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THINK GLOBALLY, FIT LOCALLY UNDER THE MANIFOLD SETUP:
ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF LOCALLY LINEAR EMBEDDING

HAU-TIENG WU AND NAN WU

ABSTRACT. Since its introduction in 2000, locally linear embedding (LLE) has been
widely applied in data science. We provide an asymptotical analysis of the LLE under
the manifold setup. We show that for a general manifold, asymptotically we may not
obtain the Laplace-Beltrami operator, and the result may depend on the non-uniform sam-
pling, unless a correct regularization is chosen. We also derive the corresponding kernel
function, which indicates that the LLE is not a Markov process. A comparison with the
other commonly applied nonlinear algorithms, particularly the diffusion map, is provided,
and its relationship with the locally linear regression is also discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

Dimension reduction is a fundamental step in data analysis. In past decades, due to
the demanding need for analyzing the large scale, massive and complicated datasets ac-
companying technological advances, there have been many efforts to solve this problem
from different angles. The resulting algorithms could be roughly classified into two types,
linear and nonlinear. Linear methods include principal component analysis (PCA), multi-
dimensional scaling, and others. Nonlinear methods include ISOMAP [30], locally linear
embedding (LLE) [23]] and its variations like Hessian LLE [13]] and modified LLE [36],
eigenmap [3]], diffusion map (DM) [[10]], local tangent space alignment [37]], vector diffu-
sion map [25} 27], horizontal diffusion map [17], maximal variance unfolding [35]], and
t-distributed stochastic neighbor embedding [32]], to name a few.

The subject of this paper, the LLE, was published in Science in 2000 [23]]. It has been
cited almost 10,000 times, according to the Google Scholar as of mid-January, 2017. The
algorithm is designed to be intuitive and simple. It has also been found to be efficient
and practical. It contains two main parts. First, for each data point, determine its near-
est neighbors, and catch the local geometric structure of the dataset through finding the
barycenter coordinate for those neighboring points by a regularization. This is the “fit lo-
cally” part of the LLE. Second, by viewing the barycenter coordinates as the “weights”
for the neighboring points, the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the associated “affinity ma-
trix” are evaluated to organize the data points. This is the “think globally” part of the
LLE. However, unlike the fruitful theoretical results from discussing the diffusion-based
approach like DM [4} 20, 24} [19} [10} 28, 15, 1331, 134} [18], 127, [15], to the best of our knowl-
edge, a systematic analysis of the LLE algorithm has not been undertaken, except an ad
hoc argument shown in [3] based on some conditions.

The main contribution of this paper is analyzing the “fit locally” part of the LLE. Based
on a careful analysis of the barycentric coordinate by the covariance matrix analysis, we
provide an asymptotic pointwise convergence analysis of the LLE under the manifold
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setupﬂ Although it is widely believed that under the manifold setup, asymptotically
the LLE should lead to the Laplace-Beltrami operator, in this paper, we show that it might
not always be the case. It fundamentally depends on the geometric structure of the data set.
Specifically, under the assumption that the point cloud is (non-) uniformly sampled from
a low dimensional manifold isometrically embedded in the Euclidean space, we show that
the asymptotical behavior of the LLE depends on the regularization. If the regulariza-
tion is chosen properly, we obtain the Laplace-Baltrami operator, even if the sampling is
non-uniform. If the regularization is not chosen properly, the acquired information will
be contaminated by the extrinsic information (the second fundamental form), and we even
obtain the fourth order differential operator in some extreme cases. To catch the depen-
dence on the extrinsic information, we carefully analyze the “local covariance structure”
of the dataset up to the higher order. One key step toward the analysis is establishing the
kernel function associated with the LLE that comes from the barycentric coordinate esti-
mation. Via the established kernel function, we have a direct comparison of the LLE and
other relevant nonlinear machine learning algorithms, for example, the eigenmap and DM.
Unlike the eigenmap or DM, the LLE in general is not a diffusion process on the dataset,
and the convergence rate might be different, depending on the regularization. In the end,
we link the LLE back to the widely applied kernel regression technique, the locally linear
regression (LLR), and the error in variable problem.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we review the LLE algorithm. In
Section [3] we provide the asymptotical analysis of the LLE under the manifold setup. In
Section 4} we provide numerical simulations to support our theoretical findings. The re-
lationship between two common nearest neighbor search schemes is discussion in Section
Bl The relationship between the LLE, the LLR, and the shrinkage scheme for the high
dimensional covariance matrix are discussed in[6l The discussions is shown in Section [
The technical proofs of the theorems are included in the Appendix. The perturbation argu-
ment of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of a symmetric matrix is summarized in Section
The statement of technical lemmas for the proof is given in Section [B| The covariance
structure analysis is provided in Section [C} The proofs of the main Theorems are given in
Appendices [D]and [E] The technical lemmas for the theorems are given in Section[F]

Here we fix the notations used in this paper. For d € N, I;,; means the identity matrix
of size d x d. For n € N, denote 1, to be the n-dim vector with all entries 1. For € > 0,
denote BX’ (x) := {y € R”|||x—y||rr < €}. Denote ¢; =[0,---,1,---0] " € R” to be the unit
p-dim vector with 1 in the i-th entry. For p,r € N so that r < p, denote J,, , € RP*” so that
the (i,i) entry is 1 for i = 1,...,r, and zeros elsewhere and denote J, , € RP*" so that the
(p—r+i,i)entryis 1 fori=1,...,r, and zeros elsewhere. [, , := Jp,,J,Ir is a p X p matrix
so that the (i,i)-th entry is 1 fori = 1,...,r and O elsewhere; and I, , :=J,,.J,  isa px p
matrix so that the (i,i)-th entry is 1 fori = p—r+1,...,p and 0 elsewhere. Denote S(p)
to be the set of real symmetric matrix of size p x p, O(p) to be the orthogonal group in
dimension p, and o(p) to be the set of anti-symmetric matrix of size p x p. For M € RP*P,
denote M " to be the transpose of M and M to be the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse of M.
For a,b € R, we use a Ab := min{a,b} and aV b := max{a,b} to simplify the notation.
We summarize the commonly used notations for the asymptotical analysis in Table |1 for
the convenience of the readers.

'While it is not explored in this paper, we mention that based on the established pointwise convergence, we
could further understand the “think globally” part of the LLE algorithm from the spectral geometry viewpoint
[eL[7].
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TABLE 1. Commonly used notations in this paper.

’ Symbol \ Meaning
p Dimension of the ambient space
d Dimension of the low-dimensional Riemannian manifold
(M, g) d-dimensional smooth Riemannian manifold
av Riemannian volume form of (M, g)
exp, Exponential map at x
.M Tangent space of M at x
Ric, Ricci curvature tensor of (M, g) at x
1, 1y Isometric embedding of M into R? and its differential
I, Second fundamental form of the embedding 1 at x
P Probability density function on 1(M)
neN Number of data points sampled from M
2 ={z}}_, | Point cloud sampled from (M) C R”?
wy € RN Barycentric coordinates of z; with respect to data points in
the e-neighborhood

2. REVIEW OF THE LOCALLY LINEAR EMBEDDING

We start by summarizing the LLE algorithm. Suppose 2" = {z;}"_; C R? is the pro-
vided dataset, or the point cloud.

(1) Fix € > 0. For each z € 27, denote A5, := BX (zx) N (2 \ {z}) = {zk’j}';’;l,
where n;, € N is the number of points in .47, . .47, is called the e-radius neighbor-
hood of z;. Alternatively, we can also fix a number K, and choose the K nearest
points of zz. This is called the K nearest neighbors (KNN) scheme. While the
e-radius neighborhood scheme and the KNN scheme are closely related, they are
different. In this paper, we study the LLE with the &-radius neighborhood scheme,
and postpone the discussion of the relationship between these two schemes to Sec-
tion

(2) For each z; € .27, find its barycentric coordinate associated with .4, by

3
wy =arg  min  |lze— Y w(j)zk,lI* € R™. 2.1)

weR"k ,lenk:I j=1

Notice that w;, satisfies Wsz 1, = 231;1 w, (j) =1
(3) Define a n x n matrix W, called the LLE matrix, by

Wi = { wo () o =2 € M (2.2)

’ 0 otherwise.

(4) To reduce the dimension of 2, it is suggested in [23] to embed 2" into a low
dimension Euclidean space

a= Y= [i(k), - ve(k)] T R, (2.3)

for each z; € 2, where { is the dimension of the embedded points chosen by the
user, and vy,-- -, vy € R" are eigenvectors of (I—W) " (I —W) corresponding to the
¢ smallest eigenvalues. Note that this is equivalent to minimizing the cost function
Yoy e — Xy Wi 2.
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Although the algorithm looks relatively simple, there are actually several details that
should be discussed prior to the asymptotical analysis. To simplify the discussion, we focus
on one point z; € 2" and assume that there are N data points in .A;, = {zx 1, -,z n}. To
find the barycentric coordinate of z;, we define the local data matrix associated with Jiék:

Gni= |Zk1—2Zk --- ZkN—Zk e RPNV, (2.4)

It is important to note that G, depends not only on #x, but also € and z;. However, we only
keep n to make the notation easier. The other notations in this section are simplified in the
same way. Minimizing is equivalent to minimizing the functional w' G, G,w over
w € RN under the constraint w' 1y = 1. Here, G,;r G, is the Gramian matrix associated
with the dataset {zx; — 2k, "+ ;2N — 2. In general, G} G, might be singular, and it is
suggested in [23] to stabilize the algorithm by regularizing the equation by

(G, Gy +clyxn)y = 1y, (2.5)

where ¢ > 0 is the regularizer chosen by the user. For example, in [23], ¢ is suggested to
be %, where 0 < § < ||G,||% is chosen by the user and ||G,||r is the Frobenius norm of
G,,. It has been observed that the LLE is sensitive to the choice of the regularizer (see, for
example, [36]]). We will later quantify this dependence under the manifold setup. Using
the Lagrange multiplier method, the minimizer is

Yn
Wy iy (2.6)
where y, is the solution of (2.5). We will consider the regularized equation (2.3) in the
following discussion.

Next, we explicitly express w,, which is the essential step toward the asymptotical anal-
ysis. Suppose rank(G, G,) = r,. Note that r, = rank(G,G ) = rank(G,) < p, s0 G, G,
is singular when p < N. Moreover, G, G, is positive semidefinite. Denote the eigen-
decomposition of G,! G, as V,A,V,", where

A, = diag(),,,‘rl , )bn,27 ey A«n,N% 2.7)
Afn,l > )vn,2 > > Afn,r,1 > 2vn,r,1+1 = =MN= 0, and
| |
Va= |Vn1 ... van| € O(N). (2.8)
| |
Clearly, {vn,}f’: r,+1 form an orthonormal basis of the null space of Null(G, G,), which
is equivalent to Nul1l(Gy). Then (2.3) is equivalent to solving
Va(An+eclvsn)V, vy = 1y, 2.9)

and the solution is
Yn = Vn(An +CIN><N)_1V;1T1N
=c "N+ Vi [(An+elyen) = van ]V, 1. (2.10)

Therefore,

LT 1y + Ly Vi [e(An +clven) ™ = Inen] V) _ @.11)
N1V [e(An+clvsn) Tt = Inan [V, Ly
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Without recasting (2.11)) into a proper form, it is not clear how to capture the geometric
information contained in (2.11). Observe that while G, G, is the Gramian matrix, G,G,

is related to the sample covariance matrix associated with .47, . We call %GnGI the local
sample covariance matrixﬂ Clearly, r, < p and G,,G,I and GIG,, share the same positive
eigenvalues, A, 1 ---A,,,. Denote the eigen-decomposition of GnGI as U,,l_\,,U,lT , where
U, € O(p) and A, is a p x p diagonal matrix. By a direct calculation, the first r,, columns
of V, are related to U, by

Vadnry = G Un(AD)V2T, (2.12)

where V,, = [VJy s, |Vadn N—r,]. Since (An + CINxN)71 — ¢ Uyyy has only r, non-zero
diagonal entries, based on (2.10), we have

y;r :C_l 1; + I;VH [(An 4+ CINX}\])_I — C_IINxN] Vn—r

=c "y + I;G;Un(/_\;)l/zprrnJ;rn [(Antelpsp) ™ = Byxp) Jpd ., (AD) V20, G

Note that we have

Un(AD)'/2 I b [(Bn+lpp) ™ = D Iprid (AD2yT

== Updpirdyp,(Bn+clpp) Ty UL (2.13)

which could be understood as a “regularized pseudo-inverse”. Specifically, when c is
small, we have

Undpd g (B - lpcp) ™ d3 1, Uik 2 (Ga Gy ). 2.14)
Denote
I(GuGy) = Updp ) o (Au+clpscp) Ty, U, (2.15)
Hence, we can recast (2.10) and (2:T1) into
yy =c "\ —c 1G] 7.(G,G)G, (2.16)
and
-
" N—13G] 7(G,G])G,ly N-T, Gyly’
where
Ty = jC(GnGnT)GnlN (2.18)

is chosen in order to have a better geometric insight into the LLE algorithm. We now
summarize the expansion of the barycentric coordinate.

Proposition 2.1. Take a data set 2 = {z;}!"_| C RP. Suppose there are N data points in
the € neighborhood of z, namely {z1, -, zxn}t C BY (z1) N (2 \ {z}). Assume p <
N. Let G} G, be the Gramian matrix associated with {21 — 21, 2N — 2y and let
{ X}, and {u,;}_,, where r < p is the rank of G,) Gy, be the nonzero eigenvalues and
the corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors of G,G,) satisfying . With T, ,, defined
in ([2-18), the barycentric coordinates of zj coming from the regularized equation (2.3)) is

T _ 7T
T_ v Ty G 2.19
TN Gy 2.19)
nz—n N
2The usual sample covariance matrix associated with .47, is defined as ﬁ Z]}/:] (zr,j — pe) (zk,j — w) ", where

_1yN
M = 5 X Zk,j-
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Remark 2.1. The denominator N — TIZk G 1y is the sum of all entries of the numerator
1; - T,IZk G,,. We could thus view the LLE matrix defined in as a “normalized kernel”
defined on the point cloud. However, we mention that while all entries of w,, are summed
to 1, the vector 1; — T,IZk G, might have negative entries, depending on the vector T,IZk .
Therefore, in general, W cannot be understood as a transition matrix.

How the LLE achieves the nonlinear dimension reduction and captures the geometric
structure of the point cloud could thus be understood by understanding T}, ;. In the next
section, we will show that under the manifold assumption, T, ;, is intimately related to the
“normal bundle” associated with the manifold, and see how the selection of ¢ influences
the convergence behavior.

3. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF LLE

In this section, we focus on the asymptotic analysis of LLE under the manifold setup.
We start by introducing the manifold setup and assumptions for the analysis.

3.1. Manifold Setup. Let X be a p-dimensional random vector. Assume that the range
of X is supported on a d-dimensional compact, smooth Riemannian manifold (M, g) iso-
metrically embedded in R? via 1 : M — R”, where we assume that M is boundary-free to
simplify the discussion. Denote d(-,-) to be the geodesic distance associated with g. For
the tangent space T,M on y € M, denote 1,7,M to be the embedded tangent space in R”.
Denote exp, : T,M — M to be the exponential map at y. Denote Ric to be the Ricci cur-
vature, V to be the covariant derivative and A to be the Laplace-Beltrami operator. Unless
otherwise stated, in this paper we will carry out the calculation with the normal coordinate.

Let z =1(y). Denote II, to be the second fundamental form of ¢ at y. Denote the
normal space at z as (1. M )J-, which could be viewed as R?~?. Recall that the second
fundamental form at y is a symmetric bilinear map from T,M x T,M to (1. T,M)*. If $¢~!
is the (d — 1)-dim unit sphere in 7,M and 6 = (8',---,09) € S?~!, then for a fixed ¢; €
(1.TyM)*, we can expand ¢/ I1,(6, 0) as Z;-{j:l pf-‘jGiGj, where pf‘j € R. The eigenvalues of
the matrix A®X) € R¥*4, where Aff) = pé‘j fori,j=1,...,d, are the principal curvatures at
z in the direction ey.

We now quickly summarize how the probability density function (p.d.f.) associated with
X is defined [9]. The random vector X : Q — R? is a measurable function with respect to
the probability space (Q,.7, &), where & is the probability measure defined on the sigma
algebra .% in Q. By assumption, the range of X is supported on 1(M). Let 4 be the Borel
sigma algebra of 1(M), and denote by Py the probability measure defined on # that is
induced from P. If Py is absolutely continuous with respect to the volume density on
1(M), by the Radon-Nikodym theorem, d P (z) = P(z)1.dV (z), where dV is the volume
form associated with the metric g, 1.dV (z) is the induced measure on 1(M) via t, and P is a
non-negative measurable function defined on 1(M). We call P the p.d.f. of X on M. When
P is constant, we call X a uniform random sampling scheme; otherwise it is nonuniform.

