5 10 15 20 25 30
6
B 5
4 H 4
N 3
2 2
1 1
s 10 15 2 25 30 5 10 15 20 25 30
7 55
s
6
45
s 4
35
4 E
3
5 25
2
2
Ls
1
1
0s
s 0 15 20 25 30 B 10 15 2 25 30

Figure 3: Distance-accumulation images ®5;, ®xr, P, and ®¢ for the cases of airplanes
and dogs, birds and dogs, cats and dogs, respectively.

As shown in Figure 2 Dy and Dy, for all of three cases appear chaotic and uninfor-
mative. By contrast, the local distances with high values represent a grid-like pattern in
the middle of Dg and D¢, where the exponent coefficient s in D¢ was set to 0.3. These
high-valued local distances can effectively be used to distinguish the corresponding elements
of the random vectors X; and X5 in the measurable space, which are also regarded as the
corresponding pixels of the images ar and by. Considering that Dpg is a particular case of



D¢ where s is set to 1/2, the D¢-like statistical distance matrices are confirmed to be valid.
Furthermore, for each image pixel, we can accumulate all of its related local distances as
a value and assign it to the current pixel to form a distance-accumulation vector ¢ := [¢¢] €

RdQXl, t=1,...,d? by using the following distance-matrix-imaging method:
a2 d2
by = Z Out + Z Ot- (20)
u=1 v=1
Then, ¢ is re-formed as a distance-accumulation image ® := [¢;;] = vecd, 4,5 = 1,...,d,

where vec(-) denotes the reverse process of vec(-). The effects of the statistical distance
matrices are more clearly reflected in their distance-accumulation images than themselves.
As illustrated in Figure [3] the distance-accumulation images of Dy and Dp are disordered,
and those of Dp and D¢ are ordered. The main representation is that the high-value pixels
are all concentrated in the center of the distance-accumulation image, showing a distribution
similar to a circle or an ellipse. For objects with low similarities, such as airplanes and dogs,
the number of high-value pixels is greater and their locations are more concentrated. By
contrast, between objects with high similarities, such as cats and dogs, high-value pixels are
fewer and concentrated in the center of the image more broadly along with middle-value pixels.
Therefore, the distance-matrix-imaging method can simultaneously quantify the differences
between the pixels of every two objects in degree and position.
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Figure 4: The labeled distance-accumulation image ®p to show the hierarchical clustering
results for the case of airplanes and dogs using the statistical distance matrix Dp. (a): three
clusters; (b): ten clusters.

Finally, the hierarchical clustering algorithm mentioned above is used to cluster the pixels
of object images based on the statistical distance matrix Dp. In Figures [4 [l and [6] the
pixels of object images are separated into three and ten clusters and labeled in the distance-
accumulation images for the three cases. The cluster patterns are all circular or square,
symmetrical, and radiate from a center point. Therefore, the cluster patterns can be con-
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Figure 5: The labeled distance-accumulation image ®p to show the hierarchical clustering
results for the case of birds and dogs using the statistical distance matrix Dpg. (a): three
clusters; (b): ten clusters.

sidered as Mandalas ﬂ Thus, we establish the term Information Mandala to describe the
statistical distance matrix with clustering.

5 Discussions

We first discuss why the statistical distance matrices Dp and D¢ are effective in the feature-
distance measurement. There is a quadratic term with respect to the mean vectors w1 and po
and covariance matrices 31 and X5 in Dy and D¢. This term also exists in Dj; and Dgry,.
There is also an item that contains only the logarithm of the covariance ratio in Dp and D¢
and does not contain the mean vector. There is no such item containing only the covariance
matrix in Dj;, and the only item containing the covariance ratio in Dy has not been
calculated logarithmically. When the two mean vectors are equal or approximate, the value of
the quadratic term tends to zero, meaning that when the two probability distributions overlap
heavily, the term of the covariance ratio plays a more important role than the quadratic term.
This is the reason D and D¢ are effective.

Next, we explain why cluster analysis is needed. Before cluster analysis, the statistical
distance matrix D represents all the local distances between the elements of the random
vector X. A large number of the local distances are so near zero that D becomes sparse. On
the other hand, in graph theory, D can be mapped to a directed graph, whose vertices are
defined as the elements of X, and whose edges are assigned to the local distances. However,

“The word Mandala is a Sanskrit term meaning sacred circle. In various religious traditions, such as
Hinduism, Buddhism, Jainism, and Shintoism, a mandala is used as a map to represent paradise, gods, or
actual shrines. Mandalas are circular or square and designed with repeating colors, shapes, and patterns
that radiate from a center point. Mandalas can be precise, carefully measured, geometric, and perfectly
symmetrical.
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Figure 6: The labeled distance-accumulation image ®p to show the hierarchical clustering
results for the case of cats and dogs using the statistical distance matrix Dp. (a): three
clusters; (b): ten clusters.

in some applications when this graph is large, processing the edges with small values increases
the computational complexity. Therefore, a tree structure is applied to reduce the number of
unimportant edges in the graph and to arrange the vertices hierarchically according to their
important edges with reassigned values. This tree structure can greatly accelerate the access
speed and save memory space in the computer.

