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Abstract

Manifold-valued functional data analysis (FDA) recently becomes an active area of research motivated
by the raising availability of trajectories or longitudinal data observed on non-linear manifolds. The chal-
lenges of analyzing such data come from many aspects, including infinite dimensionality and nonlinear-
ity, as well as time-domain or phase variability. In this paper, we study the amplitude part of manifold-
valued functions on S2, which is invariant to random time warping or re-parameterization. Utilizing the
nice geometry of S2, we develop a set of efficient and accurate tools for temporal alignment of functions,
geodesic computing, and sample mean calculation. At the heart of these tools, they rely on gradient
descent algorithms with carefully derived gradients. We show the advantages of these newly developed
tools over its competitors with extensive simulations and real data and demonstrate the importance of
considering the amplitude part of functions instead of mixing it with phase variability in manifold-valued
FDA.

Keywords— Spherical manifold Functional data Amplitude and phase Parallel transport Gradient descent

1 Introduction

Functional data analysis (FDA) has been an active area of research for decades, motivated by the rich availability of
trajectories or longitudinal data observed over time. Well-known monographs include [22, 23, 3] and [5] among many
others. Many advanced statistical techniques have been developed for classical functional data that take values in a
vector space p : [0,1] → Rd , for instance, principal component analysis, functional linear regression and functional
quantile regression (see [20, 7, 13]). However, many modern applications consider functional data taking values on a
non-linear Riemannian manifold raised in the form p : [0,1] →M , where M is a Riemannian manifold. Compared with
methods for vector valued functional data, analytical methods for functional data on non-linear Riemannian manifold
are very limited. In this paper, we consider a special manifold M =S2, and develop fundamental statistical tools, such
as geodesic calculation, temporal alignment and sample mean and covariance calculation, for analyzing functional
data on S2. Two examples of such data are shown in Figure 1, where the left panel shows migration paths of a type of
bird called Swainson hawk and the right shows some tracks for hurricanes originated from the Atlantic ocean.

The challenges of analyzing functional data on a Riemannian manifold come from many aspects, such as infinite
dimensionality and nonlinearity. While the infinite dimensionality property is easy to understand given the consider-
ation is functional data, the nonlinearity challenge comes from the fact that the functions take values on a non-linear
manifold space, making many advanced techniques relying on linear structure ineffective. Another important chal-
lenge is the time domain variability in the functional data, which is less often considered in the literature. Taking the
bird migration tracks as an example, two birds can fly similar paths but with different speeds. This phenomenon is also
presented in traditional functional data, e.g, the misaligned peaks in the biomechanical data presented in Figure 1.11
in [22], where alignment of the the functional data is necessary.

To more precisely describe the variability in the time domain, we start with introducing some notations. Let p :
[0,1] 7→S2 denote a smooth function on the 2-sphere, and γ : [0,1] 7→ [0,1] be a positive diffeomorphism with γ(0) = 0
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Figure 1: Examples of functional data on manifold. The left panel shows migration paths of a type of bird
called Swainson hawk and the right shows some tracks for hurricanes originating in the Atlantic ocean.

and γ(1) = 1. Here the γ plays the role of re-parameterizing the functional data, that is p̃ = p(γ) is a re-parameterized
version of p. p and p̃ have the same path on S2, but p(t ) can be significantly different from p̃(t ) for the same t . For
any two smooth functions or trajectories p1, p2 : [0,1] 7→ S2, to remove the re-parameterization variability, we often
align them first, which is done through finding a γ such that p1(t ) is optimally registered to p2(γ(t )) for all t ∈ [0,1].
This problem can be extended to multiple functions {p1, . . . , pn } and we want to find a template and set of functions
{γ1, . . . ,γn } so that the template and {p1(γ1), . . . , p1(γn )} are optimally aligned. The template is regarded as amplitude
mean and is our main consideration in this paper.

Classical statistical analysis of functional data on manifolds usually considers only raw amplitude variation (see
[20, 22, 19, 7], and [13]) under some distance function, for example

d(p1, p2) =
∫ 1

0
dg

(
p1(t ), p2(t )

)
dt , (1)

where dg is the geodesic distance function on a manifold M . Utilizing this distance function, we can calculate sum-
mary statistics such as mean and covariance on the tangent space of the mean (see [13, 14]). However, due to the
presence of the phase variability, the mean based on (1) does not always reflect the common pattern of the data and
the covariance is inflated, as illustrated later in the real data analysis. Alignment or phase-amplitude separation is an
important step in manifold-valued FDA.

Structural analysis was proposed in [9] to align curves by identifying the timing of salient features before applying
further statistics. Another alignment method is the Procrustes method (see [21]) that iteratively warps each curve to
the sample Fréchet mean. The alignment is performed with the help of dynamic time warping algorithms (see [1, 6, 8,
24, 28]), e.g., synchronizing two functions p1, p2 with respect to some distance function

d(p1, p2) = inf
γ∈Γ

∫ 1

0
dg

(
p1(t ), p2

(
γ(t )

))
dt , (2)

where Γ is the set of positive diffeomorphisms Γ= {
γ ∈ Diff([0,1]) : γ(0) = 0, γ(1) = 1

}
. However, due to the fact that the

distance function (1) is not invariant under the group of re-parameterization Γ, the objective function (2) has the van-
ishing effect ([15, 18, 16]). Sobolev metrics (see [17, 27, 29]) overcome these issues but are not always easy to compute.
In [29], the importance of the fact that the distance function should be invariant under the Lie group of actions was
elaborated.

A few recent studies start to develop more appropriate metrics and distance functions to perform FDA on manifold.
Leveraging advancements in shape analysis, [26] extended the square-root velocity curve in the Euclidean space [25]
to the manifold by parallel transporting all square-root velocity vectors to some reference point c ∈ M along geodesic
paths

q(t ) =
(

ṗ(t )√|ṗ(t )|

)||
p(t )→c

.
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Figure 2: Panel (a) illustrates using (x, q) to represent a function p on S2, and panel (b) shows the space Cx

containing all absolutely continuous functions that start at x. Here we have M =S2.

Although this generalization makes the distance function invariant under Γ, the random choice of the reference point
c ∈ M can introduce distortions and uncertainty into the analysis. To overcome the need of choosing an arbitrary
reference point and transforming the functions on the manifold to a Euclidean space, more intrinsic methods were
proposed in [30, 31, 12, 4], where they treat the manifold-valued functions as an (infinite-dimensional) manifold itself,
and equip it with a Riemannian metric that can be invariant with respect to re-parameterization of functions. However,
due to the complexity of the proposed metrics and the manifold itself, these methods all have significant computational
challenges to calculate geodesics and amplitude mean after alignment.

In this work, we adopt the representation framework in [30] to inherit its advantages in analyzing FDA on manifolds,
and develop a set of efficient and accurate tools for analyzing the amplitude mean of functional data on S2. The
most important contribution of this paper is a gradient descent algorithm for more effectively computing the geodesic
between the amplitudes of two functions on S2. To achieve this, we have to invent novel computational tools and
algorithms. More specifically, compared with [30], this paper’s novel contributions include: 1) we explicitly derive the
analytical formulas for parallel transport along any circular arc β, where in [30] the parallel transports along β are
compromised by numerical approximation; 2) we develop an efficient and accurate gradient descent method to obtain
the geodesic between two elements on C, where C represents the set of all functional data in our framework; and 3) the
semi-linearity of C is utilized to simplify the geodesic calculation. The proposed new tools have been implemented in
Matlab (source code can be found on GitHub https://github.com/Bayan2019/2DSphericalTrajectories), and
compared with the tools in [30] in both simulated and real-world data to demonstrate their advantages.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In sections 2 and 3 the Riemannian geometry of smooth functions
on S2 is introduced. It is worth to notice that Theorem 2.1 is an extended version of Theorem 1 in [30]. In section
4, we show how to calculate the sample Fréchet mean for a set of functional data and their amplitudes, and study
asymptotic properties of the sample Fréchet mean. In sections 5 and 6 we present simulation studies and real data
analyses, respectively. Section 7 concludes the paper.

2 Riemannian Geometry of Smooth Functions onS2

Let p : [0,1] 7→S2 denote a smooth function on the 2-sphere, and let the set of all such functions be denoted as F = {p :
[0,1] 7→S2|p is smooth}. Also, Γ is the set of positive diffeomorphisms Γ= {

γ ∈ Diff([0,1]) : γ(0) = 0, γ(1) = 1
}
. Γ forms a

group action under the composition: F ×Γ 7→F according to p ◦γ 7→ p(γ), where p and p(γ) follow the same trajectory
on S2 but with different phase (temporal evaluation speed). We represent the function p using its starting point and a
transported square-root vector curve (TSRVC):

x = p(0) ∈S2, q(t ) =
(

ṗ(t )√|ṗ(t )|

)||
p(t )→x=p(0)

∈ TxS
2,

where (v)||p(t )→x represents parallel transport of vector v ∈ Tp(t )S
2 to TxS

2, and the parallel transport is done along

the curve itself p(t ). Note that q(t ) is a function in TxS
2. We represent p using a pair (x, q), illustrated in Figure 2 (a).

The TSRVC representation is bijective: any p ∈ F can be uniquely represented by a pair (x, q) and we can reconstruct
p from (x, q) using covariant integral [31]. When it is convenient, we use p = (x, q) for notation simplicity and we will
explicitly point out the notation change.