To facilitate the discussion and the upcoming analysis, we make the following assump-
tion about the random vector X and the regularity of the associated p.d.f..

Assumption 3.1. Assume Py is absolutely continuous with respect to the volume density
on 1(M) so that d Px = P1,dV, where P is a measurable function. We further assume that
P € C°(1(M)) and there exist By, > 0 and Py > P, so that B,, < P(x) < Py < o for all
x € 1(M).
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Let 2" = {1(x;)}’_, C 1(M) C R” denote a set of identical and independent (i.i.d.)
random samples from X, where x; € M. We could then run the LLE on £ For 1(x;) € 2~
and € > 0, we have ;) := {t(x1), -, 1(an)} C BE (1(x)) N (2 \ {1(xx)}). Take
G, € RPN to be the local data matrix associated with .#; (v,) and evaluate the barycentric
coordinate w, = [wy1,- - ,w,,,N]T € RV, Again, although G, and w, depend on &, n, and
X, to ease the notation, we only keep n to indicate that we have finite sampling points.

3.2. Local covariance structure and local PCA. We call
Co = E[(X — 1(0)(X —1(x)) " g0 () (X)] € R7P (3.1)

the local covariance matrix at 1(x) € 1(M), which is the covariance matrix associated
with the local PCA [25, 9]. In the proof of the LLE under the manifold setup, the eigen-
structure of Cy plays an essential role due to its relationship with the barycentric coordinate.
Geometrically, for a d-dim manifold, the first d eigenvectors of Cy corresponding to the
largest d eigenvalues provide an estimated basis for the embedded tangent space 1. 7,M,
and the remaining eigenvectors form an estimated basis for the normal space at t(x). To be
more precise, a smooth manifold can be well-approximated locally by an affine subspace.
However, this approximation cannot be perfect, if the curvature exists. It is well-known
that the contribution of curvature is of high order. For the purpose of fitting the manifold,
we can ignore its contribution. For example, in [25] 9] the local PCA is applied to estimate
the tangent space. However, in the LLE, the curvature plays an essential role and a careful
analysis is needed to understand its role. In Lemma [B.5] we show a generalization of the
result shown in [25, 9] by expanding the C, up to the third order for the sake of capturing
the LLE behavior. The third order term is needed for analyzing the regularization step

shown in (2.3).

Assumption 3.2. Since the barycentric coordinate is rotational and translational invari-
ant, without loss of generality, we assume that the manifold is translated and rotated prop-
erly, so that 1. T,M is spanned by ey, ... e,.

Proposition 3.1. Fix x € M and suppose Assumption holds. When € is sufficiently
small, we have

[STP () g {Idxd 0} My mp)| o (M) My 6
Cy= € + 0 Tl et T et o)),
e o o bab wl )
where Mf?, ( ) ¢ S(d), M. éz)vMéz) eS(p—d), e R (r—d) ) — Mg)T,

and Ml(g) = Méélw These matrices are defined in (ﬁ) (E) cmd (j) and S(d)

and S(p — d) are defined in the end of Section M22 depends on I, but does not depend
on the p.d.f. P, and Méz) depends on the 1, and its derivatives, the Ricci curvature, and P.

The proof of Proposition 3.1]is postponed to Section[C} Since P is bounded by P, from
below, when ¢ is sufficiently small, the £4*2 term is dominant and the largest d eigenvalues
of Cy are of order €972, The other eigenvalues of C; are of higher order and depend on the
£9+4 term or even the £7%6 term. The behavior of eigenvectors is more complicated, due
to the possible multiplicity of the corresponding eigenvalues.

To precisely calculate the eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors of Cy, we ap-
ply the perturbation technique. We summarize the key steps here. Proposition[3.T|provides
a Taylor expansion of C, in terms of € up to the third order, and we could view Cy as a
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function depending on € around 0. Consider the eigen-decomposition of C; as
GU, = UxAXa (3.2)

where A, is diagonal and U, € O(p). A, and U, satisfy A, = A.(0)e9t2 + A’ (0)e?+4 +
0(%9) and U, = U,(0)e4*2 + U,(0)e?** + 0(g4+°). Therefore, we obtain U, and A,
if we find A,(0), A.(0), Uy(0) and U.(0). To achieve this goal, we differentiate ,
and compare terms with the same order of €. This technique fails to uniquely determine
U, when the eigenvalue repeats, and we need higher order terms in Cy to determine the
eigenvectors. The details could be found in Appendix [A]

To simplify the statement of the eigen-structure, following Assumption [3.2] we make
one more assumption.

Assumption 3.3. Following Assumption[3.2) without loss of generality, we assume that the

manifold is translated and rotated properly, so that eq1,--- e, “diagonalize” the second

fundamental form; that is, Mg) in Propositionis diagonalized to Agz) = diag()»ﬁ)l yee ,QLI(,Z) ).

The eigen-structure of the local covariance matrix is summarized in the following Propo-
sition. The detailed proof of the Proposition is postponed to Section [C}

Proposition 3.2. Fix x € M. Suppose € is sufficiently small and Assumptions [3.2| and [3-3]
hold. The eigen-decomposition of C, = U.AU,', where U, € O(p) and A, € RP*P is a
diagonal matrix, is summarized below.

Case 1: When all diagonal entries of A;z) are nonzero, we have:

ISP [1yg + €247 + e4ALY 0
d(d+2) 0 A + ALY
Uy = Ux(0) (Ipxp +€7S) + O(e*) € O(p),

As +0(¢%,

where A<12>,A(14) € R4 and Ag4) e RP=Dx=d) gre diagonal matrices with diagonal

entries of order 1, U,(0) = Fg )?2 €0(p), X1 €0(d), X, € O(p—d), and S € o(p).

The explicit expression of these matrices are listed in (C.I1)-(C.18).
Case 2: When [ diagonal entries for Ag2) are 0, where 1 <1 < p—d, we have the fol-
lowing eigen-decomposition under some conditions. Divide C, into blocks corresponding

to the multiplicity | as

2 2 2
15911 P(x) lixa 0 0 My M), Ml(2),2
Co=" e 2 (L0 0 o+ My, Al 0 |é
d(d+2) 0 0 0 o 2
M2172 0 0
4 4 4
My My M)
+ Méél‘?l Mg?ll Mg),lz 84+0(86))7 (3.3)
(4 1
M21?2 Méz?m My
2 4 a- 2 4 2 DT (4 4T
where Ml(z?laMl(z?l € R(p=d-D), M§232>M1(2?2 e R, M§2,>l = Mél?] , M§2?l = M2(]?1 .

2 HT (2 HT (4 4 4 i
M](Z?Z :Mél?z , Ml(z).,z = Mél?z , Méz,)n €S(p—d-1), Mz(z?zz e s(), Méz?lz € Rlp=d=0xt,

4 HT
and M2(2?2] = §2)12'

)
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Denote the eigen-decomposition of the matrix Mg)zz — 2M2(?)2M g)z as

Mz(z)zz 2Mél)z 2 =Us ZAgz)Uz 2 (3.4)
where U5 € O(1) and Ag% = dzag[?tlg >1+17 ,1154)] is a diagonal matrix. If we further

assume that all diagonal entries of A2 , are nonzero, we have

Lixa+ €AY +e4AY 0 0
S pEget [TERTER ) A ;
A= 0 Al 1A 0 | +0(@),
d(d+2) » : w
0 0 e'As),
Ur = Ux(0)(Ipxp+€7S) + O(e*) € O(p),
X 0 0
where A§4) and Ag% are diagonal matrices, U(0)= | 0 Xo; 0 | €0(p), X1 €0(d),
' 0 0 X

X21€0(p—d—1), X202 € O(l), and S € o(p). The explicit formula for these matrices are

listed in - .

In general, the eigen-structure of Cy may be more complicated than the two cases con-
sidered in Proposition [3.2] In this general case, we could apply the same perturbation
theory to evaluate the eigenvalues. Since the proof is similar but there is extensive nota-
tional loading, and it does not bring further insight to the LLE, we skip details of these
more general situations.

3.3. Variance analysis of the LLE. We now study the asymptotic behavior of the LLE.
Under the manifold setup, from now on, we fix

c = ne?tP, (3.5)

and we call p the regularization order. By m for v € RV, we have
le NG I eiip (GG )Gy

ZW" 1G] I piip (GaG )Gy

(3.6)

Before proceeding, we provide a geometric interpretation of this formula. By the eigen-
decomposition G,G,) = U,A,U,| and the fact that .7, .45 (G,G, ) = U, Jp ,,IJ; y (An+

ne" Pl ) p ) Uy = UnFyearp (An)U, by the definition of .7, in (2.15), we have
lNG fgd+p(G,,G )G = 15G Uy I, aip (M) U, G,v and 1NGTf8d+p(G G )G,1=
NG U, I aio(A,)U,] G,1y. By the discussion of the local PCA in Sectlon L UG,
means evaluating the coordinates of all neighboring points of t(x;) with the ba51s com-
posed of the column vectors of U,, U,' G, 1 means the mean coordinate of all neighboring
points, .#, .a+p (A,) means a regularized weighting of the coordinates that helps to enhance
the nonlinear geometry of the point cloud, and G, U,.#, " edip (A ) U G, is a quadratic form
of the averaged coordinates of all neighboring points. We could thus view the “kernel”
part, I;G,TU B4 £d+p( 1)U, G,, as preserving the geometry of the point cloud, by evalu-
ating how strongly the weighted coordinates of neighboring points are related to the mean
coordinate of all neighboring points by the inner product.
Asymptotically, by the law of large numbers, when conditional on 1 (xy),
1 1Y n—seo
- Gnly = ij,l(l(xk,j) —1(x)) = E[(X = 1(xi)) 222 (1)) (X))
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and we “expect” the following holds

1 neseo
nIeiip(GuGyl) = Fearp(~ GuG)) 5 Fain (Cyy).

€
Also, we would “expect” to have

n—so0

1
n’ ned+p (G G ) G)ly — Z d+p( )[E(X - l(xk))XB§p(xk)] = Tl(xk)-
Hence, for f € C(1(M )), for 1(x;) and its corresponding .4, ), we would “expect” to have

Zw oy 2o Bl ) O] T B — 1050) 2y ()0
) EXgg () CO1 = T BIX = 1(00) 255 ) (X))

B0 =Ty (X — 109y (0] .
E[(l - T;Zx) (X - l(x)))XBHSW ) (X)]
However, it is not possible to directly see how the convergence happens, due to the de-
pendence among different terms and how the regularized pseudo-inverse converges. The
dependence on the regularization order is also not clear. A careful theoretical analysis is
needed.

To proceed with the proof, we need to discuss a critical observation. Note that the term
C, might be ill-conditioned for the pseudo-inverse procedure, and the regularized pseudo
inverse depends on how the regularization penalty p is chosen. As we will see later, the
choice of p is critical for the outcome. The ill-conditionedness depends on the manifold
geometry, and can be complicated. In this paper we focus on the following three cases.

Condition 3.1. Follow the notations used in Proposition For the local covariance
matrix Cy with the rank r, without loss of generality, we consider the following three cases:

e Case0: r=d;
o Case l: r=p>d, and lU(H)l, /1,§2> are nonzero;

o Case 2: r—p >d, ldH, )’ISZ*)I’ are nonzero, where 1 <1< p—d, l l+1 =
= l,, =0, and lp 1o l,(f) are nonzero.

At first glance, it is limited to assume that when r > d, we have r = p in Cases 1 and 2.
However, it is general enough in the following sense. In Cases 1 and 2, if C, is degenerate,
that is, d < r < p, it means that locally the manifold only occupies a lower dimensional
affine subspace. Therefore, the sampled data are constrained to this affined subspace, and
hence the rank of the local sample covariance matrix satisfies r, < r. As a result, the
analysis can be carried out only on this affine subspace without changing the outcome.
More general situations could be studied by the same analysis techniques shown below,
but they will not provide more insights about our understanding of the algorithm and will
introduce additional notational burdens. For f € C(1(M)), define

ELFOO (1= T (X — 100) Zgzr oy ()
E[(l _T;r(x) (X - l(ﬂ))%g{ﬁ”@) (X)] ’

The following theorem summarizes the relationship between the LLE and Qf under these
three cases.

Of (x) := (3.8)

Theorem 3.1. Fix f € C(1(M)). Suppose the regularization order is p € R, € = €(n) so

that ,,1/2].:% — 0 and € — 0 as n — oo. With probability greater than 1 —n~2, for all
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xy € Z, under different conditions listed in Condition we have:

ZW!« fog) — f ) (3.9)

log(n .
Qf(xk)—f(xk)+0<nl/2€%) in Case 0
log(n .
Of (xx) — f (xx) + 0<n1/284/2m0m)*4)1) in Cases 1,2

Particularly, when p < 3, with probability greater than 1 —n=2, for all x; € 2, for all
Cases listed in Condition@l we have:

1
ZWk S ) = fla) = Qf(xk)—f(xk)JrO(#f/(zn_)l). (3.10)

The proof of Theorem [3.1]is postponed to Appendix [El Note that the convergence rate
of Case 0 is fast, no matter what regularization order p is chosen, while the convergence
rate of Case 1 and Case 2 depends on p. This theorem echoes several practical findings of
the LLE that the choice of regularization is critical in the performance, and it suggests that
we should choose p = 3.

Remark 3.1. We should compare the convergence rate of the LLE with that of the DM.
The convergence rate of Case 0 is the same as that of the eigenmap or the DM without any
normalization [27l], while the convergence rate of Case 1 and Case 2 is the same as that
of the a-normalized DM [10] when p > 4 [27)]. Note that the main convergence rate bot-
tleneck for the a-normalized DM comes from the probability density function estimation,
while the convergence bottleneck for the LLE is the regularized pseudo-inverse.

3.4. The kernel function corresponding to the LLE. Theorem describes how the
LLE could be viewed as a “diffusion process” on the dataset. Note that

E[f(X)(1 =T/ (X = 1)) gz () (X)] (3.11)
= [ (=T 00 =150 () LODFEONPOIV )

Therefore, we can view w, as a “zero-one” kernel supported on BX” (x;) N1(M) with the
correction depending on T,(,,). Note that after the correction, the whole operator may no
longer be a diffusion.

Corollary 3.1. The integral kernel associated with the LLE when the regularization order
ispeRis
Krie(x,y) =[1— T;Ex)(l()’) - l(x))]XBﬂgp(l(x))m(M)(l()’))v (3.12)
where x,y € M and
T, () := Fearp (Cr) [E(X — l(x))xBE{p(x)] e R’ (3.13)

Note that K depends on ¢, the geometry of the manifold near x, and p via T ().
We provide some properties of the kernel function Kig. By a direct expansion, we have
“?E[(X*Xk)xBnéw(Xk)(X)]

TIT(X> =Y, Telts uiT, where u; and A; are the i-th eigen-pair of Cy. Since
[E(X — 1 (xc)) 2gz2 () (X)] is bounded above by vol(M)e , 4;+ £47P is bounded below by
€?*P and each u; is a unit vector, |Ty,| is bounded above by Y/, ;‘fi(d +2, Consequently,

we have the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.3. The kernel K;1x is compactly supported and is in L>(M x M). Thus, the
linear operator A : L>(M,PdV) — L*>(M,PdV) defined by

Af(x) = E[F(X)(1 T (X — 1)) e ) (X)] (3.14)
is Hilbert-Schmidt.

Note that the kernel function Ky (x,-) depends on x and hence the manifold, and the
kernel is dominated by normal bundle information, due to the regularized pseudo-inverse
procedure. For example, if M is an affine subspace of R” and the data is uniformly sampled,
then E[(X —x)XBD;%P ) (X)] = 0. Consequently, T, = 0 and K (x,y) = 1. If M is S”~!, a unit
sphere centered at origin embedded in R” and the data is uniformly sampled, the first

dominant p — 1 eigenvectors are perpendicular to x and the last eigenvector is parallel to x.
By a direct calculation, E[(X —x) xzr ) (X)] is parallel to x and hence K (x,y) behaves like

a quadratic function 1 — cu;7 (y—x) =1—cx'(y —x), where c is the constant depending on
the eigenvalues.