Finally, we consider the relation between the statistical distance matrices and the Capsule
Neural Network (CapsNet), which is a novel and useful model of neural networks proposed
in [19] 9. In this paper, the statistical distance matrices are similar to the matrix of weights
in CapsNet. Thus, they are viewpoint-invariant and can be used to distinguish an object no
matter how much its pose has changed in the image. However, compared to CapsNet, the
proposed statistical distance matrices are more intuitive based on the distance-accumulation
images and more specifiable by using the hierarchical clustering method. Therefore, the
statistical distance matrices, represented as Information Mandalas, can be considered an
extended version of the matrix of weights.

6 Conclusion

Through the experimental comparisons of object images whose pixels are considered features,
we confirmed that Dc-like statistical distance matrices are more effective in distinguishing
objects than other distance matrices. Their distance-accumulation images showed that high-
valued pixels were concentrated in the middle of the image. Moreover, we found that after
the hierarchical clustering of the distance matrix, all the pixel clusters basically surround the
center of the image and are arranged radially from inside to outside according to the distance
value. Since these patterns are very similar to Mandalas, we refer to the statistical distance
matrix with clustering as the Information Mandala. The Information Mandala is a new form
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of entropy, which is an important means to understand convolutional neural networks.

A Derivation for the Bhattacharyya distance Dy (Eqn. (7))

Let two d-dimensional random vectors X7 and X5 follow two normal distributions N (1, 21)
and N (pe,X2), respectively. Their corresponding probability density functions p(x) and
q(x) are defined as

p(z) ==det(27,) "2 exp [—;(m — )T (- m)} :
q(x) ::det(27r22)_% exp [—;(w — o) T2 (- [,1,2):| . (21)

The product of their square roots is written as
p2(2)q2 (z) =det(275) 1 det(2rE,) 1
1 _ 1 _
X exp [—4(:13 — )= (- ) — 1(33 — )Tz — ug)] : (22)
By integrating Eqn. 1' in R? with respect to &, we obtain
1 1
/ Px (x)q5 (x)dx :det(27r21)_% det(27T232)_i (23)
R4
1 _ _
X exp [4(11{21 Ly + pl3; 1;1/2)} (24)
_1 T —1 —1 } Ty —1 Ty —1
X | exp |- (7 4+ )z + 2(u121 +pl¥5 x| de.  (25)
Rd
Eqns. , , and can be transformed as follows. First, we define the following term:
o ) ) ) o )
exp g(ll121 t+ [T 1)(21 1222 1) 1(21 I.Ul + 3, 1N2)]
=ex -1( IDINED 355 Yt 2uTE ! 1955 55 Yab
=exp | S(pug3y BB pn + 20 BT + pp By 3 H2)

- . i . . .
= exp §(2H121 I = 31(21 + 30) Hpr +2u]E e +2u) S5 1T — 2o(T1 + Z2) Hpa)

. ) ) ) ) )
=exp | 2(2u]%; Yy — p]S 7+ 20] 2 g + 2p] 35 o — pl S 1u2)] : (26)

This transformation is based on

(T4 2 =2 —uri(E + 2 s
=3, - e+ ) sy (27)

with
(B + ) =2 SE B B = (3 4 )%,

=312 + 22 (28)
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Here, Eqn. holds by
(A+CBCT)'=A"'-AlcB'+CcTAalCc)lcTA,

where A, B, C are all positive-definite matrices. X is a mean of X7 and X5 as

X1+ 3
—

Y=

Then let Eqn. (25) be
1 1
/ exp [—azTE_lw + (It + [J,12-22_1)33:| dx
Rd 2 2
1 _ 11 _ —1y—1
- [ o [—yy+ (aIm 4 s (2 EEs )by a2 E )

2
=Eqn. (26) x Eqn. (25)/Eqn. (26),

first factor second factor

where
=(Z'me )i

By multiplying Eqn. and the first factor of Eqn. together, we obtain

1
Eqn. x Eqn. =exp {_S(le 1 — 2u12 Mo+ pl¥T ,ug)]

—exp [ 41— 275 s — )]

The second factor of Eqn. is transformed as

_ 11 1 RTINS _ T
o[22 [ o {3 [y 53 mE ) R a3 )

1. il _
< o = 4 2 )| fay
—(2m)2 det(B7'EX;1) 2

using change-of-variable technique. Given

k

Eqn. x Eqn. = det(27;) "3 det(27,) 3 (27) 2 det(D] ' BX; ) 2

SIS

_1 _1
—(2m) "1 det B; T (27) 71 det B, T(27) 2 det(] BB 1)~
1 1
—det B/ det 72 det B4 |

the Bhattacharyya distance Dp is achieved by

(29)

(30)

(31)

(34)

1 1 —1 _1
— In(Eqn. x Eqn. ) = §(”1 — ) TE " (g — o) + 5 In |det 33, ? det X det X, *
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