First of all, for any x ∈S2 we have Cx = L2([0,1],TxS
2) to represent all absolutely continuous functions or trajecto-

ries on S2 that start at x. Namely, we consider a smooth trajectory p : [0,1] →S2 that starts at p(0) = x as an element in
Cx

q(t ) =
(

ṗ(t )√|ṗ(t )|

)||
p(t )→x

∈Cx .
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So the full space of interest becomes a bundle
C= ⊔

x∈S2
Cx ,

which is similar to the tangent bundle TS2 but instead of tangent vectors we consider square-integrable functions on
tangent spaces. For the manifold C we have the following tangent space

T(x,q)C= TxS
2 ⊕

Cx ,

and define the inner product 〈
(u1, w1), (u2, w2)

〉
(x,q) = 〈u1,u2〉x +

∫ 1

0
〈w1(t ), w2(t )〉x dt , (3)

where (ui , wi ) ∈ T(x,q)C, and 〈·, ·〉x is a scalar product in TxS
2.

Our main focus is the amplitude of functions, i.e., the quotient space C/Γ. However, since the distance function on
C/Γ is determined through the distance function on C, we have to review the geometry of C first. As for all Riemannian
manifolds, the distance between two elements (x0, q0), (x, q) ∈C is determined by the length of geodesic curve, i.e., the
shortest path (

β(s), q(s, ·)) ∈C
connecting (x0, q0) and (x, q) with(

β(0) = x0, q(0, ·) = q0
)

and
(
β(1) = x, q(1, ·) = q

)
.

Proposition 1. If a path
(
β(s), q(s, ·)) is geodesic on C under the metric (3), then it satisfies the following properties:

1. the base-curve β(s) is constant-speed parameterized;

2. TSRVC q(s, ·) is covariantly linear along β, and that is, ∇β̇(s)

(∇β̇(s)q(s, t )
)= 0.

Proof. The proof can be found in [6].

If a path on C satisfies the two properties listed above, then it is completely determined by the curve β ∈S2, which

is called the base-curve in the following context. That is, once we fix β(s), we have q(s, t ) = q ||
0,β(s)(t )+ s

(
q ||
β(s)(t )−

q ||
0,β(s)(t )

)
, where q ||

0,β(s)(t ) is the parallel transport of q0(t ) from β(0) to β(s) along β for s ∈ [0,1], and q ||
β(s)(t ) is the

parallel transport of q(t ) from β(1) to β(s) along β. Moreover, the length of this path is defined as

dβ(p0, p) = dβ((x0, q0), (x, q)) =
√
`2
β
+

∫ 1

0

∣∣q ||
0,β(1)(t )−q(t )

∣∣2dt , (4)

where `2
β
=

(∫ 1
0

√〈
β̇(t ), β̇(t )

〉
β(t )dt

)2 = |β̇(0)|2. If a path (β(s), q(s, ·)) is not a geodesic on C, we can still use equation

(4) to quantify its length. If β is unknown, we find the geodesic distance according to

dC(p0, p) = min
β

dβ
(
p0, p

)
. (5)

The following theorem presents the main advantage of using TSRVC.

Theorem 1. For any two trajectories p0, p ∈F , and their corresponding TSRVC representations (x0, q0), (x, q) ∈C, any
smooth base-curve β, and any re-parameterization γ ∈ Γ, there is equality

dβ
(
p0, p

)= dβ
(
p0(γ(t )), p(γ(t ))

)= dβ
((

x0, q0(γ(t ))
√
γ̇(t )

)
,
(
x, q(γ(t ))

√
γ̇(t )

))
.

The proof of this theorem is presented in the supplement. This theorem highlights the advantage of using TSRVC
representation to study functional data or trajectories on S2: the action of Γ on C under the metric dβ is by isometries.
The isometry property of re-parameterization allows us to focus on the amplitude of a function and analyze it in a
manner that is invariant to random time warping.

To represent the amplitude of a function, we first introduce a closed set Γ̃, containing all non-decreasing, absolutely
continuous functions γ on [0,1] such that γ(0) = 0 and γ(1) = 1. It can be shown that Γ is a dense subset of Γ̃ and the
orbit of a TSRVC under Γ̃, defined as [p] := (x, [q]) = {(

x, q(γ)
√
γ̇
)∣∣γ ∈ Γ̃}

, forms a closed set (which is not the case under
Γ). For theory development, we utilize Γ̃, and define the function amplitudes as the set of orbits under the group action
Γ̃: C/Γ̃= {(x, [q])|(x, q) ∈C}. In practice, we will only use elements in Γ for simplicity. According to Theorem 1, we define
the distance between amplitudes on C/Γ̃ as

dC/Γ̃([p0], [p]) = min
γ1,γ2∈Γ̃

dC(p0 ◦γ1, p ◦γ2) ≈ min
γ∈Γ dC(p0, p ◦γ) . (6)

4



⇒

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Illustration of p-optimal curve β connecting x and x0. Panel (a) shows two planes πβ and πβ0

containing x0 and x onS2. The interaction betweenS2 and πβ contains a circular arc β and the interaction
between S2 and πβ0 gives β0, which is the geodesic on S2 between x0 and x. Panel (b) shows β and β0.

3 Geodesic Computation between Smooth Functions onS2

We now study how to obtain the geodesic between two elements on C and C/Γ̃. Proposition 1 describes two important
properties about the geodesic path, which will help us to find the geodesic.

3.1 Geometry of base-curve β

To understand the geometry of base-curve β, we start with introducing the concept named p-optimal curves. A curve
β connecting two points x0 and x on S2 is called p-optimal if `β ≤ `η, where `η is the length of η, and η is any curve

that connects x0 and x with the parallel transport map from Tx0S
2 to TxS

2 equal to the parallel transport map along
β from Tx0S

2 to TxS
2 (see the detailed definition in [30]). With this p-optimal concept in mind, we have the following

lemmas.

Lemma 1. If a path
(
β(s), q(s, ·)) on C is a geodesic, then the base-curve β is a p-optimal curve.

Proof. Let us assume that we can find a shorter curve than β from x0 to x that induces the same parallel transport from

Tx0S
2 to TxS

2, then we can reduce `β without affecting
∫ 1

0
∣∣q ||

0,β(1)(t )−q(t )
∣∣2dt . Hence

(
β(·), q(·, t )

)
does not have the

shortest distance, and therefore it would not be a geodesic on C. So there is a contradiction.

Lemma 2. For any two points x0, x ∈S2, the only p-optimal curves connecting them on S2 are the circular arcs.

Proof. Let β be the curve joining x0 with x on S2, and P
(
β
)1

0 : Tx0S
2 → TxS

2 be the parallel translation map induced

by β. Let a circle passing x0 and x on S2 be ζ= ζ1 ∪ζ2, where ζ1 is the circular arc from x0 to x that induces the same

parallel transport P
(
β
)1

0 as β. The Gauss Bonnet theorem states that the angle of rotation of the parallel transport

map Tx0S
2 → Tx0S

2 induced by the closed curve ζ is equal of the integral of the Gaussian curvature over the region
enclosed by the loop ζ. Since the Gaussian curvature of S2 equals +1 at every point, the angle of rotation is equal to
the area enclosed by ζ. So the circle ζ has the shortest distance among all loops with the same parallel transport map.
Therefore `β+`ζ2

≥ `ζ1
+`ζ2

. Hence β= ζ1.

The two lemmas significantly reduce the search space for the base-curveβ in the geodesic calculation between two
elements (x0, q0) and (x, q) on C, i.e., the base-curve β must be among the circular arcs connecting x0 and x on S2.

Now let us consider how to construct circular arcs connecting x0 and x on S2. We start with constructing a plane
πβ containing x0 and x (refer to the red plane in Figure 3 panel (a)). The plane πβ is determined by its normal vector n

(a vector orthogonal to πβ). We construct vector n based on an angle θ ∈ [−π
2 , π2

]
between n and the cross product of

x0 and x, defined as x0 × x. When we vary θ, we get different n, and thus πβ, and the intersection between πβ and S2.
n has the following explicit expression as a function of θ:

n(θ; x0, x) = x0 +x

|x0 +x| sinθ+ x0 ×x

|x0 ×x| cosθ.

The intersections between πβ and S2 give p-optimal curves with the following explicit expression:

β(s;θ) = x0 cos(sφ)+ (n ×x0)sin(sφ)+n〈n, x0〉
(
1−cos(sφ)

)
, (7)
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where φ = 2arcsin

(
1
2

√
2−2〈x0,x〉
1−〈n,x0〉2

)
, and n is determined by θ. For notation simplicity, β(s;θ) is also denoted as β(θ) or

β when there is no confusion. Figure 3 panel (b) illustrates a circular arc β and the geodesic β0 between x0 and x on
S2. Note that according to equation (7), the circular arcs between x0 and x are parameterized by a single parameter
θ and have a closed form solution, which allows us to derive an efficient optimization algorithm to find the geodesic
base-curve β.

3.2 Geodesic calculation on C

For two smooth functions p0 and p onS2, their geodesic distance can be calculated using formula (5), and the geodesic
is completely determined by the base-curve β. With the help of the two lemmas in section 3.1, we have significantly
reduced the search domain of β and can represent it using only one parameter θ. Now we rewrite the geodesic distance
calculation as a function of θ:

d2
C(p0, p) = min

θ∈[− π
2 , π2

]d2(p0, p,θ) = min
θ∈[− π

2 , π2
]`2
β(θ) +

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣q ||
0,β(θ)(t )−q(t )

∣∣∣2
dt .