3.5. Bias analysis. For f € C(1(M)), by the definition of A, we have

(Af)(x)
0f(x) = ,
(A1)(x)
where 1 means the constant function. We now provide an approximation of identity expan-
sion of the Q operator. By a direct expansion, we have

AF() = [ Kus(e)f(ODPOIAV(). (316

While the formula of the Q operator looks like the diffusion process commonly encoun-
tered in the graph Laplacian based approach, like the DM [10], the proof and the result are
essentially different. To ease the notation, define

Mo (x) := ﬁ/sw 1L,(6,6)d0, (3.17)
1
My (x) = W/quﬂx(e’e)emdev §97(x) 1= tr (DL () VEf(x),

(3.15)

where f € C3(1(M)).

Theorem 3.2. Suppose f € C3(1(M)) and P € C3(1(M)) and fix x € M. Assume that
Assumptions[3.2] and [3.3| hold and the regularization order is p € R. Following the same
notations used in Proposition[3.2] we have the following result
Of (x) = f(x) = (€..(x) + €a (x))€* + O(e?), (3.18)
where €, (x) and €, (x) depend on different cases stated in Condition[3.1]
e Case 0. In this case,
1 1 Vf(x)-VP(x) Vf(x)-VP(x)

Taa YT TG g g O

¢, (x)=0. (3.20)

e Case 1. In this case,

¢, (x)

Vf(x)-VP(x Vf(x)-VP(x
a [3AF(0) + G P(x)+(d<)d+2><ggfz]
¢, (x) = ; (321

1— 4y _ VhWe)r
2d+2) Si=d+1 2,00 A2 pos
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Ly N (W)er) (H] (1)er)

4d+4) ~i=d+1 2, 2d+2) p4

¢ (x) _ d”i P(x)|sd—1| (3 22)

’ L 1 v wer :

d  2(d+42) &i=d+1 24(2) _2(d+2)
ati T pIsdT]

ep—4

e Case 2. In this case,

VP Vf(x X
d+2 [ Af( ) )(x) ( ) P(x)+(d()d+2)(gl)) 2]

¢ (x) = IS 3.23
L (%) - S , (3.23)

d+2 Z, d+l 21() 20d+2) p—4
! P(X)\Sd I

m0<> NGHED
d+4 Zz d+1 21 (<dt12)1‘8p_4
_ P(x)|S
¢, (x) = e (3.24)
+ P(i()“’;ffl e

d72d+2 Zl d+1 2,2

d”i

The proof of this long theorem is postponed to Appendix [D} Intuitively, based on the
approximation of the identity, the kernel representation of the Q operator suggests that
asymptotically we get the function value back, with the second order derivative popping
out in the second order error term. In the GL setup, it has been well known that the
second order derivative term is the Laplace-Beltrami operator when the p.d.f. is constant
[LO]. However, due to the interaction between the geometric structure and the barycentric
coordinate, the LLE usually does not lead to the Laplace-Beltrami operator, unless under
special situations. Note that while we could still see the Laplace-Beltrami operator in €y,
it is contaminated by other quantities, including 9%(x), $7(x) and li(z). These terms all
depend on the second fundamental form. When p > 4, the curvature term appears in the
€2 order term.

This theorem states that the asymptotic behavior of LLE is sensitive to the choice of p.
We discuss each case based on different choices of p. If p < 2, for all cases,

(a’j—2) [;Af(x)—i—W] and €, (x)

which comes from the fact that when P is large, Tl(x) is small, and hence K;1g is dominated
by 1. Note that not only the Laplacian-Beltrami operator but also the p.d.f are involved,
if the sampling is non-uniform. Therefore, when p is chosen too small, the resulting as-
ymptotic operator is the Laplace-Beltrami operator, only when the sampling is uniform. If

p = 3, for all cases we have
1

Q:l (x) = mAf(.x) and Q:Z (x) =0. (326)
In this case, we recover the Laplacian-Beltrami operator, and the asymptotic result of the
LLE is independent of the non-uniform p.d.f.. This theoretical finding partially explains
why such regularization could lead to a good result. If p > 4, since 47 is smaller than all
eigenvalues of the local covariance matrix, asymptotically €47 is negligible and the result
depends on different cases considered in Condition@ for Case 0, we have

1
2(d+2)

¢, (x) = =0, (3.25)

¢ (x) = Af(x) and ¢€,(x)=0,
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for Case 1, we have

d P (NG ()er) (] (x)er)

CED) d1+2) Af(x) 8(d14) Li=d+1 20
Q:l (X) = T ) Q:l (x) = T )
1 d? p (Mg (x)ei)? 1 d p (N (x)er)?
T AW Limd1 @ 4~ qdrD) Limd+1 50

and for Case 2, we have

. TLZ Af() . e
1(")_ ol g e ) == TS (] (x)er 2
d+2 i= d+l )L( ) d 4(d+2 = d+l 1(2)

Note that when p > 4, we do not get the Laplace-Beltrami operator asymptotically in
Cases 1 and 2. Furthermore, the behavior of LLE is dominated by the curvature and is
independent of the p.d.f..

It is worth mentioning a specific situation when p > 4. Suppose the principal curvatures
are equal to p € R in the direction e;, where i = d + 1,...,p, and vanish in the other
directions. Then, there is a choice of basis e,...,e; so that (0, 0) -¢; = Zj{:l p9j2 =p,
where 6 = (0y,...,60,) € S9~!. Under this specific situation, by a direct expansion, we
have a simplification that

d 1
s a0 W) (OF (e) = 5o A ).

which leads to €, (x) + €, (x) = 0. Therefore, asymptotically we obtain a fourth order term.

The relationship between € and the intrinsic geometry of the manifold requires further
discussion, in order to better understand how the curvature plays a role in the whole anal-
ysis. We mention that the statement “suppose € is sufficiently small” in Proposition [3.1}
Proposition and Theorem is a technical condition needed in the proof of Lemma
which describes how well we could estimate the local geodesic distance by the am-
bient space metric. This technical condition depends on the fact that the exponential map
is a diffeomorphism only if it is restricted to a subset of 1,7,.M that is bounded by the
injectivity radius of the manifold. That is, € needs to be less than the injectivity radius.
For any closed (compact without boundary) and smooth manifold, it is clear that different
kinds of curvatures are bounded and the injectivity radius is strictly positive, so there exists
& > 0 less than the injectivity radius, so that for all € < gy, the statement “suppose € is
sufficiently small” is satisfied. The relationship between the curvature and the & could
be further elaborated by quoting the well known result in [8]]: for a closed Riemannian
manifolds of dimension d with the sectional curvature bounded by K, where K > 0, and
with the volume lower bound v, where v > 0, the injectivity radius is bounded below by
i(d,K,v) > 0, where i(d,K,v) can be expressed explicitly in terms of d, K and v. Hence,
€ needs to satisfy g < i(d,K,v).

3.6. Convergence of the LLE. By combining the variation analysis and the bias analysis
shown above, we conclude the following pointwise convergence theorem for the LLE,
when we have a proper choice of p.
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Theorem 3.3. Take f € C(1(M)), p =3, and & = &(n) so that 522\ 0 and € — 0

W /2gd]TH1

as n — oo, With probability greater than 1 —n=2, for all x, € X,

1 log(n
EZ[Zwk f(xej) f(xk)} :2(d+2)Af(x)+0(8)+0(,11/22a%/(221)'

Based on the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, it is clear that asymptotically the LLE converges
almost surely. For practical purposes, we need to discuss the bandwidth choice when p = 3.

. . . 1
Based on the assumption about the relatlonshlp between n and €, we have 1/2075/(2"31 —0

1/ log(n

as n — oo, but the convergence rate of — 2/ T +1 might be slower than € — 0. Suppose we
call a bandwidth “optimal”, if it balances the standard deviation and the bias for all cases

. .. . \/log(n _ 1 .
in Condltlon! that is, TTRpd 2T +1 = €. We then have log( )< g and we can estimate
the optimal bandwidth from n.

4. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

We adapt the LLE code provided inhttps://www.cs.nyu.edu/~roweis/lle/code.
html|to implement the LLE with the e-radius neighborhood. The Matlab code for the fig-
ures can be foundinhttps://sites.google.com/site/hautiengwu/home/download.

4.1. Sphere. Suppose that S”~! € R” is the unit sphere in R”. Denote Hy to be the space
of homogeneous polynomials in R? restricted on SP~!. We have that the space Hj, is the
eigenspace of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on SP~! corresponding to eigenvalue —k(k +

p —2), and the dimension of Hj, is (p;fl 1> — <p;fl 3) [29]. In this example, we

show that if we choose a £4P that is too small, then we are not going to get the Laplace-
Beltrami operator. ~ When p = 8, which is much greater than 3, by Theorem [3.2] we
have

_ _(P— 1) (p 1
Qf(xk) _f(xk) - (8([)4—3)(}?4—5 Z 84 xk W;aZaZ xk)
p+1 pl
T 24(p+3)(p+5) ; aI'Qf()‘k>>€4+0(€6)- @.1)

A detailed calculation is shown in Section [G] (a calculation for the torus case is also pro-
vided). It is obvious that asymptotically, we get the fourth order differential operator,
instead of the Laplace-Beltrami operator. Specifically, when p = 2, or S',

Of (xx) — f(x) = — 30 (f"" (i) + " () ) €* + O(€°). (4.2)

We mention that if the data set {x;}”_, is non-uniformly sampled based on the p.d.f. P
from S', then for any x; we have Qf (x;) — f(xx) = Ce* + O(&%), where C depends on the
first four order differentiation of f at x; and the first three order differentiations of P at xy.

We now numerically show the relationship between the non-uniform sampling scheme
and the regularization term. Fix n = 30,000. Take non-uniform sampling points 6; :=
2nU; +0.3sin(27i/n) on (0,27], where i = 1,...,n and U; is the uniform distribution on
[0,1], and construct 25 = {(cos(6;),sin(6;)) " }7_, C R%. Run the LLE with & = 0.0002
and different p’s, and evaluate the first 400 eigenvalues. Based on the theory, we know that


https://www.cs.nyu.edu/~roweis/lle/code.html
https://www.cs.nyu.edu/~roweis/lle/code.html
https://sites.google.com/site/hautiengwu/home/download
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when p < 3, the asymptotic depends on the non-uniform density function; when p = 3, we
recover the Laplace-Beltrami operator in the £ order; when p > 3, we get the fourth order
differential operator in the £*, which depends on the non-uniform density function. See
Figure[I]for a comparison of the estimated eigenvalues and the predicted eigenvalues under
different setups. We clearly see that the eigenvalues are well predicted under different
p. When p = 8, we get the fourth order term that depends on the non-uniform density
function; when p = 3, the LLE is independent of the non-uniform density function and
we recover the spectrum of the Laplace-Beltrami operator in the second order term, as
is predicted by the developed theory; when p = —5, the non-uniform density function
comes into play, and the eigenvalues are slightly shifted. To enhance the visualization, the
difference between the estimated eigenvalues of S' and the theoretical values are shown
on the middle subplot. The eigenfunctions provide more information. When p = —5 and
p = 8, the dependence of the eigenfunctions on the non-uniform density function could be
clearly seen.

Next, we show the results on S? with different radii under the non-uniform sampling
scheme with p = 3 and different €’s. Fix n = 30,000. Take uniform sampling points
x; = (xi1,%2,%3) " €82 CR3, where i = 1,...,n, randomly choose n/10 points, randomly
perturb those n/10 points by setting %3 := x;3 + 1 — cos(27U;), where U; is the uniform

)T
distribution on [0,1], and y; := %

formly distributed on S2. Denote 7% to be the scaled sampling points on the sphere with
radius > 0. Run the LLE on r% with different €’s, and evaluate the first 400 eigen-
values. We consider r = 0.5,1,2. For r = 1, consider € = 0.02; for r = 0.5, consider
€ =0.02/4 and 0.02/6; for r = 2, consider € = 0.02 x 4 and 0.02 x 3. Based on the theory,
when p = 3, the LLE is independent of the non-uniform density function and we obtain
the eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator in all cases. See Figure [2] for the results
under different setups. Theoretically, the eigenvalues of S without counting multiplicities
are v; = —i(i+ 1), where i =0, 1,.... The multiplicity of v; is 2i + 1. When the radius is
r > 0, the eigenvalues are scaled by 2. The eigenvalues, as is shown in Figure [2| can be
well estimated by the LLE, and the gap between the eigenvalues of spheres with different
radii is predicted. The sawtooth behavior of the error comes from the spectral convergence
behavior of eigenvalues with multiplicities. Note that there are 19 eigenvalues with multi-
plicity greater than 1 in the first 400 eigenvalues, which match the 19 oscillations found in
Figure2(b)] The eigenfunctions are shown in Figure As is predicted, the first eigen-
function is constant, as is shown in y;. The eigenspace of v; is spanned by three linear
functions x, y, and z, restricted on $2. Theresore, vy is a linear. The eigenspace of vy is
spanned by spherical harmonics of order ¢, and its oscillation is illustrated in Yy associated
with v, and yj¢ associated with vs.

As aresult, Z := {y;}?_, C §? is nonuni-

4.2. Examine the kernel. We now show the numerical simulations of the corresponding
kernel on the unit circle S' embedded in R?. We take a uniform grid 6; := 27i/n on (0,27],
where n € N and i = 1,...,n, and construct 2" = {x; := (cos(8;),sin(6;)) "}, C R?,
which could be viewed as a uniform sampled set from the unit circle. We fix n = 10,000.
We then run the LLE with & = [(cos(8k ») — 12+ sin(OK/z)z] 1/2 where K € N. See Figure

[3] for an example of the corresponding kernels when K = 80, and K = 320. Note that the

KirE(*1000-) : o
' is non-positive.
> [ Kiie(x1000,9)dV ()’ p

Next, we show the numerical simulations of the corresponding kernel on the 1-dim flat
torus T! ~ R/Z with the induced metric from the canonical metric on R'. We take a
uniform grid on T as {6; = 27i/n}?_,, and take 2" = {x; := (cos(6;),sin(6;)) "}, C R?

constructed normalized kernel
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to illustrate the flat torus. Fix n = 10,000 and run the LLE with € = |6 |, where K € N.
See Figure [3|for an example of the corresponding kernels when K = 80 and K = 320. The
constructed normalized kernel, as the theory predicts, is constant. Note that in this case, we
can view the flat 1-dim flat torus as the unit circle, when we have the access to the geodesic
distance information on the manifold.

Finally, we take a look at the unit sphere 52 embedded in R? with the center at (0,0,1),
and its corresponding kernel. We uniformly sample n points, 2" = {x;}! | C R3, from
S2. Fix n = 10,000 and run the LLE with 400 nearest neighbors. See Figure [3| for the
corresponding kernel. Note that the normalized kernel is not positive. These examples
show that even with the simple manifolds, the corresponding kernels might be complicated.

4.3. Two-dimensional random tomography example. To further examine the capability
of the LLE from the viewpoint of nonlinear dimension reduction, we consider the two-
dimensional random tomography problem [26]. It is chosen because its geometrical struc-
ture is well known and complicated.

We briefly describe the dataset and refer the reader with interest to [26]. The clas-
sical two-dimensional transmission computerized tomography problem is to recover the
function f : R? — R from its Radon transform. In the parallel beam model, the Radon
transform of f is given by the line integral Rg f(s) = [ o_, f(x)dx, where 6 € S' is per-
pendicular to the beaming direction 8 € S!, where S' is the unit circle, and s € R. We
call 0 the projection direction and Ry f the projected image. There are cases, however,
in which we only have the projected images and the projection directions are unknown.
In such cases, the problem at hand is to estimate f from these projected images without
knowing their corresponding projection directions. To better study this random projection
problem, we need the following facts and assumptions. First, we know that for f € L?(R?)
with a compact support within B;(0), the map R.f : 8 € S' +— L?([~1,1]) is continuous
[26]. To simplify the discussion, we assume that there is no symmetry in f; that is, Rg, f
and Rg, f are different for all pairs of 8; # 6,. Next, take S := {si}le to be the chosen
set of sampling points on [—1,1], where p € N. In this example, we assume that S is a
uniform grid on [—1,1]; that is, s; = —1+2(i—1)/(p — 1). For 6 € S!, denote the dis-
cretization of the projection image Rgf as Ds : L?([—1,1]) — RP, which is defined by
Ds:Rof — (Rof*he(s1),Rof xhe(s2),...,Refxhe(sp)) | € RP, where he(x) := 1h(%),
h is a Schwartz function, ke converges weakly to the Dirac delta measure at 0 as € — 0.
Note that, in general, Ry f is a [? function when fisa [? function. Therefore, we need
a convolution to model the sampling step. We assume that the discretization Dy is dense
enough, so that M! .= {D,, oRef}9€51 is also simple. In other words, we assume that p is
large enough so that M' is a one-dimensional closed simple curved embedded in R” and
M is diffeomorphic to S'. Finally, we sample finite points from S' uniformly and obtain
the simulation.

With the above facts and assumptions, we sample the Radon transform 2" := {x; :=
DsoRg, f}!, C R? with finite projection directions {6;};_,, where {6;};_, is a finite uni-
form grid on § L. that is, 2 is sampled from the one-dimensional manifold M 1 For the
simulations with the Shepp-Logan phantom, we take n = 4096, and the number of dis-
cretization points was p = 128. It has been shown in [26], that the DM could recover the
M" up to diffeomorphism, that is, we could achieve the nonlinear dimensional reduction.
In order to avoid distractions, we do not consider any noise as is considered in [26], and
focus our analysis on the clean dataset. The Shepp-Logan image, some examples of the
projections and the results of PCA, DM and LLE, are shown in Figure ] As is shown in
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[26]], the PCA fails to embed 2~ with only the first three principal components, while the
DM succeeded. There can be additional discussion for the DM, particularly its robustness
to the noise and metric design. They have been extensively discussed in [26], so they are
not discussed here. For the LLE, we take € = 0.004. The embedding results of the LLE
with different regularization orders, p = 8,3, —5, are shown. Due to the complicated geo-
metrical structure, we encounter difficulty even to recover the topology of M! by the LLE,
if the regularization order is not chosen properly.

To examine whether the sign of the kernel corresponding to the LLE is indeterminate in
this database, we fixed x3555 € 2, and apply the PCA to visualize its K = 150 neighbors.
The kernel function is shown in Figure[das the color encoded on the embedded points. The
sign of the kernel is indeterminate, as is predicted by the above theory due to the existence
of curvature. In summary, we should be careful when we apply the LLE to a complicated
real database.

5. €-RADIUS NEIGHBORHOOD V.S. K NEAREST NEIGHBORHOOD

In the original article [23], the KNN scheme was proposed for the LLE algorithm. How-
ever, the analysis in this paper has been based on the €-radius neighborhood scheme. These
two schemes are closely related asymptotically from the viewpoint of density function es-
timation [22]. The following argument shows that the developed theorems are actually
transferrable to the KNN scheme under the manifold setup.

We follow the notations in Section For 1(x;) € 2, take K nearest neighbors of
1(xg), namely t(xg1),...,1(x k), with respect to the Euclidean distance. Intuitively, K
is closely related to the volume of the minimal ball centered at x; with the radius €(xy)
containing the K nearest neighbors of x;, where £(x;) depends on K and the p.d.f.; that is,
we expect to have

nP(x;)vol(D,,) = K, (5.1
where D, := B]f(px) (1(x))N1(M) is the minimal ball centered at x € M with the radius €(x) >
0 so that D, contains the K nearest neighbors of x. Under the smoothness assumption of the
p.d.f. and the manifold setup, we claim that asymptotically when n — oo, this relationship
holds uniformly over the manifold a.s., if K = K(n), K/log(n) — e and K /n — 0 as n — co.
This claim could be achieved by slightly modifying the argument for the Theorem in [[L1] to
obtain the large deviation bound for (5.1) when # is finite. To bound Pr{sup,,, | ﬁ(m) —
P(x)| > o}, where o > 0, it is sufficient to bound the two terms on the right hand side
of [11, equation (10)]. By a straightforward calculation of the equations on page 539 in

[11]], we achieve the bound Pr{sup,.,, |#(D») —P(x)| >a} < poly(n)e"‘Ko‘s, where ¢

is a constant depending on d and the upper bounds of P(x) on M, and poly(n) = 3(1 +
2p+3np+3) Therefore, if we choose o = (22512)1/3(1%82)1/3 " with probability greater

2 ; = P(x) + O(a). Note that by the assumption,

= K
than 1 —n vol(D;

, we have uniformly

3This can be observed by combining [11} equations (6) (7) (9) and (10)]. The second term on the right hand
side of [[11} equation (10)] is dominated by the first term. To bound the first term, we can substitute 6 = m
and M = % into the fourth unlabeled equation on page 539 in [[11]], where Py, is the upper bound of p.d.f. In the
fourth unlabeled equation, ¢ is the upper bound of the volume ratio of BDZY(X) (1(x))N1(M) and Bﬂs& ) (1(x))NuM),
which can be chosen as 3¢ when €(x) is sufficiently small. Finally, we use the fact that when f is small, the
equation follows.
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o — 0 as n — oo, We conclude that with probability greater than 1 —n2,

d 1/d K 1/d logn 1/3
“=(gm) (Ggg) (170(57)7)): 52
where we use the fact that vol(D,) = @8()6)”1 + 0(e(x)™1) when &(x) is sufficiently

small. It is transparent that €(x) depends on n and €(x) — 0 a.s. as n — eo since K(n) /n — 0

by assumption. In other words, € is not a constant value. It is a function depending on
K(n) K(n)¥/?
n log(n)d/2

— 0 a.s.. On the other hand, notice that the statement of Theorem

the p.d.f.. If we requre K = K(n) to additionally satisfy — oo, then €(xy)

N
nl/2g(x)d/2+T
is pointwise. Therefore, its proof could be directly employed to the case when € is
chosen pointwisely, and hence the KNN scheme. As a result, if we take p = 3 and is
K/n— 0, K/log(n) — e, and (K /n)(K/log(n))*/? — oo when n — oo, by plugging
into Theorem [3.3] when n is sufficiently large, the following convergence holds for all x;
with probability greater than 1 — 2n~2:

satisfies

5o ()" Af(u) (K2
L o) = 50 = Pt ()

n

o () () ol (%) (8)).

In summary, unless the sampling is uniform, we do not obtain the Laplace-Beltrami oper-
ator with the KNN scheme. Based on the expansion (5.3), to obtain the Laplace-Beltrami
operator with the KNN scheme, we could numerically consider a “normalized LLE ma-
trix”’; that is, find the eigen-structure of L.=&"1 (W —1I), where W is the ordinary LLE
matrix, and & € R"™*" is a diagonal matrix so that &; = e(xi)z. Since the analysis of the
pointwise convergence of L is similar to that of Theorem we skip the details here.

6. RELATIONSHIP WITH TWO STATISTICAL TOPICS

6.1. Locally linear regression. Based on the above theoretical study under the manifold
setup, we could link the LLE to the locally linear regression (LLR) [16, 9]. Recall that in
the LLR, we locally fit a linear function to the response, and the associated kernel depends
on the inverse of a variation of the covariance matrix. We summarize how the LLR is
operated. Consider the following regression model

Y =m(X)+0(X)E, (6.1)
where £ is a random error independent of X with E(§) = 0 and Var(£) = 1, and both
the regression function m and the conditional variance function ¢ are defined on RY.
Let {(X;,Y;)}}_, denote a random sample observed from model with 27 = {X;}]_,
being sampled from X. Given {(X;,¥;)}’_, and x € R?, the problem is then to estimate
m(x) assuming enough smoothness of m. Choose a smooth kernel function with fast decay

K : [0,00] — R and a bandwidth € > 0. The LLR estimator for m(x) is defined as e; [§x,
where

A

ﬁx:argﬁglggl(Y—XXB)TWx(Y—XxB), (6.2)
T
Y=(1,....%)", X.= b Dol gtann),
’ Xi ... X

W, =diag(K¢(X1,x),...,Ke(Xp,x)) € R
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and K¢ (X;,x) := € K (||X; —x||ga /€). By a direct expansion, (6.2) becomes

3x = (XIWXXX)AXIWXY (6.3)
T
if (X! W, X,)~! exists. We have X, = {(1;” } , where G, is the data matrix associated with
{Xi}!_ centered at x. By yet another direct expansion by the block inversion,
. T
e B =wi"y, (6.4)
where w)g“m) is called the “smoothing kernel” and satisfies
(LLR) )W, —1'W,G] (G,W,G])'G,W, 65)
T 1IWL, — 1) WoGT (GW,G )G, W, 1, '
(LLR)

Through a direct comparison, we see that the vector wy is almost the same as the weight
matrix in the LLE algorithm shown in (2.17), except the weighting by the chosen kernel
— in the LLE, the kernel function and its support are both determined by the data, while
in the LLR the kernel is selected in the beginning and the data points are weighted by the
chosen kernel like G, W,. If we choose the kernel to be a zero-one kernel with the support
on the ball centered at x with the radius &, then we “recover” 2.17).

Under the low dimensional manifold setup, G,W,G, might not be of full rank. Note
that the term GXWXGI is the weighted local covariance matrix, which is considered in [25]]
to estimate the tangent space. Unlike the regularized pseudo-inverse in the LLE, to
handle this degeneracy issue, in LLR the data matrix Gy is constructed by projecting the
point cloud to the estimated tangent plane. This projection step could be understood as
taking the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse approach to handle the degeneracy. We mention
that in 9} Section 6], the relationship between the LLR and the manifold learning under the
manifold setup is established. It is shown that asymptotically, the smooth matrix from the
kernel wﬁLLR) leads to the Laplace-Beltrami operator. The result is parallel to the reported
result in this paper.

These relationships between the LLE and the LLR suggest the possibility of fitting the
data locally by taking the locally polynomial regression into account, and generalizing
the barycentric coordinate by fitting a polynomial function locally. This might lead to a
variation of the LLE that catches more delicate structure of the manifold, in a different
adaptive way. Since this direction is outside the scope of this paper, the study of this
possibility is left to future studies.

6.2. Error in variable. In this work, we analyze the LLE under the assumption that the
dataset is randomly sampled directly from a manifold, without any influence of the noise.
However, the noise is inevitable and a further study is needed. By the analysis, we observe
that the LLE takes care of the error in variable challenge “in some sense”.

Suppose the dataset is {y;}"_; C R”, where y; = z; + &;, z; is supported on a manifold
and &; is an i.i.d. noise with good properties. The question is to ask how much information
the LLE could recover from {z;}? ,. A parallel problem for the GL, or the more general
graph connection Laplacian (GCL), has been studied in [14,[15]. It shows that the spectral
properties of the GL and GCL are robust to noise. For the LLE, while a similar analysis
could be applied, if we view the LLE as a kernel method and show a similar result, we
mention that we might benefit by taking the special algorithmic structure of the LLE into
account.
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When the dimension of the dataset is high, the noise might have a nontrivial behavior.
For example, when the dimension of the database p = p(n) satisfies p(n)/n — ¥ > 0 when
n — oo (known as the large p and large n setup), it is problematic to even estimate the
covariance matrix. Note that the covariance matrix is directly related to the LLE algorithm
since the covariance matrix appears in the regularized pseudo inverse, Jned+p(GnC_}nT),
where G, is the local data matrix associated with y, determined from the noisy database
{yi}i,, and G,G] is the covariance matrix. Under the large p and large n setup, the
eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the covariance matrix will both be biased, depending on
the “signal-to-noise ratio” and 7y [21]]. A careful manipulation of the noise, or a modifi-
cation of the covariance matrix estimator, is needed in order to address these introduced
biases. For example, the “shrinkage technique” was introduced to correct the eigenvalue
bias with a theoretical guarantee [26} [12]. The covariance matrix estimator based on the
shrinkage technique is G, := Y1, f(A)uu; , where u; and A; form the I-th eigenpair of
G,G,| and f is the designed shrinkage function.

A direct comparison shows that the regularized pseudo inverse in the LLE behaves like

a shrinkage technique. Recall that .%,,.4:5 (G,G) ) = L) | muluf (2.15), where r, is

the rank of G, G, , the shrinkage function is f(x) = m X(0.5) (x), and x is the indicator
function. Although how f corrects the noise impact is outside the scope of this paper,
it would be potential to carefully improve the regularized pseudo inverse by taking the
shrinkage technique into account. In other words, by modifying the barycentric coordinate
evaluation and applying the technique discussed in [[14} [15]], it is possible to improve the
LLE algorithm. An extensive study of the topic will be reported in the upcoming research.

7. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We provide an asymptotical analysis of the LLE under the manifold setup. The theo-
retical results indicate that asymptotically, the LLE generally may not give the expected
Laplace-Beltrami operator, unless the regularization is chosen properly. From the integral
operator viewpoint, the corresponding kernel of the LLE in general is not positive. There-
fore, the LLE in general is not a diffusion operator. Some direct calculations of the LLE
operator over simple manifolds, like the sphere, indicate that asymptotically the fourth or-
der differential operator might pop out as the dominant term, if the regularization is chosen
to be too small. The numerical results support the theoretical findings. In addition, we also
discuss the relationship between the LLE and two statistical problems, the LLR and the
error in variable problem, and point out the potential future work.

There are more important topics we do not explore in this paper. First, note that the
pointwise convergence result established in this paper comes from a careful analysis of
the “fit locally” part of the LLE algorithm. However, it is not sufficient to fully under-
stand the “think globally” part of the LLE algorithm. Recall that we evaluate the eigen-
decomposition of the LLE matrix for the embedding in the last step of the LLE algorithm.
The theoretical and numerical results suggest that the eigen-structure of the LLE matrix
provides an approximation of the eigen-structure of the Laplace-Beltrami operator. The
embedding in the last step could therefore be understood from the point of view of the
spectral embedding theory [6, [7]. The eigen-structure of the LLE matrix integrates the
local information. As a result, we catch the “think globally” part. However, the pointwise
convergence is not strong enough to guarantee the spectral convergence. In other words, we
need to show that asymptotically, the eigen-decomposition provides a proper approxima-
tion of the eigen-structure of the Laplace-Beltrami operator. While a similar proof of that
in [27]] could be slightly modified to achieve the spectral convergence of the LLE, however,
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more may be needed, such as the spectral convergence rate, from the statistical viewpoint.
Recently, there have been some relevant works for the GL under the manifold model in
this direction [[18| 34]. Based on the special structure of the LLE, like the regularization,
the optimal convergence rate of the LLE could be different and additional exploration is
needed. The result will be reported in the future work.

Another important topic is the appearance of the fourth order differential operator in
the LLE, when the manifold has a special structure and the regularization is improperly
chosen. Although it would be a by-product, it would be interesting to ask if it is possible to
take the fourth order differential operator into account in the data analysis and which kind
of information could be extracted from the dataset. It would also be interesting to ask if it is
possible to directly obtain the fourth order differential operator for more general manifolds
with a slight modification of the LLE algorithm. A direct benefit of this possibility is linked
back to the regression problem, such as the LLR. If we could directly eliminate the second
order term, the regression result could be more accurate. We leave this study direction to
the future work.
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FIGURE 1. The first 400 eigenvalues of the LLE on 30,000 points sam-
pled from S' under a non-uniform sampling scheme with p = —5,3,8.
A and y; are the k-th largest eigenvalue and the corresponding eigen-
function of the LLE under different situations. A; denotes the es-
timated k-th smallest eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator or
the fourth order differential operator under different situations. The
theoretical value, Ly := [k%}z for the Laplace-Beltrami operator and
Ly := [5511% — [55172 for the fourth order differential operator "+ £,
where [x] means the the least integer greater than or equal to x, are pro-
vided for a comparison. The eigenvalues and the theoretical values under
different setups are shown in [I(a)] with L; shown as the black crosses
and L as the black circles. To enhance the visualization, the deviation
of the evaluated eigenvalues from the theoretical values under different
setups are shown in[I(b)] The tenth eigenfunctions associated with the
tenth largest eigenvalues of the LLE under different setups are shown in
Note that when p = 3, we recover the spectrum of the Laplace-
Beltrami operator when the sampling is non-uniform; when p = —5, the
non-uniform density function comes into play, and the eigenvalues are
shifted from the theoretical value. For the non-uniform sampling scheme
and p = 8§, theoretically the first three eigenvalues come from the six or-
der term and depend on the non-uniform density function. Therefore,
numerically the first three eigenvalues are non-zero. When p = —5 and
p = 8, the eigenfunctions are the same (up to the global rotation), and
depend on the non-uniform density function.
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FIGURE 2. 2(a)} the first 400 eigenvalues of the LLE with p = 3 but
different &, over a n = 30,000 non-uniform sampling points on S with
different radii r > 0. A is the k-th smallest eigenvalue of the Laplace-
Beltrami operator estimated by the LLE under different situations. When
r=20.5 (respectively r =1 and r = 2), j,k are shown in the black (respec-
tively blue and gray) curve. The results with different € are shown as
the red dash (respectively blue dash) when r = 0.5 (respectively r = 2).
The theoretical eigenvalues for the canonical S (with the radius 1), de-
noted as Ly, k= 1,..., are provided for a comparison (superimposed as
black circles). to enhance the visualization, the difference between
the theoretical values and numerical values, log;o(A) — log;o (L), are
shown with the same color and line properties as those shown on 2(a)]
Some eigenfunctions evaluated when r = 0.5 are shown on[2(c)}