One very attractive property of the p-optimal base-curve constructed according to equation (7) is that we have explicit

expressions for `β(θ) and the parallel transport q ||
0,β(θ)(t ) as functions of θ. We refer the readers to the Propositions 1

and 2 in the supplement for detailed derivations.
To summarize, the distance function d(p0, p,θ) depends on θ that determines the base-curve β(θ). Therefore, to

get d2
C

(p0, p), we can obtain ∂
∂θ

d2(p0, p,θ), and rely on the gradient descent method to find the optimal θ. Fortunately,

on S2, we also can obtain an explicit solution for the gradient, which is presented in section 3 in the supplement. We
derive Algorithm 1 to find θ(p0, p) = argminθ∈[− π

2 , π2
] d2(p0, p,θ).

Algorithm 1: The method for finding geodesical θ(p0, p)

Input: two smooth functions p0 and p, θ0 ∈
[−π

2 , π2
]

, the gradient step λ ∈R, and the degree of
accuracy ε ∈R+

Output: a point θ ∈ [−π
2 , π2

]
begin

Set θ = θ0.
repeat

Compute θ̄ = θ−λ ∂
∂θd 2(p0, p,θ).

if θ̄ ∈ [−π
2 , π2

]
and d 2(p0, p, θ̄) < d 2(p0, p,θ) then

θ = θ−λ ∂
∂θd 2(p0, p,θ);

else
λ= λ

2 ;

until
∣∣∣ ∂∂θd 2(p0, p,θ)

∣∣∣< ε;

Finally, after finding the optimal θ(p0, p), we build the geodesic path as

β(s) =β(s;θ(p0, p)) and q(s, t ) =q ||
0,β(s)(t )+ s

(
q ||
β(1−s)(t )−q ||

0,β(s)(t )
)
.

Figure 4 shows one example of p0 and p on S2, d2(p0, p,θ) and its derivative ∂
∂θ

d2(p0, p,θ), the base-curve β and the
final geodesic path between p0 and p.

3.3 The exponential and inverse exponential maps on C

For statistical analysis of a set of observations on C, two other important tools are the exponential and inverse expo-
nential maps. Let (u, w) ∈ T(x,q)C, the exponential map exp(x,q)(s(u, w)) is a mapping from T(x,q)C to C, and gives a

geodesic (β(s), q(s, t )) on C, where s ∈ [0,1]. Given p0 and p on S2, and their TSRVC representations (x0, q0) and (x, q),
the inverse exponential map exp−1

(x0,q0)(x, q) gives a tangent vector (u, w) on T(x0,q0)C, such that exp(x0,q0)((u, w)) =
(x, q). Since we consider p and (x, q) as the same, for notation simplicity expp (s(u, w)) is also used to denote the expo-

nential map from TpC to C and exp−1
p0

p to denote for the inverse exponential map from C to Tp0C.

6



(a) (b)

Figure 4: Panel (a) shows d 2(p0, p,θ) with its derivative ∂
∂θd 2(p0, p,θ). Panel (b) left side shows the base-

curve β which determines the geodesic on C between p0 and p, and the right side shows the geodesic
between p0 and p.

⇒ '

(a) (b)

Figure 5: Panel (a) shows the base-curve β which determines the geodesics on C between two functions p0

and p,. Panel (b) shows (u, w) = exp−1
p0

p on the tangent space Tx0S
2.

On C, once we find the optimal geodesic θ ∈ [−π
2 , π2

]
for p0 and p by Algorithm 1, it is straightforward to get the

inverse exponential map

exp−1
p0

p =(
β̇(0;θ), q ||

β
−q0

)
, (8)

where β is determined by θ. Figure 5 shows one example of p0 and p on S2 and the inverse exponential map exp−1
p0

p.
The exponential mapping expp0

((u, w)) is harder to compute than the inverse exponential map. Let (β(s), q(s, ·)) =
expp0

(s(u, w)) for s ∈ [0,1]. We need to construct a (β(s), q(s, ·)) that satisfies the two properties in Proposition 1 and

β̇(0) = u. We describe our procedure to construct such (β(s), q(s, ·)) as follows.
For a given u ∈ Tx0S

2, we can construct a set of p-optimal curves determined by a set of planes πβ that intersect

with Tx0S
2 by the line x0 + tu for t ∈R, where πβ is determined by a normal vector

n(ϑ; x0,u) = x0 cosϑ+ x0 ×u

|x0 ×u| sinϑ for ϑ ∈
(
arcsin

( |u|
π

)
,π−arcsin

( |u|
π

))
. (9)

One can find out that

β(s;ϑ) = x0 cos(sφ)+ (n ×x0)sin(sφ)+n〈n, x0〉
(
1−cos(sφ)

)
with φ(ϑ) = |u|

sinϑ
,

q(s, t ) = (
sw(t )+q0(t )

)||
β(s).

(10)

It is easy to see that the above path (10) satisfies the two properties in Proposition 1. By setting s = 1, we get the end
point p = expp0

(
(u, w)

)
with

p = (x, q) where
x = x0 cosφ+ (n ×x0)sinφ+n〈n, x0〉(1−cosφ),

q = (w +q0)||
β

.

7



⇒

(a) (b)

Figure 6: Illustration on how to compute expp0
((u, w)). Panel (a) shows a set of planes πβ containing the

vector u ∈ TxS
2, and panel (b) shows β(s;ϑ) (the interactions between πβ and S2) and p which are also

parameterized by ϑ.

' ⇒

(a) (b)

Figure 7: Panel (a) illustrates an element (u, w) ∈ Tp0C, where u is a vector and w is a smooth function.
Panel (b) shows p = expp0

((u, w)) and the base-curve β.

Figure 6 panel (a) illustrates a set of planes πβ that contain the vector u ∈ TxS
2 (parameterized by ϑ with normal

vectors in (9)), and panel (b) shows β(s;ϑ) and p which are also parameterized by ϑ.

To this end the challenge is to find an appropriate ϑ, such that the angle θ(ϑ) = arcsin
(√

2
1+〈x0,x〉 cosϑ

)
is optimal

for p0 and p, i.e., the base-curve β gives the smallest distance between p0 and p. We then derive a gradient descent

method to find the optimal ϑ ∈
(
arcsin

( |u|
π

)
,π−arcsin

( |u|
π

))
in Algorithm 7 in the supplement.

3.4 Geodesic calculation between the amplitudes of functions on C/Γ

Now we consider the amplitude of smooth functions onS2, which is defined as elements in the quotient spaceC/Γ̃, e.g.,
[p0], [p] ∈C/Γ̃ . Formula (6) is used to calculate the geodesic distance between [p0] and [p]. In this case, we have a bi-
variate optimization problem: in addition to θ, we need to find a time warping function γ to minimize the distance be-
tween two orbits [p0] and [p]. We adopt a coordinate descent approach to iteratively solve the single variable optimiza-
tion problems: (i) given θ, we solve γ using the Dynamic Programming algorithm in [1]: γ= argminγ∈Γd2(p0 ◦γ, p,θ);
and (ii) given γ, we solve θ based on the Algorithm 1.

We use following Algorithm 2 to find the base-curve β∗ on C/Γ and the optimal time warping γ∗ to align p0 to p.
It is important to notice that the geodesic base-curve β∗ in the space of function amplitudes C/Γ can be different

from the geodesic base-curve β on C. Figure 8 shows two examples of p0 and p on S2, the base-curve β in C, the
base-curve β∗ in C/Γ, the geodesic path between p0 and p in C/Γ, and the optimal γ∗ for aligning p0 to p.

8



(a) (b)

Figure 8: Comparison of base-curves β (for geodesics on C) and β∗ (for geodesics on C/Γ). Panel (a) shows
two examples of p, p0 and the geodesic base-curves β and β∗. Panel (b) shows the geodesics between
amplitudes of functions on C/Γwith the corresponding time warping functions γ∗ ∈ Γ on the right.

Algorithm 2: The method for finding geodesical θ∗([p0], [p]) and γ∗ in C/Γ

Input: two smooth functions p0, p, θ0 ∈
[−π

2 , π2
]

, the gradient step λ ∈R, and the degree of
accuracy ε ∈R

Output: a point θ∗ ∈ [−π
2 , π2

]
and the re-parameterization γ∗ ∈ Γ

begin
Set θ∗ = θ0. Find γ∗ = argminγ∈Γd 2(p0, p,θ∗). Then get p̃0 = p0 ◦γ∗.
repeat

Compute θ∗ based on Algorithm 1 with input (p̃0, p,θ∗,λ,ε).
Find γ∗ = argminγ∈Γd 2(p0, p,θ∗). Update p̃0 = p0 ◦γ∗.

until
∣∣∣ ∂∂θd 2(p̃0, p,θ∗)

∣∣∣< ε;

4 The Sample Fréchet Means on C and C/Γ̃

With a clear understanding of the geometry of C and C/Γ̃, we now are ready to study the Fréchet means of smooth
functions on S2 (elements on C) and their amplitudes (elements on C/Γ̃). Let us denote a stochastic Riemannian
process (e.g., Gaussian process) on S2 as {p(t )}t∈[0,1], and with associated TSRVC representation (x, q) given by

x = p(0), q(t ) =
(

ṗ(t )√|ṗ(t )|

)||
p(t )→p(0)

.

4.1 The sample Fréchet mean on C

To estimate the mean of the stochastic Riemannian process, we consider the Fréchet function F (pµ) = E
(
d2
C

(p, pµ)
)
,

and its finite-version

Fn (pµ; p1, . . . , pn ) = 1

n

n∑
i=1

d2
C(pi , pµ).