25



26

function value

HAU-TIENG WU AND NAN WU

-3
“105.
0.02 o _
© 10
0.01 - >
c
9
0 A 5 5
5
-0.01 A -
\\_\_\\/‘1 0—\\—/-1
-1 0y -1 0

N

(a) S' kernel (b) T! kernel

S 0.04

0.2

—0
v? o202 %«

(c) S? kernel

FIGURE 3. [3(a) the sampled S! is illustrated as the gray circle em-
bedded in the (x,y)-plane. The black thick line indicates the first 320
neighbors of the central point xj0g9. The red line is the corresponding

normalized kernel, me, when K = 80, and the blue line is
J KLie(x1000,)dV ()

the corresponding normalized kernel when K = 320. It is clear that the
kernel changes sign. a surrogate of the sampled flat 1-dim torus T
is illustrated as the gray circle embedded in the (x,y)-plane. The black
thick line indicates the first 320 neighbors of the central point x19g9. The
red line is the corresponding normalized kernel when K = 80, and the
blue line is the corresponding normalized kernel when K = 320. In this
flat manifold case, the kernel is constant. a surrogate of the uni-
formly sampled S2. Only the first 10,000 nearest points of the chosen
x=(0,0,0) are plotted as the gray points. Note that the scale of the x and
y axes and the z axis are different. The black points indicate the first 400
neighbors of x. The red points are the corresponding normalized kernel
values when K = 400. It is clear that the kernel is non-positive.
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FIGURE 4. Top row: the left panel is the Shepp-Logan phantom, the
middle panel shows two projection images from two different projection
directions, and the right panel shows the linear dimension reduction of
the dataset by the first three principal components, u;,uy and u3. Middle
row: the left panel shows the diffusion map (DM) of the dataset, where
the embedding is done by choosing the first two non-trivial eigenvec-
tors of the graph Laplacian, ¢ and ¢3, and we simply take the Gaussian
kernel to design the affinity without applying the a-normalization tech-
nique [10]], the middle panel shows the DM of the dataset, where we
apply the a-normalization technique when o = 1, and the right panel
shows that the sign of the kernel corresponding to the locally linear em-
bedding (LLE) is indeterminate, where the black cross indicates x3sss,
and the kernel value on its neighbors are encoded by color (the neigh-
bors are visualized by the top three principal components, v{, v, and
v3). Bottom row: the embedding using the second and third eigenvec-
tors of the LLE, y» and w3, under different setups are shown. The left
panel shows the result with p = —5, the middle panel shows the result
with p = 3, and the right panel shows the result with p = 8. The results
shows the importance of choosing the regularization and are explained
by the theory.
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APPENDIX A. PERTURBATION ANALYSIS OF EIGENVALUE AND EIGENVECTORS

Suppose A : R — S(p), where S(p) is the set of real symmetric p X p matrices, is an
analytic function around 0. In this appendix, we are going to introduce an algorithm to
calculate the eigenvalues and orthonormal eigenvectors of A(e) when € is small enough.
The method introduced in this appendix follows the standard approach, like [1} 31]. For
discussion of more general matrices, interested readers are referred to [31]].

Suppose

a0 = Mo 01,

where 0 < d < p and A # 0. Decompose A(0) by
A(0)X(0) =X (0)A(0), (A.1)
where A(0) = A(0) is a diagonal matrix consisting of eigenvalues of A(0), and

x0 =[]0

where X; € O(d) and X, € O(p —d). Note that due to the possible nontrivial multiplicity
of eigenvalues, X(0) may not be uniquely determined. Take the Taylor expansion of A
around 0 as

A(e) =A(0)+A(0)e + %A”(O)sz +0(&%),

where € > 0 is sufficiently small, A’(0) and A”(0) are divided into blocks of the same size
as those of A(0) by

A/ A/ A// A/l
") = |21 A2 ) = |11 A1z
wo=[ 3] o= i)
where A}, € S(d), A}, € S(p—d), A}, € S(d) and A}, € S(p—d). Let A(e) € RP*? be the
diagonal matrix consisting of eigenvalues of A(€) and X (€) € RP*P be the matrix formed
by the corresponding eigenvectors, i.e.

A(e)X(e)=X(e)A(e). (A2)

Since A is symmetric, X and A are both analytic around 0 based on [2, Section 3.6.2,
Theorem 1]. We thus have the following Taylor expansion when & is sufficiently small:

A(g) = A(0) + &N (0) + %ezA”(O) +0(&%),

X(g) =X (0) +X'(0)e + O(g?).
Here A(0), A’(0) and A”(0) are all diagonal matrices and columns of X(€) form an or-
thogonal set. Note that if we normalize X (€) to be in O(p), then by the fact that the Lie
algebra of O(p) is the set of anti-symmetric matrices, we know that X (0)~'X’(0) is an
anti-symmetric matrix. We discuss the eigendecomposition of A(g) under two different
setups, depending on the multiplicity of eigenvalues.
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When there is no repeated eigenvalue in both A}, and A’,. In the first case, we
assume that the eigenvalues of A, are distinct and the eigenvalues of A%, are distinct (but
the eigenvalues of A, and the eigenvalues of A}, could overlap). To get A(g) up to the
first order, we need to solve A’(0). To determined A’(0), we check the first order derivative
of A(€) at € = 0. Differentiate (A.2) and we get

A'(0)X(0) +A(0)X'(0) = X’(0)A(0) + X (0)A'(0).

Denote
A0
1) — |
vo=[5 )
and set
X’(O) =X(0)C,
where

Cn Ci2 x
C= e RP*P,
{Czl sz]

If we substitute X (0), X'(0), and A’(0) into (A.3), we have the following linear equations
by comparing blocks:

AL Xy = XA, (A3)
ALXs = Xo NS, (A4
ApXo = —AX(Cha, (A.5)
A’21X1 =AXCo, (A.6)

By and (A.4), A} and A} are eigenvalue matrices of A}, and A, and X; and X, are
the corresponding eigenvector matrices, and we obtain the first order approximation of the
eigenvalues. Note that above equations hold without assuming that the eigenvalues of A/
are distinct and the eigenvalues of A), are distinct. Also note that although we could obtain
the first order relationship between the eigenvectors of A(g) and A(0), without assuming
distinct eigenvalues, the eigenvectors may not be unique.

If we want to further get A(€) up to the second order and solve X (&) uniquely up to the
first order, we need to solve A’(0), A”(0), X(0), and X’(0). To solve A’(0), A”(0), X(0),
and X'(0), we need the assumption that A}, and A/, have no repeated eigenvalues, while
we allow eigenvalues of A, to be same as those of A%,. By and we have

Cio = -A"'X AL X, (A7)
Gy =A%) AY X, (A.8)

Clearly, since A}, and A}, do not have repeated eigenvalues, X; and X, are uniquely defined
and Cj; and Cy; can be uniquely determined. Since the information of C1; and Cy; are not
available from (A.3), we need the higher order derivative of A(¢€). Differentiate A(€) twice,
we get

A"(0)X (0) +24"(0)X'(0) + A(0)X" (0) = X" (0)A(0) +2X"(0)A’(0) + X (0)A”(0). (A.9)
Now, we further substitute X (0) and X'(0) = X(0)C into (A.9), and get

AT X — XA =2X;

A/2/2X2 — Xz/\/zl =2X>

CiA| —ACr1) —241,XCy, (A.10)

(
(C22A/2 —A/2C22) —ZA/21X1C12. (A.11)
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Since X; € O(d) and X, € O(p —d), we have
X, (A] X1 4 241,X,Co1) = 2(C11 A} — A[Cry) + A (A.12)
X, (AL X + 245, X1C12) = 2(Caa Ay — AyCoo ) + AL (A.13)
Since that diagonal entries of CjjA] — A|Ci and CnA), — A,Cy; are zero, and the off-
diagonal entries of A’l’ and A’z’ are zero, the off diagonal entries of Cy; and Cy,, as well as

A7, and A%, can be found from (A.12). Specially, since A}, and A}, do not have repeated
eigenvalues, we have

-1
(A mm = (A} )nn

2
(A Dmm = e (X AT X0+ IX;Allelmxl)em?

2
e (XlTA/{le + *XlTAllelzlxl)en,

(Cl 1 )m,n == 2

where 1 <m #n<d and
et S
(A/Z)Whm - (A/Z)”Jl

2
(Alzlz)m,m = e; (XZTA/Z/ZX2 - IX;AlzlA/an)em,

where 1 <m # n < p—d. By the above evaluation, we know C; j; = —C;; for 1 <i# j<p,
and what is left unknown is the diagonal entries of C. To determine the diagonal entries of
C, we normalize X (¢) = X(0) + X (0)Ce + O(&?) so that X (€) € O(p). We thus have

Lxp = (X(0)+X'(0)e + 0(%)) " (X (0) + X'(0)e + O(€?))
=X(0)"X(0)+ (C"X(0)"X(0) +X(0) "X (0)C)e +O(e?)
= Ipxp +2¢ediag(C) + O(&?), (A.14)

2
e; (XzTA/2/2X2 - *XzTA/21A/12X2>em

(C22)m,n = 21

where the last equality holds since C; j = —C;; when i # j, and diag(C) is a diagonal
matrix so that diag(C);; = C;; for i = 1,...,p. As a result, we know that the diagonal
entries of C are of order €. As a result, we have the following solution to the eigenvalues
and eigenvectors of A(€):

~ [Alusa+eN + 1A 0 3
X(8) =X(0)(Ipxp +€S)+0(e*) € O(p), (A.16)

where S := C —diag(C) and the last equality holds since the entries of diag(C) are of
order €. Note that S is an anti-symmetric matrix. This result could be understood from
the fact that the Lie algebra of O(p) is the set of anti-symmetric matrices, and the tangent
vector at X (0) leading to X () is X (0)S.

When there exists a repeated eigenvalue in A),. In this case, we assume that A, may
have repeated eigenvalues, and to simplify the discussion, we assume that A}, does not
have a repeated eigenvalue. Recall (A.3) and (A.4). Write

A 0
A/ — |: 2,1 :| ,
2 0 A’272

where A’22 eRX 1<I< p —d, is a diagonal matrix with the same diagonal entries,
denoted as ¥ € R. To simplify the discussion, we assume that the diagonal entries of
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A€ R(P=d=Dx(r=d=1) gre all distinct and are different from . Hence, we have

A0 0
NO)=|0 Ay 0
0 0 A,

Let I'1 € O(d) be the orthonormal eigenvector matrix of A}, and I'; € O(p —d) be any
orthonormal eigenvector matrix of A’,. Define

oo
=15 o)

A(e) =T 'A(e)l. (A.17)
Note that A(€) has the same eigenvalue matrix as A(€). By a direct expansion,

A(e) =T 'A(e)T

Consider

1
=" 'A(0)L+T'A'(0)l'e + EF’IA”(O)FEZ +0(€%)
- ~ 1.
=A(0)+A'(0)e + EA”(O)e2 +0(&%),

where A(0) :=T'A(0)T, A'(0) := ~'A’(0)I, and A”(0) := I'""'A”(0)T. By the assump-
tion of A(0), we have
A(0) =T"'A(0)T = A(0).
Furthermore, we have
[ oA ragn

_[rrtAn D rtann]
FglAélrl A/z ’

A0)=T""'A'(0)r = .
N ) F271“‘/21)(1 F51A32F2
where the last equality holds since I'1 and I'; are eigenvector matrices of A}, and Aj,.

Then, we divide A(0), A’(0) and A”(0) and A”(0) into blocks in the same way as that of
AN(0):

3 [(Aaxa O 0] A Ay Al
A(0) = 0 0 of A'(0)= A/21,1 A'271 0
L 0 00 Ayp 0 A
} (AT, AL, A, Af 00
AN0)= A5, Ay An | A(0)=|0 A5 0,
A%y Apor Any 0 0 A

where we use the following notations for the blocks of A’(0):

_ Al _ _ _
I 1A’21F1 = {]1’1} I 1A/12F2 = [Allz,l Al]2,2] .

A/
21,2
If X (€) is an orthonormal eigenvector matrix of A(g), by (A.17), we have
X(e)=TX(¢).

By the expansion X (&) = X(0) + €X'(0) + O(£?), we have X(0) = I'’X(0) and X'(0) =
'X’(0). Therefore, it is sufficient to find X (0) and X’(0). Since

- _ A 0
Ap =T; Al = [ 3’1 A, j
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is a diagonal matrix after the conjugation with I', by the assumption about the eigenvalues

and (A23) and (A4), we have

X, 0 0
X0)=]|0 X1 O
0 0 X

Similarly, define X'(0) = X (0)C, where we divide C into blocks in the same way as that of
AN (0):

Cii Ci2q1 Ciop
C=1C11 Cnii Cuoo2
Cip Co2i Cox

Under such a block decomposition, we apply (A.3) to A’(0), and we have

A X = XA, (A.18)
Ay Xo 1 =X A (A.19)
A2 %o 0 =00, (A.20)

Allz,ﬂzz,l =—-AXiCip1, (A.21)
Allz,z)?z,z =—AXiCi2p, (A.22)
I‘I/zuf(l =1%,1Co1 1, (A.23)
I‘I/zhzf(l =A%,Co10. (A.24)

Then, we apply to A”(0), we have
A X1 =X A] =2X,(CLiA) — AYC ) — 240, 1 X0,1Co11 — 2A5,,X00Ca1 2, (A25)

Alz/z_,n)?m —X01A5 | =2X, (C22,111\/271 — Ay Co11) — 2A§171X1C12,17 (A.26)
A/z/z,zz)?z,z —X20A5, = 2X2,2(C22,221\/272 — Ay ,Cnm) — 2A§172X1C12,27 (A.27)
5/2/2,12?22,2 =2X, (C22,12/\/272 — Ay Co12) — 2A§171X1C12,27 (A.28)
A% 01 %01 =205 (Coo 1Ay | — A5 pC 1) — 245, ,X1C1a 1. (A.29)

Since A} and A; ; both have distinct diagonal entries, by (A.18) and (A.19), we have
Xi =laxa
and

X1 = lip—a-)x(p-d-1)-
In this case, Ci2,; and Cy 1 can be uniquely determined by @) and @) and we have

_1 -

Cip1 = TA/W’ (A.30)
1.

Similarly, by (A:22) and (A24), we have

il -

Ciop = TAIW’ (A.32)
1.

Cap = Ay o, (A.33)

A
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By plugging (A.32) into (A27), and use the assumption that Ay = Ylx1, we can solve
A ,. Indeed, since A , is a scalar multiple of the identity matrix, C2y 225 , — A ,Cx22 =

0 in (A27). Thus, (A.27) becomes

(A% 00 =247 A% 1A%, 5) K00 = Koo AS 5, (A.34)

and A4 , and X, , are eigenvalue and orthonormal eigenvector matrices of A%, ,, =24 714}, ,A], ,.

Thus, we have obtained the eigenvalue information. However, note that in general )?2’2 can-
not be uniquely determined.

Suppose we want to uniquely determine the eigenvectors, X (&), we have to further
assume that A, does not have repeated diagonal entries; that is, eigenvalues of Agz.zz -

21_11&'2 1 21&'12 , do not repeat. Under this assumption, X 5 is uniquely determined, and we

can proceed to solve C. With X, 5, from (A.28) and (A.29) we can solve Cx; 12 and Cx; 2
since A}, is a scalar multiple of the identity matrix and the diagonal entries of A} | are
assumed to be different from A, . In fact, we have

g, 1 - -
C12 = (V(p—a—1)x(p—d—1) — Aot l(EAlzlz,qu,z + A% 1Cia2), (A.35)

. 1. o _
Caop1 = XZT,Z(EA/ZIZA,ZI + A% 5C121) (M =Yy a—tyx(p—d—1) - (A.36)

Next, A], A7, and the off-diagonal entries of Cj and C», 1; are solved by rewriting 1|

and (A226) as

2<C11A/1 — A/1C11) —i—[\’l/ = (A/l/l + 214’1211C21.1 +2A/12’2)~(272C21’2) (A.37)
2(Coa My — Ay Coat) + MGy = (A% 1y + 245 1Cia1) - (A.38)

Therefore, with the assumption that A , does not have repeated diagonal entries, we have

—1
(All )m,m - (All )n,n
—1 1

A D — (A D non e ((§A~/2/2711 +A%1C12,1))en,

1

(Ci1)mn = e ((55'1'1 +A12,1Ca11 + A1 ,%22Ca12) ) e,

(Co11)mpn = (

where | <m#n<dandd+1<i# j< p—I1 However, the problem cannot be solved
and more information is needed. Indeed, note that (A.27) can be rewritten as

- - - ~ -~ ~ 2 - ~ -

A/z/,z = XzT.,z (A% X2+ 214/21,2C 122) = XzT,z (A/2/2,22 - XA/21,2A32,2)X2,2 (A.39)
since C22722A’272 - A’2’2C22_,22 = 0, which is the same as li Thus, it is not informative
and we need higher order derivatives of A(€) at 0 to solve Cy 2».

Suppose we know A”(0), and denote A”(0) = I'"!A"(0)T, which is divided corre-
spondingly as

Al AN AN
All A12,1 A12,2
T |\ xm A AN
AT(0)= Ay, Any Ana| - (A.40)
Al Al Al
A21,2 A22,21 A22,22
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Then, if we differentiate (A.2)) three times and use the similar method as before, we get

-1 2
2

T[T im ¢ oT i (A A%
AL — (AL) € [X2,2A12//2,22X2,2 - sz,zA/sz(A/n — Vaxa)A 122X
2)mm 2)nn

(Co2)mn = (
(A41)

1 .+ - - ~ | - -
+ 7 X2T2A121,2A’1/2,2X2,2+ 7 X2T2A12/1,2A112,2X2,2

4 - - s ~ -
- ﬁsz,z (A% 2 A% 1) (Y (p—a—i)x (p—a—1) — Na1) I(AIZI,IAIIZ,Z)XZZ} en.

By normalizing X (€), we can get the diagonal terms of Cy1, Ca2.11 and Caz 22, which are
of order €. As a result, we have

),[dxd—‘rgl\/l —|—£2A/1/ 0 0
Ale) = 0 eNy +EAS 0 +0(e%), (A42)
0 0 ey, +EAS
X(g) =X (0)(I,x, +€(C —diag(C))) +0(e*) € O(p), (A.43)

where the last equality holds since the entries of diag(C) are of order €. Finally, we can
find X (0) and X’(0) by using

X(0) =TX(0), X'(0)=TX'(0).

General cases. In general, if A| or A}, | has repeated diagonal entries, we divide them
into more blocks, and the block with the same diagonal entries can be treated in the same
way as we treated A} , above. We skip details here.

APPENDIX B. TECHNICAL LEMMAS FOR THE PROOF

In this section we prepare several technical lemmas. For v € R”, we use the following
notation to simplify the proof:

v={[vi,n] €R’, (B.1)

where v; € R? forms the first d coordinates of v and v, € R~ forms the last p —d coor-
dinates of v. Thus, under Assumptions and forv=[[vi, n2]] € ,(yR?, vi = J;dv

is tangential to 1,7,M and v, = J_;,pf 4V 18 the coordinate of the normal component of v
associated with a chosen basis of the normal bundle. The first three lemmas are basic facts
about the exponential map, the normal coordinate, and the volume form. The proofs of
Lemmas and [B.2]are standard and we skip the proof. Interested readers are referred to
[25].

Lemma B.1. Fixx € M. If we use the polar coordinate (t,0) € [0,) x S~ to parametrize
T.M, the volume form has the following expansion:

1 1
av = (f“ — SRic(0,0)"! — S VgRic,(6,0)" 2

d

1
— (= VgoRic:(6,0)

L. 2\, d+3
0 RX(G,a76,b)RX(6,a,97b)—ichx(B,G) )t +

+1Tz0ab:l

)

+ o(zd+4))dtd9,
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where Ry is the Riemannian curvature of (M, g) at x. If we use the Cartesian coordinate to
parametrize T,M, the volume form has the following expansion

d 1 L d 1 .

dv = (1 - ,--2_’1 ER'icx(ai,aj)u’uJ - ZL EVkRicx(Bi,a,-)u'u/uk
= i, k=1
d 1 1 d
2 .
- Z [—Vk,chx(8i, 9j)+ = Z R.(0;,0a,0},0p)Rc(0k, 04,9y, 0p)
i,j k=1 40 180 a,b=1

— R (,3)) RO, ) [ dud +O(Jul) ) di

where u = u'd; € T,M.

Lemma B.2. Fix x € M. For u € T.\M with ||u|| sufficiently small, we have the following
Taylor expansion:

1 1
toexp,(u) —1(x) =tu+ EHX(M’ u)+ gVu]IX(u,u)

1 1
+ ﬁvgunx(uv u) + vazuunx(uvu) + O(HM”())

Lemma B.3. Fixx € M. If we use the polar coordinate (t,0) € [0,%) x S~ to parametrize
TiM, when t = ||t oexp,(01) — 1(x)||re is sufficiently small, we have

5 1 | . 1o,
I=t— ﬁHHx(eve)H - ﬂV@Hx(G,G) 'Hx(eve)t - (%VQGHX(eaG)’HX(eaG)
1 1
+50 o11:(0,0)-VoIl,(0,0)+ 1152IIILC(G,G)II ) +0(:°),
f—fp o | (6 6)||2f3+—1 VolIL(6,6)-1(6 6)f4+(—1 V3,1,(60,6)-1,(6,0)
24 ’ 24 ’ ’ g 0O ’
7

1
—V X % x\Yy

Hence, (1oexp,)~! (B (1(x)) N1(M)) C T.M? is star shaped.

IT.(6,6)]*)7 + O(®).

The proof of Lemma [B.3]could be found in Appendix [F] The essence of Lemma[B.3]is
describing how well we could estimate the local geodesic distance by the ambient space
metric. When the manifold setup is considered in an algorithm, this Lemma could be
helpful in the analysis since most of time we only have an access to the ambient space
metric, but not the intrinsic Riemannian metric.

Remark B.1. This lemma could be applied to analyze other nonlinear dimension reduc-
tion algorithms under the manifold model, for example, the ISOMAP [30]]. Recall that the
ISOMAP algorithm is composed of two steps. First, build up an undirected affinity graph
from the point cloud with a chosen nearest neighbor scheme, and find the shortest distance
for each pair of data points on the affinity graph. Second, run the multidimensional scal-
ing algorithm with the obtained pairwise distances and hence the dimension reduction.
Although it is out of the scope of the current paper, we mention that Lemma|B.3|could help
us better understand the global geodesic distance approximation error in the first step of
ISOMAP.

To alleviate the notational load, we denote

Be(x) == 17" (B¢ (1(x)) Ni(M)) C M, (B.2)
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and for a sufficiently small €, by Lemma|[B.3] denote

€

1 1 1
€— ﬁunx(e,e)n%é - ﬁvenx(e, 0) - 1(6,0)e* — (=~ V50l(0,6)-1,(6,0)

80
+ivgn (6,0)- VoIl (6 6)+L||11 (6,6)]*)€° +0(€°).
90 X 9 X 9 1152 X 9

To have a more succinct proof, we prepare the following integration, which comes from
a direct expansion and the proof is skipped.

Lemma B4. Ford € N, y> —d and hy,hy,hs € R, we have the following asymptotical
expansion when &€ is sufficiently small:

e+h €3 +hyet+h3e5+0(e®
/ 187 e  +h3 ( )td_lﬂ/dt

0
d+y

Tdty

In the next lemma, we calculate the asymptotical expansion of few quantities that we
are going to use in proving the main theorem. Note that in order to capture the extra terms
introduced by the barycentric coordinate, we calculate the normal term 2 orders higher
than those for the tangential direction. To handle the normal component is the main reason
we need the C° regularity for P.

(d+yd+y—1)
2

(14 @+ 7)nE + (d+ 7)o + [(d +7)hs + i]et) +0(e179),

Lemma B.5. Fix x € M and assume Assumptions[3.2)and[3.3| hold. When ¢ is sufficiently
small, we have the following expansion for E[f(X) ) zr () (X)):

N
E[f(X)XBﬂéi”(l(x))(X)] = T

N 1

@52 [P + S FHAP() + 97 VP()

SfX)PE) | dd+2)ow)f(x)Px)
6 24

and the following expansion for E[(X — l(x))f(X)XglgiP(l(x)) (X)) eRP:

EI(X — 1)) (X) 252 1y (X)] = [v1. vall + O(e%49), (B4)

where vi € R? and vy € RP~? are defined in (@) and respectively, which contain
terms of order €41* and g4,

fx)P(x)e? (B.3)

+

} edt2 4 0(8d+3)

The proof of Lemma E] is postponed to Section E} We comment that if T,(,) =0,
]E[f(X)xBugv(l(x))(X)]
EDgRe (1)) X))
sponding to the zero-one kernel with a compact support. Thus, the analysis is the same as
those for the diffusion map shown in [[10]], except that the kernel is discontinuous. When
T, # 0, E[(X —1(x))f(X) X5Er (y) (X)] is the new component specific to the LLE, and

T, () contributes to the “correction of the kernel”.
Recall the definition of T, () = Fea+p (Cy) [E(X —1(x)) Xger (x)] in , which could

E[(X*l(x))XBRP(l(X))(X)]'Mi .
be expanded as }/_ P +£gd v u; € RP, where r is the rank of C, and u; and A;

form the i-th eigen-pair of Cy. Clearly, T, (,) is dominated by those “small” eigenvalues of
Cy.

then (3.15) becomes , which is nothing but the diffusion process corre-
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Define the notation to simplify the statement of the next lemma:
=Ty padpdpai€RPPD, (B.5)

Lemma B.6. Fix x € M and assume Assumptions[3.2land[3.3|hold. Suppose € is sufficiently
small. Following the same notations used in Proposition[3.2] under three conditions shown
in Conditionpz] T,(y) satisfies:

Case 0. T,y = [vi, 2] +[O(€?), 0], where

dl*VP(

x)
P(x)+ ‘(SZ?‘) ep

Case 1. T,y = [vi, 2] +[0(€?), O(1)], where

0(e?), w=0.

V] =

JT 1.VP(x PN (x Xl e
v = p’dd(d+2() ) 20 (2) el (d+2) p.p—d IX1512J p.p—d€i>
P(x)+ S| eP=2  ilam 7L T e
) 1 2 9“(0 (xX)Jpp— dXzJ pp—d€i
y =

e
2 (2) 2d+2) 5 a4 2 pp—d€i
g= A 29! p—4

i=dtl A P(x)|s*=1]

and Ny(x) is defined in (3.17).
Case 2. T,y = [vi, 2] +[0(€?), O(1)], where

Iyt VP(x) =l ] ()X e -
vI= @D, I 0) . 2y st e
P()C)+ ‘Sd—l‘ € i=d+1 31’1 + P(x)‘Sd’l‘gp
+ e 7 X1S122J,, €i s (B.6)
i=p—I+1 %A} ) 4 gp—6
JX2 1-] € X1 0| -
V2 82 Z g + 2(d+2) 8[)74 |: 0 X272 JPvP*del
LA+
. o Xo1 0]
Z ’ VA (B.7)
| 8P 5 (4) - { 0 X.] pp—d®i>
~IH1 ) 7Ll +epP—6 22

where o; € R is defined in (F13).
The proof of Lemma[B.6]is postponed to Appendix[F

APPENDIX C. PROOFS OF PROPOSITIONS 3.1 AND 3.2
The idea of the proof is same as that in [25| 9], except that we are going to calculate it

more explicitly.

C.1. Proof of Proposition We use the notation (-,-) to mean the inner product and
use the notation @) The (m,n)-th entry of Cy = E[(X —1(x))(X — l(x))TxBRp(l(x))(X)]
is

enCren= [ (103) = 1(0).en)(10) ~ 1x).e0) PY)AV ) GAY
Be(x)
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The quantities t o exp,(6¢), &€ and dV need to be expanded up to higher order terms. By
the change of variable y = exp,(t0), where (¢,0) € [0,00) x S?~! constitutes the polar
coordinate, we have the following expressions:

toexp,(01) —1(x) = K;(0)t +K»(0)r* + K3(0)1° + K4(0)t* + K5(0)r° + 0(1°)

g :8+H1(9)£ +Hy(0)e* +H3(0)e’ + O(e°)
dV(exp, (t0)) = 1“1+ R (0)r9T! + Ry (0)t9F2 + R3(0)19H3 + 0(17H%)
P(exp,(t0)) = Py+Pi(0) + P2(0)* + P3(0) + P4 (0)r* + O(¢),
where
1 1
Kl(e) = l*e7 KZ(G) = Eﬂx(eve)a K3(9) = gvﬂﬂx(eve)a
1
K4(8) = 5, V5ollx(6,6),  K5(6) = 15-Vioellx(6,0),
by Lemma (B.T)),
1 1
H\(6) = —Hﬂx<9,6>||2, H>(6) = 57 Volli(6,6)-1(6,6),
1
1
\Y% .V - 4
g Vol (6,0)- VIl (6,6)+ 1152HII (0,0)]",
by Lemma (B.2),

1 1
Ri(6) = — Rici(6,0), Ra(6)=—15VeRic(6,0),
1
R3(0) = fﬁvgemcx(e 0)
1

1
_1804;1RX (0,a,0,b)R.(6,a,0,b) + 2Rlcx(e 6)2,

by Lemma (B.3), and

P() = P(x), P](G) = VQP()C), P2(9) 2V ( )
1 1

Py(6) = 6V27979P(x), Py(6) = 24V9 0.0, oP(x).

Note that Hy, Hz, Ry, R3, Py, P>, and P4 are even functions on S9! and H,, Ry, P, and P;
are odd on S9!, Similarly, for m,n =1,..., p, we have

(1oexp,(0t) —1(x),em) (1 oexp,(01) —1(x),e,)
=Amn(0) + By n(0)13 +Cpn(0)t* + Dy n(0) + En n(0)° +0(17),
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where

Amn(9)2<K1(9 ,em><K1(0 ,€n>

Bm/n(e):<K2(9 ,€m><K1(9 ,€n>—|—<K1(9),em><K2(6)7en>
Cinn(0) =(K2(0),em)(K2(0),en) + (K1 (0), 1) (K3(0), €5)

ven) + (K2(0),em) (K3(6), en)

) )

( Ki(
Enn(0) =(Ki1(0),en)(Ks5(0),e) + <K2(6),e, )(K4(0),en)
3(0),em) (K3(0),en) + (Ka(0),em) (K2(0),en) + (Ks5(0), em) (K1 (0), €n) -
Observe that A, ,, Cynp and E,, ,, for m,n = 1,..., p, are even functions on §9-1 while

By, and Dy, , are odd functions on S~!. But plugging these expressions into (C.1)), we
have

el Cren = /S N /0 " (Ann(0) + Bun(0)® + oo (0)1*
+ D n(0)F + Ep n(0)1° 4 0(17))
x (Py+Pi(8)t+ Py(0)t* + P3(0)” + P4 (0)t* + O(”))
X (197 4 R (O)11T + Ro(0)19% + Ry (0)193 + O(194) ) drd 6.

We now collect terms of the same order to simplify the calculation. We focus on those
terms with the order less than or equal to €419,

&
e;Cxen:/S{H/ Popun(0)19 1+ (PoBoun(6) + Py (0)Ay0(6))1+2

)t (6))
+ (PoAmn(8)R1(8) + RoCrnn(8) + P (8)Bun(8) + Po(6)An(6) )14 73
+ (PoAmn(8)R2(8) + PoBy (0 )R1(9>+P1( ) 2(0)R1(8) + PyDyn(6)
+P(8)Crn(8) + Po(0)Byn(8) + P3(8) Ay (6)) 1"+
+ (PoAm(0)R3(0 )+P0an(9)R2(6)+P1(6)Am,n(9)R2(9)+P0Cm,n(9)R1(9)
+P1(0)Bun(8)R1(0) + P2(6)A1n(0)R1(8) + PoEn(0) + Pi(8)Dyn(6)
)

+P2(0)Cpnn(0) + P5(6)By, (e)+P4(9)A,,,,,,(9))td+5dzde+0(ed+7)

m,n

By further expanding the integration of f over [0,&] = [0, €+ H; (8)&> + Hy(0)e* + H3(0)e> +
0(£%)] by Lemma we have

el Ceen = £T20W) (x) + £ Q0 (x) + 700 (x) + O(eT),
where

0) _ Am,n(e)
O =p [, e,

S,,),,(x):/SdingAmJ,(B)Hl(B) 1 [P (O)R1(6) + R G (6)
+ PL(8)Byn(8) + P(0)An(6)] 6,
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and
Oh (%) :/SKH (PoAm7,,(9)H3(9)+d—zklPOAm’n(e)le(e)
+ [POBm,n(e) +P] (Q)Am,n(e)}HZ(e)
+ [PoyAmn(0)R1(0) + PoCnn(0) + P (0)Bin(0) + Po(0)An(0)| Hi(6)
+ L [PoAmn(0)R3(6) + PoBin(0)R2(0) + P (6)Ann(0)R2(0) + PoCrn(0)R1 (6)

+Pi(0)Bin(0)R1(0) + P2(0)An n(0)R1(0) + PoE n(0) + Pi(0)Di.n(0)

+P2(9)Cm,n(9) +P3(9)Bm,n(6) +P4(6>Am,n(6)] ) de.