9



Then the estimator of the mean is given by the sample Fréchet mean

pµ = argmin
p∈F

Fn (p; p1, . . . , pn ). (11)

We now derive computational algorithms to solve (11). We can rewrite the Fréchet function on C as a function of
x ∈S2 and base-curves βi :

Fn (x,β1, . . . ,βn ) = 1

n

n∑
i=1

d2
βi

((
xi , qi (t )

)
,
(
x, q(t , x,β1, . . . ,βn )

))
= 1

n

n∑
i=1

(
`2
βi

+
∫ 1

0

∣∣q −q ||
i ,βi

∣∣2dt
)
,

where we have

q = q(t , x,β1, . . . ,βn ) = 1

n

n∑
i=1

q ||
i ,βi

(t ), (12)

with q ||
i ,βi

being the parallel transportations of qi (t ) along βi , q ||
i ,βi

(t ) = (
qi (t )

)||
βi (0)→βi (1). We then optimize Fn itera-

tively with respect to x and βi ’s to obtain the sample Fréchet mean on C:(
βx

1 , . . . ,βx
n
)= argmin

β1,...,βn

Fn (x,β1, . . . ,βn ),

x = argmin
x∈S2

Fn

(
x, q

(
t , x,βx

1 , . . . ,βx
n
))

.

Therefore the problem of finding the sample Fréchet mean reduces to the optimization problem on the product
space S2 × [−π

2 , π2
]n . Since q is determined by the starting point x ∈ S2 and the base-curves β1, . . . ,βn , which are

defined by the angles θ1, . . . ,θn ∈ [−π
2 , π2

]
, for a given x ∈S2, we use the gradient descent method to find the optimal

θ = (θ1, . . . ,θn ) = argmin
(θ1,...,θn )∈[− π

2 , π2
]n

Fn
(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn (θn )

)
, (13)

where we have to compute

∇θFn
(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn (θn )

)= (
F̂1nθ(p1, p,θ1), . . . , F̂nnθ(pn , p,θn )

)
,

where F̂i nθ(pi , p,θi ) = ∂
∂θi

d2(pi , p,θ). We propose the following Algorithm 3 to find the optimal θ = (
θ1, . . . ,θn

)
.

Algorithm 3: The method for finding optimal θ = (θ1, . . . ,θn) for (13)

Input: observed functions p1, · · · , pn , the point x ∈S2, the initial value θ0 ∈
[−π

2 , π2
]n , the gradient

step λ1 ∈R, and the degree of accuracy ε1 ∈R
Output: a vector θ = (θ1, . . . ,θn) ∈ [−π

2 , π2
]n

begin
Set θ = θ0.
repeat

Compute θ̄ = θ−λ1∇θFn
(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn(θn)

)
.

if θ̄ ∈ [−π
2 , π2

]n and Fn
(
x,β1(θ̄1), . . . ,βn(θ̄n)

)< Fn
(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn(θn)

)
then

θ = θ̄;
else

λ1 = λ1
2 ;

until
∥∥∇θFn(x,θ1, . . . ,θn)

∥∥< ε1;

Similarly, for given θ = (θ1, · · · ,θn ), we perform the gradient descent algorithm to find the optimal x according to
argminx∈S2 Fn

(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn (θn )

)
, where we have to compute

∇x Fn
(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn (θn )

)= 1

n

n∑
i=1

∇x d2(pi , p,θi ),
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Algorithm 4: Sample Fréchet mean calculation on C

Input: the observed functions p1, . . . , pn , the gradient steps λ1,λ2 ∈R, and the degrees of accuracy
ε1,ε2 ∈R

Output: xµ ∈S2, qµ ∈Cxµ and the vector θ ∈ [−π
2 , π2

]n .

begin
Set x = x1+···+xn

|x1+···+xn | , where xi = pi (0).

repeat
Compute θ using Algorithm 3 with input (p1, . . . , pn , x,θ,λ1,ε1).

Set x = expx

(
−λ2∇x Fn

(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn(θn)

))
, where expx (·) represents the exponential map

on S2.
until

∣∣∣∇x Fn
(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn(θn)

)∣∣∣< ε2;

The explicit expression for ∇x d2(pi , p,θi ) can be found in the supplement. Procedure 4 describes the full algorithm to
find the sample Fréchet mean on C.

Remark: since each squared distance function d2
C

(pi , ·) is convex in some neighborhood Ui ∈ C of pi , the Fréchet
function should be convex at the intersection of the convex neighborhoods Ui , U = ⋂n

i=1 Ui . So if we choose an ap-

propriate initial point p0
µ ∈U , for any gradient descent algorithm, we should converge to the local optimal point pµ by

linear convergence rate.

4.2 The sample Fréchet mean on C/Γ̃

To calculate the mean of functions in C/Γ̃, we have to incorporate the alignment process. Given a set of smooth func-
tions p1, . . . , pn , we analyze their amplitudes by choosing an element p̃i from each [pi ] and working with p̃1, . . . , p̃n us-
ing the geometry structure defined forC. Here p̃1, . . . , p̃n are well aligned among each other so that I = argminγ∈Γ̃dC(p̃i (γ), p̃ j )
for i 6= j with I being the identity function. Therefore, with an appropriate initialization, we take the following iterative
procedure to calculate the Fréchet mean p̃µ and its TSRVC (x̃µ, q̃µ) on C/Γ̃:

1. Update alignment between p̃1, . . . , p̃n and p̃µ, and update p̃µ;

2. Update the base-curves β∗i between x1, ..., xn and x̃µ

3. Update x̃µ

For step 1, we adopt the Procrustes process from [21]. For given x̃µ ∈ S2, β∗i , the q̃µ is first computed as the

average of the transported TSRVCs q̃µ(t ) = 1
n

∑n
i=1 q ||

i ,β∗
i

(t ). We then pair-wisely align every transported TSRVC q ||
i ,β∗

i
(t )

to q̃µ with γi = argminγ∈Γd2
β∗

i
(pi ◦γ, p̃µ), and set p̃i = pi (γi ). Next, set q̃µ(t ) = 1

n
∑n

i=1 q̃ ||
i ,β∗

i
(t ), where q̃ ||

i ,β∗
i

(t ) is the

transported TSRVC of p̃i . For steps 2 and 3, we use similar algorithms as the ones presented in section 4.1. Therefore,
we develop the following algorithms for computing p̃µ.

Algorithm 5 allows us to finish steps 1 and 2. We now integrate results from Algorithm 5 with an algorithm to update
xµ to finalize our computational procedure (presented in Algorithm 6) for calculating the sample mean amplitude.

4.3 Statistical properties of the Fréchet mean

For the Riemannian stochastic process p = (x, q) ∈C we have the Fréchet mean

p∗ = (x∗, q∗) = argmin
p̂∈C

Ed2
C(p̂, p).

We can consider the tangent space at p∗ = (x∗, q∗) (denoted as Tp∗C for notation simplicity) as a functional space

L2([0,1],Tx∗S2 ×Tx∗S2) with imposed constraints that first functions are constants. The main issue here is that there
exists statistical framework for vectors and vector-functions but not for the direct product of a vector space and vector-
function space. The difficulty is to determine the covariant functionΣ. We consider our space of interest as the principal
in the vector-function space and therefore define the covariant function at the vector-function space. We have the
following covariant function on L2([0,1],Tx∗S2 ×Tx∗S2)

Σ= E∇d2
C(p, p∗)⊗∇d2

C(p, p∗) = 4Eexp−1
p∗ p ⊗exp−1

p∗ p,
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Algorithm 5: The method for finding optimal base-curves β∗
1 , . . . ,β∗

n on C/Γ̃

Input: p1, . . . , pn , the point x̃µ ∈S2, the initial vector θ0 ∈
[−π

2 , π2
]n , the gradient step λ1 ∈R, and

the degree of accuracy ε1 ∈R
Output: a vector θ = (θ1, . . . ,θn) for β∗

1 , . . . ,β∗
n and aligned paths p̃1, . . . , p̃n

begin
Set p̃i = pi = (xi , qi ) for i = 1, . . . ,n and θ = θ0.
repeat

Align q1, . . . , qn to q̃µ = 1
n

∑n
i=1 q ||

i ,βi (θi ) at Cxµ ,

Compute θ̄ = θ−λ1∇θFn
(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn(θn)

)
.

if θ̄ ∈ [−π
2 , π2

]n and Fn
(
x,β1(θ̄1), . . . ,βn(θ̄n)

)< Fn
(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn(θn)

)
then

θ = θ−λ1∇θFn
(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn(θn)

)
;

else
λ1 = λ1

2 ;

until
∣∣∇θFn(x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn(θn))

∣∣< ε1;

Algorithm 6: Sample Fréchet mean calculation in C/Γ̃

Input: p1, . . . , pn ∈C, two gradient steps λ1,λ2 ∈R, and degrees of accuracy ε1,ε2 ∈R+
Output: Fréchet mean p̃µ represented as (x̃µ, q̃µ), aligned functions p̃1, . . . , p̃n to pµ, and

base-curves βi connecting x1, . . . , xn with x̃µ in the form of θ.
begin

Set x = x1+···+xn
|x1+···+xn | , θ = 0, and p̃i = pi for i = 1, . . . ,n.

repeat
Compute θ(x), p̃1, . . . , p̃n from Algorithm 5 with inputs (p1, . . . , pn , x,θ,λ1,ε1).