To finish the proof, we evaluate QS,(: )n, Qﬁ,,z, )n, and QE,iL, for 1 < m,n < p. Due to As-
sumptions and {e1,--- ,e4} is an orthonormal basis of 1,7:M and {eg11, - ,ep}
is an orthonormal basis of (1,T,M)*. There, we have (Ki(0),e;) = (1.0,¢;) = 0 for
i=d+1,---,p. Using Lemma and symmetry of sphere, we can evaluate the term
of order €412 in Cy. For1 <m=n <d, we have

P(x)
d+2 Jsi-1

stp
‘<l*9,€1>|2d9: | ‘ ()C)

Am,n(G)dG: W,

(C.2)

for other m and n, [ga—1 Ay »(0)d6 = 0. Thus, the coefficient of the €42 term is

1$9=11P(x) {Idxd
d(d+2) 0

-
Denote M}?) = Iy € R4 and M{g) =0 e Rdx(p—d), Mé?) = Mf(z)) and Még)
R(p-d)x(p—d)

Next, we evaluate the term of order €?** in C,. Note that (I,(8,6),e,,) = 0, for m =
1,---,d, s0 By, ,(0) =0. Thus, for 1 <m,n <d, by a direct calculation,

o), =P

=0c¢c

?./sd—n<‘*9’e'"><‘*9’en>llﬂx(9,9)|I2a’9 (C.3)

P(x)
6(d+4) .

P(x)
6 [ 1 (1:8.0) (e, 0).1(6,6)) + (1.6, €x) (I (e. 6).1,(6.6)) 8

1 o
T /S V3 oP()(1.0,e)(1.0.¢,)d0,
where we use the fact that (VgIl(0,0),e,) = —(:(em, 0),1,(6,0)) whenm = 1,...,d.
By defintion, it is clear that A,, ,(6) =0 when 1 <m <d and d+1 < n < p. Thus, for
1<m<dandd+1<n<p, wehave

2 Px) /

Omn = 6(d+4) S‘H<l*6,em><VeIIx(6,6),en>d6 (C.4)

1

+ 2d+4) /Sd,1 VoP(x)(1.0,e,)(I,(6,0),e,)d6.

By definition, ford +1 <m,n < p, Ay, ,(60) = B, »(6) = 0, and hence

o, — Pt

/d {1.0.6,)(1.0.¢,)Ric(0,0)d0
-

4(d+4) _/S(FI (I:(6,6),en)(I,(0,0),e,)d0 . (C.5)

0
0

|
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Finally, we evaluate the €9%6 term. Again, recall the fact that when d +1 < m,n < p,
Apn(6) =0and B, ,(0) = 0. Therefore, QS,;?,,, where d + 1 < m,n < p, consists of only
@ = [ PCun(0)H, (0
Qm,n - a1 0 m,n( ) 1( )

+ d%é (1r>0c,,,,,,(9)1e1 (0)+ RoEpn(8) + 1 (0)Dynn(6) +P2(e)cm,n(e)>d9.

Based on Lemmas[B.1][B:2]and[B23] for d +1 < m,n < p, we have

Q,,;ﬁ)n:@/ (I(6,6),¢,)(I:(6,6),,) [1.(6,0)*d6 (C.6)

P
24(d +6)

485)26) ,/S.d—l <HX(9’ 9)7em><végnx(9, 6),6,,)

[, 1 1(6.6),,)(1(8.6).€)Ric (6. 0)d6

+(V3o1(0,0),e,)(I(0,0),e,)d0

e o (VoI (6.0),60) (Va1 (0.6) )0

i /SH VoP(x) ({11:(6,6),en) (VoILi(6,0), e)

T 120d+6)
" (VQIIX(G,9),em><IIx(9,9),e,,>)d9
1

T 3@ Sy Vo.0P(x)(IL(6,6),e) (I(6,6),e,)d0.

Since we only need to evaluate Q,(,?,z, where d + 1 < m,n < p, for the LLE analysis, we
omit the calculation of the other pairs of m,n. We thus conclude that

Gom IS [l 0ot W3]
dd+2) \[ 0 o] Tyl yB
(4) (4)
M) e ole)), ©7)
My My,

where M/ € R?*d is defined as

Ty, — Ad+2) )

Elil ey = |Sd71 |P(x) Qm,n; (CS)

formn=1,....d and j =2,4, M) € Rl~®)*(r=d) i defined as

dd+2) )
SE11P) 2 (€9

Tasli), _
enMy; en = m-+d,n+d>
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formn=1,....p—dand j =24, Mg) e R9*(r=4) ig defined as

Ty, _ 4d+2) o)
enMyy en = |S4=T1|P(x) Qnntd
dd+2
6|Sd(l|(dj—4)/5d1 (1:0,€,)(Volli(6,0),¢,)d0 (C.10)
d(d+2)

2a+ ST Jir VP (16, (I(8,6). €}l

T
formzl,...7dandn:L...,p—d,andMg):M](? .

C.2. Proof of Proposition 3.2} We now evaluate the eigenvalue and eigenvectors of Cy
shown in (C.7) based on the technique introduced in Appendix [A]
For Case 0 in Condition[3.T} when ¢ is sufficiently small, we have

d—1 X d+2 1 "
con 0 [ o250 3)

and hence the d non-zero eigenvalues satisfies

_STNPOET [Iya +O(€7) 0
d(d+2) 0 0

Ur(€) = U(0)(Ipxp + €2S) + O(e*) € O(p),

Ax

} +0(e"),

where U,(0) = ﬁ(; )?2

S, X1 and X, cannot be uniquely determined by the order £?+2 part of C,.
For Case 1 in Condition@ when € is sufficiently small, we have

],Xl €0(d), X, € O(p—d),and S € o(p). Note that in this case

d—1 d+2 2A(2) | o4p(4)
A, = % laxa+€ Al +é€ Al @ 0 @ 0(83),
d(d+2) 0 A7 + €A,
Uy(€) = Uy (0)(Ipxp + €%S) + O(e*) € O(p),
X, 0
where U, (0) = [O x },Xl €0(d),and X, € O(p—d), and
2
S Sk
S:= € . C.11
[52] 522:| o(p) ( )

Since Mg) is a diagonal matrix under Assumptions and 1| implies that it is
Mg) = A<22>. From || and |i we have
Sin=-xM2x,, (C.12)
Sy =X, MY (C.13)
If all eigenvalues of Mﬁ)

values of Mg)

are distinct, then X; could be uniquely determined; if all eigen-

are distinct, since it is a diagonal matrix, X> is identity matrix. Moreover,
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A7, AJ and S can be uniquely determined:

A = diag (X, MPx, +2x MEMIX)), (C.14)
Ay = diag(My) —2mMP M), (C.15)
-1
(S11)mn = em (XlTMYl‘)Xl +2X1TMS>M2(?)X1)"’"’ (C.16)

(AEZ) )m-,m - (AIZ) )n’n

-1
(S22)i,j = (A(2)> (A(2>) el (MS) _ ZMg)Mf?)ei, (C.17)
2 Jii =\ )

where | <m#n<dand 1 <i# j<p—d. On the other hand, if Mg) has g+t distinct
eigenvalues, where ¢, > 0, and g eigenvalues are simple, then based on Appendix B, we
have

Iyxg O 0
0 X 0

X, = (C.18)
0 0 . 0
0 0o - X!

since Mg) is diagonal under Assumption Each of le --- X} corresponds to a repeated
eigenvalue, and each of them is an orthogonal matrix whose dimension depends on the
multiplicity of the repeated eigenvalue. We mention that they may be uniquely determined
by higher order terms in C, as described in Appendix [A]

For Case 2 in Condition [3.I] when ¢ is sufficiently small, by dividing all matrices into
blocks of the same size, we have

Liva + A 14 0 0
26 i I L@ an® 6
xzw 0 € A271+8 A271 0 +0(£ ),
0 0 e*AlY)
Ur(€) = Ux(0) (I p + €2S) + O(e*) € O(p), (C.19)
X 0 0 Sit Siz1 S22
U(0)=10 X1 0 | €0(p), S=|Sa,1 Swiu Sni| €olp),

0 0 X So12 S:21 S

by Assumptions and where AEZ) is the eigenvalue matrix of M ﬁ), diagonal entries
of A<222 are nonzero, X; € O(d), X»1 € O(p—d—1) and X, € O(l). By 1} and li
we have

Sio1 = —XITMS?IXz.l,

S = XzT.lMg?lxlv

Siap = —X{ M{35X22, (C.20)

52172 = XszMz(??zXl .

If the eigenvalues of M f? are distinct, then X is the corresponding orthonormal eigenvec-

tor matrix. Ag = 0 by the assumption of Case 2 in Condition Recall that Ag}z) is the

eigenvalue matrix of Mg?zz -2 | S‘;(fﬁﬁ&) Mg?zM g)z If Agg has different diagonal entries




ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF LLE SL.17

then X5 > is the corresponding orthonormal eigenvector matrix. Recall that if A(lz) , Agf

and Agg, each has distinct diagonal entries, then X (0) and S can be determined uniquely,
and we have

1
&mzi@ﬂh)IEMQu&z+Mg#ﬁnﬂv
1 _
Sx221 :XZTZ(EMS?ZI +M§%?2X1512,1)(Ag) g
A(4) =diag [XIT (M(4)X1 +2Mg)1 521 1 +2M§§?2X27252172)]

1
A?l) diag[(M £2)11+2M§1)1X15121)]

—1 1
(S11)mpn = e e en X1 (EM( )X, +MS?1521,1 +M£§?2X2,252172)]€m
1 /mm — 1 /nn

where 1 <m #n <d, and

(S2,11)mn =

—1
2 2
(Agz )m,m - (Aé,l))n,n

where d + 1 <m # n < p— 1. However, we need higher order derivative of C, to solve
S22 following the same step as evaluating (A.41] m We skip the details here. Finally, if

diagonal entries of Ag f are distinct, then X5 ; is the identity matrix. If Aé f or Aé% contains

repeated eigenvalues, then it can be described as (C.I8). We also skip the details here.

1
e,;: [(EMég?ll +M§??1X1512,1)]€n- (C21)

APPENDIX D. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2
We need the following Proposition for the proof.

Proposition D.1. Suppose | = null'zlty(Mz(i)) > 0 and Assumptions and hold.

Then (I,(6,0),e;) =0 for p—1+1 <i< p. Moreover, form,n=p—I1+1,...,p, we have
4) 2) @ __ dld+2)

[Mzz,zz - 2M21,2M12,2]m—p+z,n—p+1 - W -

d*(d+2)?

~ ES IR AR Z/ (VoILi(6,0),en) (1.0, e de/ (1.6, ) (VoILi(6,0),e,)d6.

This Proposition essentially says that if nullity(Mg)) =[>0and Mg) is diagonal-
ized as in , then geometrically e,_;11,...,e, are perpendicular to the second funda-
mental form I, (6, 8). Furthermore, the eigenvalues of order €47 in Case 2 of Proposition
depend only on the third order derivative of the embedding, VgII,(6,6), in those di-
rections.

Proof. Suppose [ = nullity(Mg)) > 0. By Assumption , Mg) is diagonalized as in
(3:3). Therefore, based on (C.5) and (C.J9)), we have

/ (IL(8,8), ¢,) (IL.(6,0), e0)dO — O, D.1)
gd—1

wherem=p—I1+1,...,p
If we denote 8 = 0'9; € $¢~! C T.M, the following expression for the second funda-
mental form holds:

d
(1.(6,0),en) = Y. P67 +2Y plioi6/, (D.2)
i=1

i<j

1 (VoI (0,0),e,)(Vell,(0,0),e,)d0
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where pf} = (Ii(d;,d;).em) €R, i, j=1,...,d, are the corresponding coefficients. Note
that 1.0; = ¢; fori = 1,...,d. By plugging (D.2) into (D.I)), we have

d
(Y (e +4Zp 0 Y 0’0 +4( Y pijo'e’)’|de
sa=t i=1 i<j i<j
1 d—1 L
i@ (3Y¢ 2] 4 )

z P2 (Zp;;?)2+42<p§';>2,
i=1 i=1

i<j
which leads to the conclusion that pj; = 0 for all i and j. To get the expansion of [ 2(‘2‘)22

ZMS?ZM](%?Z]”FP tnepir W€ directly plug the above formula to (C.4) and ( l and get
the claim. U

We introduce the following notations to simplify the proof:
o) = g ., I1(60.0) o

M) 1= gy [, I(60.0) P (0. 0)d0
Ma(x) := |S;771|'/Sd_1 IL,(6,0)Ricy(0,0)d0
M, (x) i = ﬁ/w I1,(0,6)]260 7 d6
My (x) == ﬁ/sw 1,(0,0)00'd6
Ro(x) := ﬁ/sd*l OV,IL(6,6)-1,(6,0)d6
R (x) = ﬁ/w VoIl.(6,0)07d6

Ry (x) = ﬁ/sw Voolli(6,0)d0.
For f € C*(1(M)) and P € C5(M), define
Oy 1= 19100 M) VP(x) + L PO (I()V2 () + PO (VF(x) (D)

1 1 1 1
3509 = gy [, 06000/ WP+ £ Vb P (5) + 5 Va0l (IVoP()

2
+ %Vg,ep(x)ve fx)— %Ricx(e, 0)[f(x)VoP(x) + Vo f(x)P(x)])d0.

We prepare some calculations. By Lemma|[B.5] we have

51 51
; P(x)8d+d(d+2) [5 (x)
s(x)P(x) d(d+2)w(x)P(x)

d+2 d+3
+o % ]s +O(e™),

E[%3§1’(l(x)) X)] = (D.4)
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and hence

E[(f(X) _f(x))lgg%”(l(x))(x)] (D.5)
:]E[f(X)XBR”( (x))(X)] *f(x)]E[ngU’(l(x))(X)}

d—1
d|(f1+£)[ P()Af(x) +Vf(x) - VP(x)| 772 +0(e7?).

Similarly, by Lemma[B.3] we have
E[(X - l(x))XBﬂS%P(l(x))(X)] = [vi,v2]l, (D.6)

where

|59-1| J, 41V P(x) 12 $9-1] N
d+2 d + 5 pats (M) VP(x) + P(x) 9o (x) )€
§d—1 . 1
‘d+4|];d[ 1(x )+89%1(X)V (x )+24p( X)%% (x)] e+ 0(449),

V1 =

+

and

|1 P(x ) p—aTox )8d+2 51| Plx ) pa (¥ )8d+4
d+2 2 24 2

|SLH'JT Ler o (x)v2p L rpeom d+4
d+4)’r a7t (M () VPE)) = S fRPX)M(x)]e

Nl
6(d+ 4)
Again, by Lemma B3] we have

E[(X — 1) (F(X) — F(0) gz g (X) ©.7)
=E[(X - l(X))f(X)XBﬂgeP(l(x))(X)] —f(E[(X — l(x))XBﬂSW(l(x))(X)]

=[vi,v2]},

vy =

+

+

LRV (x)+%P(x)9{2(x)]£d+4 £ o),

where

Nl
d(d+2)
541
d+4

Sd*]
P(x)J;dL*Vf(x)ed”—i— | " |

v = P()c)J;(jl*f)L)tl()C)Vf(x)z-:d+4

TT 350 — F31 () + ~P(x)% () £()] e+ + 0(e7*)

- 6

and

|47 71

V2 = d+4 a7 d( Vf(x)TSJﬁz(x)VP(x) + %P(x)tr(i)ﬁz(x)vzf(x))

F PR V() e+ 0(e)
_ ST
- d+4 ””

With the above preparation, we are ready to prove Theorem 3.2}

d'Q £d+4+0( d+5)

Proof of Theorem[3.2] The proof is straightforward, and we show it case by case.
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Case 0 in Condition[3.]] In this case, by Lemma[B.6} (D.7), and (D.6),

d—1 X
Ty BIX(FX) = F ()20 1) ()] = dl(il+2) igxiszwb gp( 3 M2 o(e™)

|s4=1]

and
|S9=1 VP(x)-VP(x)
T, Bl = 100)) g2 () (X)) = 1@ i+ %5%2 e L o(e),
and hence
E[(£(X) ~ £(0) 2527 11 O] = T BIK — 1)) () — £ () gz ) (X))
541

[LPOIAF() + V£x)- VP(x) — POV VP oy gy

d(d+2) P(x)+ ‘gfjf?l)gp 2

Note that T \E[(X —1(x)) XBE? (1)) (X)] is of order O(g?*?) for any p, therefore

1(x)
T |71 d d+2
E[XB§P(1(X))(X)] =T,y E[(X - l(X))XBgv(l(x))(X)} = P(x)e+0(e™).