Set x = expx

(
−λ2∇x F̂n

(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn(θn)

))
.

until
∣∣∣∇x Fn

(
x,β1(θ1), . . . ,βn(θn)

)∣∣∣< ε2;

that maps (ū, w̄) ∈ L2([0,1],Tx∗S2 ×Tx∗S2) with respect to an orthonormal basis for Tx∗S2 as follow

(
Σ(ū, w̄)

)
(s) = (

û, ŵ(s)
)
, with

(
û1

û2

)
=

(
κ1

1 κ1
2

κ2
1 κ2

2

)(
ū1

ū2

)
+

∫ 1

0

(
k1

1 (t ) k1
2 (t )

k2
1 (t ) k2

2 (t )

)(
w̄1(t )
w̄2(t )

)
dt ,(

ŵ1(s)
ŵ2(s)

)
=

(
k1

1 (s) k1
2 (s)

k2
1 (s) k2

2 (s)

)(
ū1

ū2

)
+

∫ 1

0

(
K 1

1 (s, t ) K 1
2 (s, t )

K 2
1 (s, t ) K 2

2 (s, t )

)(
w̄1(t )
w̄2(t )

)
dt ,

for

κi
j = Eui u j , ki

j (t ) = Eui w j (t ), K i
j (s, t ) = Ew i (s)w j (t ).

In an Euclidean space, for a sequence of d-dimensional random vectors X1, . . . , Xn with a finite expectation vector
µ= EX and covariance Σ, we have

p
n

(
1

n

n∑
i=1

Xi −µ
)
→ N (0,Σ).

In a Riemannian manifold, we do not have linearity and instead of pµ − p∗, we consider exp−1
p∗ pµ, where pµ is the

sample Fréchet mean. For y = (u, w) ∈ Tp∗C one can take hn (y) = Fn (expp∗ y ; p1, . . . , pn ) and get

∇hn (y) =∇Fn (expp∗ y ; p1, . . . , pn )D(expp∗ y),

where D(expp∗ y) is the differential of the exponential mapping expp∗ at p∗. Thus since ∇Fn (pµ; p1, . . . , pn ) = 0, we
have

∇hn (exp−1
p∗ pµ) = 0.
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Therefore by the Taylor theorem for some δ ∈ [0,1]

∇hn (0)+∇2hn (δexp−1
p∗ pµ)exp−1

p∗ pµ = 0.

Hence for

Λ= E∇2d2
C(p, p∗)(s, t ).

we have

p
n exp−1

p∗ pµ =−Λ−1

(
1p
n

n∑
i=1

exp−1
p∗ pi

)

Finally, as the generalization of the central limit theorem from [2] we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2. Let p1 = p, . . . , pn be i.i.d. sample. Then

p
n exp−1

p∗ pµ −→ N (0,Λ−1ΣΛ−1).

For ∇dC(p0, p) one can look at the supplement.

5 Simulation Studies

In this section, we demonstrate the computational tools we developed using simulated data and compare them with
existing ones, e.g. those in [30].

We first simulate curves on S2 according the following probabilistic model. A mean function p∗ is first simulated
and then we generate a random covariate function Σ on the tangent space Tp∗C. Using a Gaussian process (GP) model

(ui , wi ) 'GP
(
0,Σ

)
, with Σ=


κ1

1 κ1
2 k1

1 (t ) k1
2 (t )

κ2
1 κ2

2 k2
1 (t ) k2

2 (t )
k1

1 (s) k1
2 (s) K 1

1 (s, t ) K 1
2 (s, t )

k2
1 (s) k2

2 (s) K 2
1 (t , s) K 2

2 (s, t )

 . (14)

We simulate random tangent vectors (u, w) and map them back toS2 using the exponential mapping expp∗ (·). In total,
we simulated 8 mean functions p∗ with different shapes, and for each p∗, we generated a random covariance function
Σ, and sampled 10 functions. Next, for a total of 80 functions, we inserted phase variability to these functions (Figure 12
describes the process of inserting phase variability). For any two functions p0, p, Algorithm 2 was used to align them
and compare their amplitude difference. Figure 9 shows a few examples of geodesics between the amplitudes of a pair
of functions. We compared our Algorithm 2 with the one described in [30] (equation (7) in [30]). It is important to note
that the algorithm from [30] only computes approximated geodesic distance. More specifically, their parallel transports
along the base-curve β are compromised by a numerical approximation procedure. The parallel transport of TSRVC is
approximated by many small parallel transports along a piece-wise geodesic approximation of β. Moreover, to find the
best β, they use an exhaustive search algorithm. As a consequence, the algorithm from [30] crucially depends on N ,
the number of discrete points on β, and M , the number of discrete searching points on the range of [0,2π) for finding
the optimal β.

From Figure 9 we see that our new algorithm can give better geodesic distances compared with the one in [30]. The
improvement is more significant when the shapes of functions compared are more complex (e.g., the second to the
fourth rows). For the algorithm in [30], one can observe that when M increases the squared distance decreases, since
the chance of finding the bestβ increases. When N increases the geodesic increases. This is because when N increases,
the quality of approximation of β improves and the squared length of the baseline `2

β
increases (in [30] this values is

approximated from below).
We then compared pair-wise differences among the 80 simulated functions, and Figure 10 panel (a) shows pairwise

squared distance matrix computed with our Algorithm 2. The same matrix was also computed using the algorithm in
[30] with N = 120 and M = 240. Panel (b) shows the difference matrix between the two algorithms (squared distance
of [30] - squared distance of Algorithm 2). Let d2

a represent the squared distance from Algorithm 2 and d2
b from [30].

We calculate the percentage of improvement of Algorithm 2 based on 100∗ (d2
b − d2

a )/d2
b , and show a histogram of

these percentages in panel (c). We see that the proposed algorithm improves the geodesic calculation in most cases.
Actually, the average percentage of improvement is around 9%, indicating that we have significantly improved the
geodesic computation.

Next, we consider the sample Fréchet mean on C/Γ̃. Given a set of functions {p1, . . . , pn }, to optimize the Fréchet
function, the proposed Algorithm 6 performs the following steps: 1) for a given starting point x ∈S2, it jointly updates
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Methods d 2
C/Γ(p1, p2)

Algorithm 2 0.778398
[30] with N = 30, M = 60 0.810474

[30] with N = 30, M = 120 0.810315
[30] with N = 30, M = 240 0.810237
[30] with N = 60, M = 60 0.810529

[30] with N = 60, M = 120 0.810369
[30] with N = 60, M = 240 0.81029
[30] with N = 120, M = 60 0.810542

[30] with N = 120, M = 120 0.810382
[30] with N = 120, M = 240 0.810304

Methods d 2
C/Γ(p1, p2)

Algorithm 2 2.52071
[30] with N = 30, M = 60 2.56984

[30] with N = 30, M = 120 2.56965
[30] with N = 30, M = 240 2.56952
[30] with N = 60, M = 60 2.57047

[30] with N = 60, M = 120 2.57031
[30] with N = 60, M = 240 2.57016
[30] with N = 120, M = 60 2.57062

[30] with N = 120, M = 120 2.57047
[30] with N = 120, M = 240 2.57034

Methods d 2
C/Γ(p1, p2)

Algorithm 2 0.237116
[30] with N = 30, M = 60 0.270649

[30] with N = 30, M = 120 0.270589
[30] with N = 30, M = 240 0.270527
[30] with N = 60, M = 60 0.270651

[30] with N = 60, M = 120 0.270593
[30] with N = 60, M = 240 0.27053
[30] with N = 120, M = 60 0.270651

[30] with N = 120, M = 120 0.270593
[30] with N = 120, M = 240 0.270531

Methods d 2
C/Γ(p1, p2)

Algorithm 2 0.483469
[30] with N = 30, M = 60 0.540953

[30] with N = 30, M = 120 0.540949
[30] with N = 30, M = 240 0.540947
[30] with N = 60, M = 60 0.54096

[30] with N = 60, M = 120 0.540956
[30] with N = 60, M = 240 0.540955
[30] with N = 120, M = 60 0.540962

[30] with N = 120, M = 120 0.540958
[30] with N = 120, M = 240 0.540956

Methods d 2
C/Γ(p1, p2)

Algorithm 2 2.63583
[30] with N = 30, M = 60 2.64099

[30] with N = 30, M = 120 2.63927
[30] with N = 30, M = 240 2.6393
[30] with N = 60, M = 60 2.64242

[30] with N = 60, M = 120 2.64071
[30] with N = 60, M = 240 2.64064
[30] with N = 120, M = 60 2.64277

[30] with N = 120, M = 120 2.64106
[30] with N = 120, M = 240 2.64096

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 9: Geodesic calculation between two function amplitudes. Panel (a) shows the warping function γ∗
obtained by Algorithm 2, panel (b) shows the two functions on S2 and the geodesic between them, and
panel (c) shows the table of geodesic distances computed by Algorithm 2 and the algorithm from [30] with
various N and M .
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 10: Pairwise squared distance among the amplitudes of 80 simulated functions. Let Da be the
squared distance matrix calculated by Algorithm 2, and Db be the matrix calculated by the algorithm in
[30] (with N = 120 and M = 240). Panel (a) shows Da , panel (b) shows Db −Da , and panel (c) shows the
histogram of the upper triangle of 100∗ (Db −Da)./Db .

' expp∗ (ui ,wi )
=========⇒

(a) (b)

Figure 11: Illustration on data simulation. Panel (a) shows two samples on Tp∗C simulated using the prob-
ability model (14). Panel (b) shows two curves expp∗ (u1, w1) and expp∗ (u2, w2) that are interest here.

+ +

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 12: Adding phase variability to simulated functions on S2. Panel (a) shows curves simulated using
the probability model (14). Panel (b) shows the phase variability that was inserted into functions. Panel (c)
shows the phase variability that was inserted into functions after inserting the phase variability (b).
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the base-curve βi , the warping function γi , and the TSRVC qµ of the sample Fréchet mean pµ; and then 2) performs

the gradient step using the exponential mapping on S2, since the gradient of the Fréchet function corresponding to
the TSRVC is equal to 0. Similarly, we used a Gaussian process model (14) to simulate tangent vectors on Tp∗C then
map it to C using the exponential mapping expp∗ (·). Figure 11 panel (a) shows two examples of the sampled (u, w)

and panel (b) shows the corresponding functions on S2. We also inserted phase variability to the simulated functions
(see Figure 12). Next, we compared our Algorithm 6 with the one from [30] (Algorithm 3 in [30]) to find the optimal
sample Fréchet mean. Figure 13 shows four different examples, where panel (a) shows the phase variability obtained
from Algorithm 6, panel (b) shows the simulated functions p j , the true mean p∗, and the sample mean p̃µ, and panel
(c) shows the average of mean squared distances obtained from different algorithms. Given the complexity of the
simulated functions, apparently, extrinsic mean method, i.e., first calculate the Euclidean mean in R3 and then map it
back to S2, will not perform well, and hence we did not include in our comparison. From the results, we see that our
Fréchet mean captures the amplitude (the shape) of these functions well, and gives a smaller Fréchet function value.

6 Real Data Analysis

We also illustrate our framework on two real datasets: bird migration data [10] and Atlantic hurricane tracks [11] (see
Figure 1 for a snapshot of the data).

• The bird migration data [10] has 35 migration trajectories of Swainson’s Hawk from western North America
to Argentina and back, observed from 1995 to 1997. The collected data were used to help identify the most
important areas for pesticide control to reduce fatalities of the bird in Argentina.

• The hurricane data [11] contains hurricane tracks originated from the Atlantic ocean and Gulf of Mexico. The
US National Hurricane Center (NHC) conducted post-storm analyses of hurricanes that have been recorded by
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). HURDAT2 is the database we used here and and
can be found on https://www.nhc.noaa.gov/data/.

We implemented Algorithm 4 to find the sample Fréchet mean of Swainson hawk migrations on C (see the first
row in Figure 14 (a)) and Algorithm 6 to find the sample Fréchet mean on C/Γ (see the first row in Figure 14 (b)).
Comparing the two means, we can see that birds travel with non-synchronized speed and the amplitude mean is more
representative of the common pattern in the data, e.g., the mean on C is much shorter than the mean on C/Γ and
deviates from the major path due to averaging the non-synchronized trajectories or functions. Similar analysis was
also done for the hurricane data and the results are presented in the second row of Figure 14. There is also a descent
phase variability in the hurricane data.

To better compare and visualize data on C and C/Γ, we computed the sample covariance matrix of TSRVCs along
the sample Fréchet mean before and after alignment. On TpµC (before alignment), at time t along the mean, we calcu-
late the covariance of the sample TSRVCs as

Kµ(t ) = 1

n −1

n∑
j=1

w j (t )w j (t )T where (u j , w j ) = exppµ p j ,

and on Tp̃µC/Γ, we have

K̃µ(t ) = 1

n −1

n∑
j=1

w̃ j (t )w̃ j (t )T where (ũ j , w̃ j ) = expp̃µ p̃ j .

Each Kµ(t ) is a 2× 2 tensor and can be plot as an ellipsoid. We parallel transport Kµ(t ) from the tangent space on

Tpµ(0)S
2 to Tpµ(t )S

2 along pµ and display them along pµ. Figure 15 shows these covariance matrices before alignment

(panel (a)) and after alignment (panel (c)). We also computed the trace of Kµ(t ) (ρµ(t ) = trace
(
Kµ(t )

)
and ρ̃µ(t ) =

trace
(
K̃µ(t )

)
) to summarize the variance as one number at time t , which is displayed on panel (b). These results show

the importance of considering phase variability in functional data analysis on S2.
At last, we compared our Algorithm 6 with the one from [30] (Algorithm 3 in [30]) in Table 1. We can see that

proposed framework achieves a significant improvement (around 20%) in the Swainson hawk data, and a slight im-
provement in the hurricane data (around 3%) when optimizing the Fréchet function.

7 Conclusion

This paper studies functional data on S2, and provides a method to intrinsically compute the amplitude mean for a
set of samples. Functions onS2 are represented as a pair, consisting of its starting point and a transported square-root
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Methods 1
n

∑n
i=1 d 2

C/Γ(pi , p̃µ)

Algorithm 6 0.272878
[30] with N = 30, M = 60 0.28613

[30] with N = 30, M = 120 0.286135
[30] with N = 30, M = 240 0.286153
[30] with N = 60, M = 60 0.286137

[30] with N = 60, M = 120 0.286144
[30] with N = 60, M = 240 0.28616
[30] with N = 120, M = 60 0.286139

[30] with N = 120, M = 120 0.286146
[30] with N = 120, M = 240 0.286162

Methods 1
n

∑n
i=1 d 2

C/Γ(pi , p̃µ)

Algorithm 6 0.225475
[30] with N = 30, M = 60 0.243124

[30] with N = 30, M = 120 0.236718
[30] with N = 30, M = 240 0.236772
[30] with N = 60, M = 60 0.243322

[30] with N = 60, M = 120 0.236672
[30] with N = 60, M = 240 0.236792
[30] with N = 120, M = 60 0.243327

[30] with N = 120, M = 120 0.236677
[30] with N = 120, M = 240 0.236797

Methods 1
n

∑n
i=1 d 2

C/Γ(pi , p̃µ)

Algorithm 6 0.124914
[30] with N = 30, M = 60 0.130731

[30] with N = 30, M = 120 0.13071
[30] with N = 30, M = 240 0.130721
[30] with N = 60, M = 60 0.130741

[30] with N = 60, M = 120 0.130719
[30] with N = 60, M = 240 0.130731
[30] with N = 120, M = 60 0.130743

[30] with N = 120, M = 120 0.130721
[30] with N = 120, M = 240 0.130733

Methods 1
n

∑n
i=1 d 2

C/Γ(pi , p̃µ)

Algorithm 6 0.217113
[30] with N = 30, M = 60 0.231254

[30] with N = 30, M = 120 0.23092
[30] with N = 30, M = 240 0.230834
[30] with N = 60, M = 60 0.231281

[30] with N = 60, M = 120 0.230947
[30] with N = 60, M = 240 0.230861
[30] with N = 120, M = 60 0.231288

[30] with N = 120, M = 120 0.230953
[30] with N = 120, M = 240 0.230868

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 13: Examples of sample Fréchet mean for function amplitudes. Panel (a) shows the warping function
{γ1, . . . ,γn} obtained by Algorithm 6, panel (b) shows the sample data {p1, . . . , pn}, the Fréchet mean p∗, the
sample Fréchet mean pµ, and panel (c) shows a table of optimal sample Féchet functions computed by
Algorithm 6 and the algorithm from [30] with various N and M .
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 14: Real data analysis on bird migration trajectories and hurricane paths. Panel (a) shows the sam-
ple Fréchet mean pµ obtained by Algorithm 4. Panel (b) shows the sample Fréchet mean p̃µ derived by
Algorithm 6 and the corresponding time warping functions for alignment.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 15: Visualization of variability of TSRVCs before and after alignment. Panel (a) shows the covariance
(Kµ(t )) of TSRVCs before alignment, and panel (c) shows the covariance after alignment. Panel (b) shows
the trace of Kµ(t )s.
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Table 1: Comparison of the Algorithm 6 with the one from [30] to find the sample Fréchet mean on real
data.

Swainson hawk data Hurricane data

Methods 1
n

∑n
i=1 d 2

C/Γ(pi , p̃µ)

Algorithm 6 0.105873
[30] with N = 30, M = 60 0.136115

[30] with N = 30, M = 120 0.136112
[30] with N = 30, M = 240 0.136113
[30] with N = 60, M = 60 0.136115

[30] with N = 60, M = 120 0.136112
[30] with N = 60, M = 240 0.136113
[30] with N = 120, M = 60 0.136116

[30] with N = 120, M = 120 0.136112
[30] with N = 120, M = 240 0.136113

Methods 1
n

∑n
i=1 d 2

C/Γ(pi , p̃µ)

Algorithm 6 0.052998
[30] with N = 30, M = 60 0.0545199

[30] with N = 30, M = 120 0.0545143
[30] with N = 30, M = 240 0.0545157
[30] with N = 60, M = 60 0.0545207

[30] with N = 60, M = 120 0.0545143
[30] with N = 60, M = 240 0.0545158
[30] with N = 120, M = 60 0.0545207

[30] with N = 120, M = 120 0.0545143
[30] with N = 120, M = 240 0.0545158

curve (TSRVC). With this representation, the domain of interest becomes a fiber bundle, denoted as C. We then study
the Riemannian structure of C, and its quotient space C/Γ̃ containing the amplitude of smooth functions. Gradient
descent algorithms are developed to find the geodesic between two points on C and C/Γ̃. In this process, we simplify
the geodesic search by developing several novel tools, including closed form solutions for parallel transport of vectors
along circle arcs on S2, and a closed form gradient of the distance function between two functions. From there, we
extend our toolbox to perform analysis of a set of functions and by developing computational algorithms for finding
the sample Fréchet means on C and C/Γ̃, where novel exponential and inverse exponential maps are introduced. The
proposed framework is comprehensively evaluated in both simulated and real data, and is shown to be superior to its
competitor. Implementation of these tools is published on GitHub repository: https://github.com/Bayan2019/
2DSphericalTrajectories.
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A Supplementary material to "Amplitude Mean of Functional Data on
S2"

A.1 Proof of Theorem 1

Let e1, . . . ,ed ∈ Tx0 M be the orthonormal basis on Tx0 M . Then one can take their images e ||1 , . . . ,e ||d ∈ TxM as basis on
TxM with

e ||i =P
(
β
)1

0ei , i = 1, . . . ,d ,

where P
(
β
)t

s is the parallel transport along β from β(s) to β(t ). Since for any v ∈ Tx0 M

d

d t

〈
P

(
β
)t

0v,P
(
β
)t

0ek

〉
=

〈
∇β̇P

(
β
)t

0v,P
(
β
)t

0ek

〉
+

〈
P

(
β
)t

0v,∇β̇P
(
β
)t

0ek

〉
= 0,

so 〈
P

(
β
)1

0v,e ||k
〉
= 〈

v,ek
〉

,

then one has

P
(
β
)1

0v =
d∑

k=1

〈
P

(
β
)1

0v,e ||k 〉e
||
k =

d∑
k=1

〈v,ek 〉e ||k

Therefore one gets

d2
β

((
x0, q0(γ(t ))

√
γ̇(t )

)
,
(
x, q(γ(t ))

√
γ̇(t )

))= `β+∫ 1

0
|q ||

0,β(1)

(
γ(t )

)−q
(
γ(t )

)|2γ̇(t )dt =

= `β+
∫ 1

0
|q ||

0,β(1)

(
γ(t )

)−q
(
γ(t )

)|2d
(
γ(t )

)=
= `β+

∫ 1

0
|q ||

0,β(1)(t )−q(t )|2dt .

A.2 Parallel transport along the p-optimal curve β onS2

Figure 16: The plane
πβ contains β and the
plane πβ0 , contains β0

and the center of S2.

In figure 1, for any two points x0, x ∈ S2, we have a p-optimal curve β, which belongs to
the intersection of the sphere S2 with πβ plane, and the geodesic β0, which belongs to
the intersection of the sphere with πβ0

that contains the center of the sphere.
The plane πβ is determined by its normal vector n (an vector orthogonal to πβ). We

parameterize n using θ ∈ [−π
2 , π2

]
, measuring the angle between n and the cross product

of x0 and x ( i.e., x0×x, which is orthogonal to both x0 and x with a direction given by the
right-hand rule and a magnitude equal to the area of the parallelogram that the vectors
x0, x span). Hence one has the following expression for n

n(θ; x0, x) = x0 +x

|x0 +x| sinθ+ x0 ×x

|x0 ×x| cosθ. (15)

Therefore the p-optimal β curve have the following expressions:

β(s;θ) = x0 cos(sφ)+ (n ×x0)sin(sφ)+n〈n, x0〉
(
1−cos(sφ)

)
,

where φ= 2arcsin

(
1
2

√
2−2〈x0,x〉
1−〈n,x0〉2

)
.

The p-optimal curve connecting x0 and x is determined by the angle θ and the path
determined by β on C has the length

d(p0, p,θ) = dβ(θ)(p0, p) =
√
`2
β(θ) +

∫ 1

0

∣∣q ||
0,β(θ)(t )−q(t )

∣∣2dt . (16)

Hence we have the geodesic distance

dC(p0, p) = min
θ∈[− π

2 , π2
]
√
`2
β(θ) +

∫ 1

0

∣∣q ||
0,β(θ)(t )−q(t )

∣∣2dt . (17)
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Figure 17: The
p-optimal base-
curve β and the
geodesic β0 con-
necting x0 and
x.

On the sphere S2 we have the following covariant derivative along the curve β

∇β̇v = ∂v

∂s
−

〈
β,
∂v

∂s

〉
β.

Let us consider a parallel tangent vector field v(s) = (
v1(s), v2(s), v3(s)

) ∈ Tβ(s)S
2 along the

base-curve β(s) with respect to an orthonormal system

e1 = n ×x0

|n ×x0|
×n, e2 = n ×x0

|n ×x0|
, e3 = n.

Under this orthonormal system, the base-curve β has the following expression

β(s;θ) = (
cos(sφ)sinα, sin(sφ)sinα, cosα

)
, (18)

where α is the angle between n and x0. One can obtain

α(θ, x0, x) = arccos

(√
1+〈x0, x〉

2
sinθ

)

and

φ(θ, x0, x) = 2arcsin

(√
1−〈x0, x〉

1+cos2 θ−〈x0, x〉sin2 θ

)
.

Proposition 2. The parallel transport of e2 ∈ Tx0S
2 along β has the following expression

v(θ, s) = e ||2,β(θ,s) = v1(θ, s)e1 + v2(θ, s)e2 + v3(θ, s)n,

with

v1(θ, s) = v1(s,α,φ) =cos(sφ)sin(sφcosα)cosα− sin(sφ)cos(sφcosα),

v2(θ, s) = v2(s,α,φ) =cos(sφ)cos(sφcosα)+ sin(sφ)sin(sφcosα)cosα,

v3(θ, s) = v3(s,α,φ) =− sin(sφcosα)sinα.

Proof. In the orthonormal system e1,e2,n we have

n =
0

0
1

 , x0 =
sinα

0
cosα

 , x =
cosφsinα

sinφsinα
cosα

 .

Since v is the tangent vector field, there
〈β, v〉 = 0,

thus

v1(s, x0, x,θ, v2, v3) =− v2 sin(sφ)sinα+ v3 cosα

cos(sφ)sinα
.

Also with the help of the equality
〈v, v〉 = 〈v(0), v(0)〉 = |e2|2 = 1,

one finds

v2(
s, v3,α,φ

)= cos(sφ)
√

sin2α− (
v3

)2 − v3 sin(sφ)cosα

sinα
.

Then from the fact that v is the parallel tangent vector field one has

∇β̇v = ∂v

∂s
−

〈
β,
∂v

∂s

〉
β= 0.

So
v̇ =β〈β, v̇〉 =−β〈β̇, v〉. (19)

Consequently, this equation comes down to to the differential equation on v3

v̇3 =−φcosα
√

sin2α− v3.
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Finally from v(0) = e2 = (0,1,0)T one gets

v(θ, s) = v(s, x0, x,θ) =
v1

v2

v3

=
0

1
0

||
β

,

where

v1(s,α,φ) =cos(sφ)sin(sφcosα)cosα− sin(sφ)cos(sφcosα),

v2(s,α,φ) =cos(sφ)cos(sφcosα)+ sin(sφ)sin(sφcosα)cosα,

v3(s,α,φ) =− sin(sφcosα)sinα.

Proposition 3. Let e ||2,β(θ,s) = v(θ, s). Then for any u ∈ Tx0S
2

u||
β(s) =

〈
e2,u

〉
v(θ, s)+〈

(e2 ×x0),u
)(

v(θ, s)×β(θ, s)
)
.

Proof. The parallel transport map Pβ(θ) : Tx0S
2 → TxS

2 can be expressed as a rotation R(θ, s)

v(θ, s) =R(θ, s)e2,

v(θ, s)×β(θ, s) =R(θ, s)
(
e2 ×x0

)
,

β(θ, s) =R(θ, s)x0.

Therefor for any u = u1e2 +u2(
e2 ×x0

) ∈ Tx0S
2 one has

R(θ, s)u = u1R(θ, s)e2 +u2R(θ, s)
(
e2 ×x0

)

So one gets e ||2,β(θ,s) = v(θ, s) and therefore

q ||
0,β(θ,s)(t ) = q ||

s
(
q0(t ), x0, x,θ

)=〈
v(0), q0(t )

〉
v(θ, s)+

〈(
v(0)×x0

)
, q0(t )

〉(
v(θ, s)×x

)
=〈

e2, q0(t )
〉

v(θ, s)+
〈(

e2 ×x0
)
, q0(t )

〉(
v(θ, s)×x

)
.

Thus one gets

d2(p0, p,θ) = d2
β(θ)(p0, p) = `2

β(θ) +
∫ 1

0

∣∣q ||
0,β(θ)(t )−q(t )

∣∣2dt

= 2arcsin2

(√
1−〈x0, x〉

1+cos2 θ−〈x0, x〉sin2 θ

)
(1+cos2 θ−〈x0, x〉sin2 θ)

+
∫ 1

0

((〈e2, q0(t )〉−〈v, q(t )〉)2 +
(〈

(e2 ×x0), q0(t )
〉−〈(v ×x), q(t )〉

)2
)

dt ,

where v = v(1). One is interested in
θ(p0, p) = argmin

θ∈[− π
2 , π2

]d2(p0, p,θ),

and one can perform the gradient descent algorithm to find θ(p0, p).

A.3 The derivative of d 2(p0, p,θ) with respect to θ

One can see that the distance function d(p0, p,θ) depends on θ that determines the base-curve β. One can also obtain

∂

∂θ
d2(p0, p,θ) =2φsinα

(
∂φ

∂θ
sinα+φcosα

∂α

∂θ

)
+

∫ 1

0
2

〈
∂

∂θ
q ||

0,β(1), q ||
0,β(1)(t )−q(t )

〉
dt ,
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where

∂

∂θ
q ||

0,β(1) =
〈
∂e2

∂θ
, q0(t )

〉
v +

〈(
∂e2

∂θ
×x0

)
, q0(t )

〉(
v ×x

)
+〈e2, q0(t )〉∂v

∂θ
+〈(e2 ×x0), q0(t )〉

(
∂v

∂θ
×x

)
,

for

∂v

∂θ
=∂v1

∂θ
e1 + v1 ∂e1

∂θ
+ ∂v2

∂θ
e2 + v2 ∂e2

∂θ
+ ∂v3

∂θ
n + v3 ∂n

∂
,

with

∂v1

∂θ
=∂v1

∂α

∂α

∂θ
+ ∂v1

∂φ

∂φ

∂θ
,

∂v2

∂θ
=∂v2

∂α

∂α

∂θ
+ ∂v2

∂φ

∂φ

∂θ
,

∂v3

∂θ
=∂v3

∂α

∂α

∂θ
+ ∂v3

∂φ

∂φ

∂θ
,

∂α

∂θ
=−

√
1+〈x0, x〉

1+cos2 θ−〈x0, x〉sin2 θ
cosθ,

∂φ

∂θ
= 2sin(θ)

√
1−〈x0, x〉2

1+cos2 θ−〈x0, x〉sin2 θ
,

and

Dθn = ∂

∂θ
n(x0, x,θ) = (x0 +x)cosθ

|x0 +x| − (x0 ×x)sinθ

|x0 ×x| ,

∂e2

∂θ
=−

〈
Dθn ×x0,n ×x0

〉∣∣n ×x0
∣∣3

(
n ×x0

)+ Dθn ×x0∣∣n ×x0
∣∣ ,

∂e1

∂θ
=−

〈
Dθn ×x0,n ×x0

〉∣∣n ×x0
∣∣3

(
n ×x0

)×n + Dθn ×x0∣∣n ×x0
∣∣ ×n + n ×x0∣∣n ×x0

∣∣ ×Dθn.

A.4 The exponential and inverse exponential maps on C

For statistical analysis of a set of observations on C, another two important tools are the exponential and inverse ex-
ponential maps. Let (u, w) ∈ T(x,q)C, the exponential map exp(x,q)(s(u, w)) is a mapping from T(x,q)C to C, and gives a

geodesic (β(s), q(s, t )) on C, where s ∈ [0,1]. Given two functions or trajectories p0 and p on S2, and their TSRVC rep-
resentations (x0, q0) and (x, q), the inverse exponential map exp−1

(x0,q0)(x, q) gives a tangent vector (u, w) on T(x0,q0)C,

such that exp(x0,q0)((u, w)) = (x, q). Since we consider p and (x, q) as the same, for notation simplicity expp (s(u, w)) is

also used to denote the exponential map from TpC to C and exp−1
p0

p to denote for the inverse exponential map from C

to Tp0C.
OnC, once we find the optimal geodesic θ ∈ [−π

2 , π2
]

for p0 and p, it is straightforward to get the inverse exponential
map

exp−1
p0

p =(
β̇(0;θ), q ||

β
−q0

)
,

where β is determined by θ. Figure 18 shows one example of p0 and p onS2 and the inverse exponential map exp−1
p0

p.
The exponential mapping expp0

((u, w)) is harder to compute than the inverse exponential map. Let (β(s), q(s, ·)) =
expp0

(s(u, w)) for s ∈ [0,1]. We need to construct a (β(s), q(s, ·)) that satisfies the two properties in Proposition 1 and

β̇(0) = u. We describe our procedure to construct such (β(s), q(s, ·)) as follows.
For a given u ∈ Tx0S

2, we can construct a set of p-optimal curves determined by a set of planes πβ that intersect

with Tx0S
2 by the line x0 + tu for t ∈R, where πβ is determined by a normal vector

n(ϑ; x0,u) = x0 cosϑ+ x0 ×u

|x0 ×u| sinϑ for ϑ ∈
(
arcsin

( |u|
π

)
,π−arcsin

( |u|
π

))
. (20)

One can find out that

β(s;ϑ) = x0 cos(sφ)+ (n ×x0)sin(sφ)+n〈n, x0〉
(
1−cos(sφ)

)
with φ(ϑ) = |u|

sinϑ
,

q(s, t ) = (
sw(t )+q0(t )

)||
β(s).
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⇒ '

(a) (b)

Figure 18: Panel (a) shows the base-curve β which determines the geodesics on C between two functions
p0 and p,. Panel (b) shows (u, w) = exp−1

p0
p on the tangent space Tx0S

2.

⇒

(a) (b)

Figure 19: Illustration on how to compute expp0
((u, w)). Panel (a) shows a set of planes πβ containing the

vector u ∈ TxS
2, and panel (b) shows β(s;ϑ) (the interactions between πβ and S2) and p which are also

parameterized by ϑ.

' ⇒

(a) (b)

Figure 20: Panel (a) illustrates an element (u, w) ∈ Tp0C, where u is a vector and w is a smooth function.
Panel (b) shows p = expp0

((u, w)) and the base-curve β.
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Algorithm 7: The method for finding geodesical ϑ(p0,u, w)

Input: two smoothed functions p0, w , the vector u, ϑ0 ∈
(
arcsin

( |u|
π

)
,π−arcsin

( |u|
π

))
, the gradient

step λ ∈R, and the degree of accuracy ε ∈R
Output: a point ϑ ∈

(
arcsin

( |u|
π

)
,π−arcsin

( |u|
π

))
begin

Set ϑ=ϑ0.
repeat

Compute ϑ̄=ϑ−λ ∂
∂ϑ

(
∂
∂θ

(
d 2

(
p0, p,θ

))2
)

.

if ϑ̄ ∈
(
arcsin

( |u|
π

)
,π−arcsin

( |u|
π

))
and

(
∂
∂θd 2

(
p0, p(ϑ̄),θ(ϑ̄)

))2 <
(
∂
∂θd 2

(
p0, p(ϑ),θ(ϑ)

))2
then

ϑ= ϑ̄;
else

λ= λ
2 ;

until
∣∣∣ ∂∂θd 2(p0, p,θ)

∣∣∣< ε;

By setting s = 1, we get the end point p = expp0
((u, w)) with

p = (x, q) where
x = x0 cosφ+ (n ×x0)sinφ+n〈n, x0〉(1−cosφ),

q = (w +q0)||
β

.

Figure 19 panel (a) illustrates a set of planes πβ that contain the vector u ∈ TxS
2 (parameterized by ϑ with normal

vectors in (20), and panel (b) shows β(s;ϑ) and p which are also parameterized by ϑ.

To this end the challenge is to find an appropriate ϑ, such that the angle θ(ϑ) = arcsin
(√

2
1+〈x0,x〉 cosϑ

)
is op-

timal for p0 and p, i.e., the base-curve β gives the smallest distance between p0 and p. We then derive a gradient

decent method to find the optimal ϑ ∈
(
arcsin

( |u|
π

)
,π−arcsin

( |u|
π

))
. Consequently we derive Algorithm 7 to find the

ϑ(p0,u, w) = argmin
ϑ∈

(
arcsin

( |u|
π

)
,π−arcsin

( |u|
π

)) (
∂
∂θ

d2(
p0, p(ϑ),θ(ϑ)

))2
.

A.5 The gradient ∇d 2(p0, p,θ).

For further notation simplicity, given any vector a = (a1, a2, a3) ∈ R3 one can expressed the cross product a × x as the
multiplication of the matrix

(a×) =
 0 −a3 a2

a3 0 −a1

−a2 a1 0

 to the vectorx ∈R3 : a ×x = (
a × )

x

and the identity matrix

I =
1 0 0

0 1 0
0 0 1

 .

Finally we consider taking the gradient of d2(p0, p,θ) with respect to the second path p

∇d2(p0, p,θ) = (∇x d2(p0, p,θ),∇q d2(p0, p,θ)
)= (

∇x d2(p0, p,θ), 2
(
q(t )−q ||

0,β(1)(t )
))

,

where

∇x d2(p0, p,θ) =(I −xxT )2φsinα
(
sinα∇xφ+φcosα∇xα

)
+ (I −xxT )2

∫ 1

0

(
Dx

(
q ||

0,β(1)(t )
))T (

q ||
0,β(1)(t )−q(t )

)
dt ,
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with

Dx
(
q ||

0,β(1)(t )
)=vq0(t )T (Dx e2)− (

v ×x
)
q0(t )T (x0×)(Dx e2)+〈

e2, q0(t )
〉

Dx v

−〈
e2 ×x0, q0(t )

〉
(x×)Dx v +〈

e2 ×x0, q0(t )
〉

(v×),

for

Dx v =e1
(∇x v1)T + v1Dx e1 +e2

(∇x v2)T + v2Dx e2 +n
(∇x v3)T + v3Dx n,

and

∇x v1 =∂v1

∂α
∇xα+ ∂v1

∂φ
∇xφ,

∇x v2 =∂v2

∂α
∇xα+ ∂v2

∂φ
∇xφ,

∇x v3 =∂v3

∂α
∇xα+ ∂v3

∂φ
∇xφ,

∇xα=− x0 sinθ

2
√

(1+〈x0, x〉)(1+cos2 θ−〈x0, x〉sin2 θ)
,

∇xφ=− 2x0 cosθ(
1+cos2 θ−〈x0, x〉sin2 θ

)√
1−〈x0, x〉2

,

and

Dx n =Dx n(x0, x,θ) = sinθ

|x0 +x| I − sinθ

|x0 +x|3 (x0 +x)(x0 +x)T

+ cosθ

|x0 ×x| (x0×)− cosθ

|x0 ×x|3 (x0 ×x)(x0 ×x)T (x0×),

Dx e2 = (n ×x0)(n ×x0)T (x0×)Dx n∣∣n ×x0
∣∣3

− (x0×)Dx n∣∣n ×x0
∣∣ ,

Dx e1 =
(
(n ×x0)×n

)
(n ×x0)T (x0×)Dx n∣∣n ×x0

∣∣3
+ (n×)(x0×)Dx n∣∣n ×x0

∣∣ +
(

n ×x0∣∣n ×x0
∣∣×

)
Dx n.

It is important to point out that for the optimal base-curve θ = θ(p0, p)

∇x d2
C(p0, p) =∇x d2(p0, p,θ)

and, since ∇d2
C

(p0, p) =−2exp−1
p p0, we have

∇x d2(p0, p,θ) = 2β̇(1).
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