As a result, we conclude that

ey e L by VI VPG) V() VPR) o 4

Case 1 in Condition[3.]] Observe that by Lemma|B.6] the tangential component of T,
is of order O(1) and the normal component of T, ,) is of order 0(;—2) Hence, by

TlT(X)E[( tx ))XBR”( (x))( )]
:|Sd7]‘P< ) Z ( ( )Jpp dXZJ p.r— dé’)z

20d+2) &, 2201 ()dgdmllgp%

gd + 0(8d+2) 7

and hence
E[%g“}”(l(x))(x)] _TT(X)E[(X - l(x))XBRP< 1 ))(X)]

_ |: |Sd71‘P(x) _ |Sd71 |P(X) z (mo ( ) p.p— dXZJ ,p—dei)2

d 2(d+2 327+ 20

el +0(e??).
ep—4

i=d+1
Similarly, by (D.7)
T BIX — )00 — £ gz 1y (X))

SUPE) [ VI VPG & W @ aXel), gt .T
+ : Vfx) JpaXi1S1ad, , 4ei
[ d(d+2) (P(x)—i— ‘été+l2l)£p -2 i:;rl %Ai(2)+P(2)§)d|;2_)llgp,4 P pip )

|Sd ' i NG (X)pp- dXZJ p.p—d€i
d+4 %124_ 2d+2) op—4

i P(x)|st1]
which could be significantly simplified. Since MS) satisfies 1i by a direct expansion
we have that

Q.-fr.],, P dXzJ 7p_de,'] 8d+2 + 0(€d+3) ,

V1) a3 = e 2 (00T M) VP + PRI Ty
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By (C.12), we have X,S1» = —M§§>X2, and hence

‘Sd71|P( ) T( )J_pp dXZJ_;,p—dei

Vf(x) delslzJ p.p— dei

d(d+2) 21 ﬁ;2)1‘8p7d74
SN NG ()T p-aXad ), gei /1 1
|d+4| 2 p(d+2) " a (EVf(x)Timg(x)VP(x)—i—gP( )R ()Vf(x )) p-aXaTy pqei-
37+ g e

Combining this with Qr defined in l) the second and third terms in TIT(X)IE[(X -
1(x)(f(X) — f(x)) XBE (1(x)) (X)] are simplified. As a result, we have

E{((X) — ) 527 1y (X))~ T ELX — 10) (F(X) ~ F()) g ) (X))

s . _ POVf(x)-VP(x)
- [d(d+2)( POAFE) +V(x)- V() P(x) + |s‘c11+12\ er- 2)

|Sd*1|P(x) p 5H0 (x)J, . p— 2 XoJ T op—d€i T, = - o s
- b 5 )y p—aXad, ,_gei| €T +0(€7T).
4(d+4) . 24(2) 2(d+2) _ f pp p.p
( + ) i=d+1 3}{,1. P(x)\Sd*I | ep 4

To finish the proof for Case 1, we claim that

PN (x)J, ngJ _ € _ L NG (x)eiH} (x)e;
Y o i O Vel aei= Y G
i=d+1 A PO)ST ] i=d+1 G/ +P(x)|5d,1‘s

Recall (C.18). Suppose there are ¢+ eigenvalues of Méz), where ¢, € NU{0}, so that g
ei genvalues are simple. We have

Iixg O 0
0 Xx! 0
X2 = )
0 0 0
0 0 X}
where ij , where j =1,...,t are orthogonal matrices whose size is the multiplicity of the

associated eigenvalue. Suppose le € O(a), where o > 1. Then

d+g+a d+qto
Y N 0 ppaXad, , ge)(f () pp-aXal) , ge) =Y, (Mg (x)e)($Hf (x)er)
i=d+q i=d+q

since the left hand side is the inner product between the projections of y(x) and $ ¢(x)
onto the eigenspace. By a similar argument for the other blocks, we conclude the claim.
By exactly the same argument we have

i (9 (x ) pp-aX2d, ,_gei)’ I (‘ﬁg(x)ei)z
i=d+1 2/1 )d‘;’f)]‘sp*“ i—d+1 27L d‘;,z)l‘spf“

In conclusion, we have

Qf (x) = f(x) = (€1(x) + €2 (x))€? + O(&),



HAU-TIENG WU AND NAN WU

SI.22
where
11 Vf(x)VP(x) V. (x)-VP(x)
gty SO+ G - <;’+$> =1
¢ (x)= ‘
() 11y (9 (x)e)
d = 2(d+2) ~i=d+1 2, 2+ -
) s '\89 )
and
1 p 0 (¥)ei) (9} (x)er)
4(d+4) ~i=d+1 (2), 2(d+2) _
Co(x)=— - s
’ L1y (g (er)?
b K e
Case 2 in Condition[3.1} In this case, by @ and @), we rewrite T, (,) as
Tl(x) =[vi,v] + [[0(82)7 o],
where
T _ ~
o TpatVP) = ‘ﬁg( Whoidler o T,
1= dd+2) o > 2(d+2) 2121214 €
P(x)+ |91 € i=d+1 g )* PO
p o
+ Z REENO X1512 2(Jp0) e
i=p—I+1 W)‘l +£P
and
1R )JXQ 1T Te; -
7 2 2, d+2) X220y €
td B
p o
Z X2 2] le,
\Sd l‘p 4) )
i=p=I+1 ) 12 +ep-e
Note that ————%——— is of order 1 or smaller, no matter what regularization order p
STTPG) ) ep6

d(d+2)

is chosen. Rewrite up to O(974) as
s I, 1 VP(X)
E[(X — () gz 0y ) = G5 255
§1 P()T, g Mo(x)
|d " 2| PP2 €d+2 + 0(8d+4)]] )
(x)) XpEr (1 ))( )] Ty (x) the “fourth order” terms, i.e., the terms

8d+2 + 0(8d+4),

We claim that in E[(X
do not have dominant contribution asymptotically by showing that for each

Wlthzt =p—I+1°
i=p—I1+1,...,p, we have

~ 1 _
E[(X — 1)) X550 40y X)) [xlsmg,ei, —%20)), le,}] — o) (D)

and
1 ~

E[(F(X) = £00) (X = 10)2ggr oy )T [XiS 122761, 5 X T, jer] = O(e2),
(D.9)
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Since the tangential direction of T,(,) is of order 1 and the normal direction of T, is

of order €2, it is sufficient to focus on the normal direction in order to show . By
Proposition the dominant term in the normal direction satisfies

‘ﬂ(—)r ()1 Xs, 2J 1€=0,

and hence (D:8) follows.
To show (D.9), for each p —1+1 <i < p, by a direct expansion we have

= 1 ~
E[(f(X) = F())(X = 1(x))dgzr () (X)] T [{Xlslz.zfgzeh EXZ,ZJ;:p_deiﬂ

B |Sd71|
_(d(d+2)

s
d+4

( )l*Vf( ) P, dX] 51272.]_11161 .Q.}rfp 1X2 2JTJ€Z‘) £d+2 + 0(8d+3) .

Again, it is sufficient to focus on the normal direction. We now claim that

S VT xS 415
dd+2) TpaXiSualy e d+4

Based on Lemma B.6|and (C.20), the first part of (D.10) becomes

d—1
_[$P(x)
d(d+2)
S |P(x)
d(d+2)
51
C(d+4)\2

where the second equality comes from the direct expansion that

|41

QfJ, 1 X0 1ei = 0. (D.10)

o
BN f () Ty aM 3 Xa 2T e

o
V) paM 3T g iXa ) e

(3770 Da(0VP() + PR (VW) TpXon e

2 T
M1(2?2— ()J op—ddpi

and the last equality comes from (C.I0). For the second part of (D.10), based on Proposi-
tion[DI] for p—1+1 <i < p, we have

1]

d+4

B | Sdfl |

- (d+4)

Thus, two terms in cancel each other and follows. Based on the above discus-
sion, we know that E[(X — l(x))xB]éy}(l(x)) (X)]"T,(y) is dominated by

Q.}—J_I,JXQ 2J 1€

(37700 D)V + PRI (VF()) Ty er

J! LVP(x) p! sXIT( WX 1T e; -
]E[(X—l(x))xBRp . (X)]TH: L FIEAY) + 0 ! Xo 15]21.]T€,'7
e _ d 2 _ (] )
() P(x)+ lgdtll)ep 2 AT ldl )‘; )llgp 4
x)JX21J e X1 0|7
82 Z 21 2(d+2) ep 4 [ 0 X .- de]

P(x)]s?-1]
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which is of order O(&?) by a similar argument as in Case 1, and E[(f(X) — f(x))(X —
l(x))XBﬂE%P(l(x))(X)]TTI(X) is dominated by

J! LVP(x) pol ‘ﬁT( )X " e; i
E[(F(X) — £(0)(X — 1000 o 0O [ —2 ) oSl e
B (1(x)) |[P(x)+d|<;z+12)£p2 Zdt 1dl 2()d|;21|89—4
X)X T e [le 0} T
5 J de
82, ;1 2()dl;iz)u&o —4 0 Xop| T ]]

which is of order O(£d+2) by using a similar argument in Case 1. By putting the above
together, we conclude that

Of (x) = f(x) = (€ (x) + €2 (x))e* + O(€),

where
1 1 Vix)VP(x) Vi) VP(x)
e [$AF )+ p<x>+“<;’*f>ap—z}
\S \
¢ (x)=
d d+2 i= d+1 zzl'lt )Jr (Agfr;z)l‘ep—ét
(x)eiﬁ}r(x)ei
4d+4 Zz d+l 21() 2d+2) _op-4
¢ ()C):— ' P()\Sdfl\
’ b B e
d 12,02 —
d (d+2 i=d+ 31[( )+P(i()]fs+t1221‘ p—4
and hence we finish the proof. (I

APPENDIX E. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1
For each x, denote f = (f(xx1), f(xk2)s---, f(xkn)) | € RV. By the expansion

ZW ) = 1,$f— 136G 7, eiip (GoG )G f
k\J k, ’
j — I;Gngsz (GnG ) nlN

we can write ):1]\-’:1 wi(7)f(xx,j) — f(xx) as

EXV () = FO)) = [ X0y (ke = 20)] "1 (GG ) [ T (or = ) (f (o ) — f (30))]
~ .

N N (g = x0)) e (GG R TN (ot — 30)]

(E.1)
Note that we have
1T eirp (GnGy ) = Tao (-~ L6,G]).
Thus, the goal is to relate the finite sum quantity @) with the following “expectation”

Af ()
Al (xy)

where A is defined in (3.14). Note that the LLE is a ratio of two dependent random vari-
ables, and the denominator and numerator both involve complicated mixup of sampling

= fla) = Of (x) — f(xx) (E.2)
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points. Therefore, the convergence fluctuation cannot be simply computed. We control the
size of the fluctuation of the following five terms

LY
1 (E.3)
ned =
1 N
— 2 (Fu) = f () (E4)
j=1
29
—7 2 Ok —x) (E.5)
ned P J
1 N
el Y (=) (f () = f () (E.0)
j=1
1 T p
~ed (GnGn +Epp) (E.7)
as functions of n and € by the Bernstein type inequality. Here, we put €< in front of

each term to normalize the kernel so that the computation is consistent with the existing
literature, like [9, 27]]. The size of the fluctuation of these terms are controlled in the
following Lemmas. The term (E.3) is the usual kernel density estimation, so we have the
following lemma.

Lemma E.1. When n is large enough, we have with probability greater than 1 —n~2 that
forallk=1,... nthat

0 ( log(n)) .

nl/2gd)2

1 Y 1
e M

The behavior of (E.4) is summarized in the following Lemma. Although the proof is
standard, we provide it for the sake of self-containedness.

Lemma E.2. When n is large enough, we have with probability greater than 1 —n=2 that

forallk=1,... nthat
1 ¥ 1 log(n)
@jzzl(f(xk,j) — ) —E— (f(X) = f () Xgzr () (X) | = O(W) :

€

Proof. By denoting

we have

N 1 n
Y fa)—fa)== Y FA,

n. A=
J#k,j=1

~.
Il
—_

Define a random variable
1
= FX) = £ )z g ().
Clearly, when j # k, F7 ; can be viewed as randomly sampled i.i.d. from F;. Note that we
have

F
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Since % — 1 as n — oo, the error incurred by replacing % by nfll is of order %, which is
negligible asymptotically. Thus, we can simply focus on analyzing ﬁ ):’;:1_ i1, We
have by Lemma[B.3]

d—1
E[Fi] =2£lfd+'2> [A((f() = F()PO))ly=s €2+ O(?)
d—1
7= 20',fd+'2) [A(FO) = £ P()) =y ] €2 + O(e7),

where A acts on y and we apply the Lemma by viewing f(y)P(y) as a function and evaluate
the integration over the uniform measure. Thus, we conclude that

d—1
OF 1= Var(Fi) = r b [0 = F0)PPOY s Je 240l 5. B8)

To simplify the discussion, we assume that A((f(y) — f(xx))*P(y))|y=x, # O so that 67 =
O(g7%*2) when € is small enough. In the case that A((f(y) — f(xk))*P(»))|y=x, = O, the
variance is of higher order, and the proof is the same.

With the above bounds, we could apply the large deviation theory. First, note that the
random variable Fj is uniformly bounded by

c1 =2||fllz-e™
and
oi/ci —0ase—0,

so we apply Bernstein’s inequality to provide a large deviation bound. Recall Bernstein’s
inequality
nﬁlz

‘l n —
Pr{ Y (m,—-E[R)) >51} <e ¥itiab
n—1. 4= ’
J#k.j=1
where B; > 0. Since our goal is to estimate a quantity of order €2, which is the order
that the Laplace-Beltrami operator lives, we need to take ff; = (&) much smaller than
€” in the sense that 8;/e? — 0 as € — 0. In this case, ¢ ; is much smaller than 0'12, and
hence 2612 + %cl B < 3612 when € is smaller enough. Thus, when € is smaller enough, the
exponent in Bernstein’s inequality is bounded from below by

nﬁlz < ﬁ S nﬁlzsd_z
207 +3c1B 307 T 3 LA () — £ POy ]
Suppose 7 is chosen large enough so that
e
3 2 A O) = F()2PO) s,
that is, the deviation from the mean is set to

g, _ V1) Jfﬁ;;)[A«f(y)—f(xk))zm))y_Xk]:0( ogln)

1 nl/2gd/2—1 nl/2gd/2—1

= 3log(n);

(E.9)

. . . log(n . d—1
where the implied constant in 0(%) is d“(g g +2‘) [A(f) = ) 2P()) |y=s,] -

. 1
Note that by the assumption that € = £(n) so that nl/zs% — 0 as € — 0, we know
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that B; /&> = n,/;‘:% — 0. Tt implies that the deviation greater than f; happens with
probability less than

( Bl ) npred2

exp ———— | Sexp a—1

207+ 3c1 By Sdﬂ‘ [ACf ) = () *P(3)) [y=x]
= exp(—3log(n)) = 1/n’.

As aresult, by a simple union bound, we have

nﬁl
1 n
Pr{ Z (F17.,-E[F1])>B1’k1,...,n}§ne 207+ 3c1By <1/n*

n=l g
O
Denote Q; to be the event space that the deviation n%l Z;? Lk 1 (F1,; —E[F]) < By for

alli=1,...,n, where B is chosen in (E.9) is satisfied. We now proceed to (E.5)). In this
case, we need to discuss different cases indicated by Condition 3.1}

Lemma E.3. Suppose Case 0 in Condition 31| holds. When n is large enough, we have
with probability greater than 1 —n~? that for allk=1,...,n,
1
_0 ( og(n) )
nl/2gd/2—1
wherei=1,...,d.

1 ¥ 1
T
i | ned j;(x"’j )~ B (X =) 20 4 (X)
Suppose Case 1 in Condition 3.1 holds. When n is large enough, we have with proba-
bility greater than 1 —n~? that forallk=1,...,n,

1 ¥ 1 ] log(n)
T _
€ | j;(xk.,j —X) — ]E;d(x — X XpEr () (X) | = 0<n1/28d/2*1 ) ;
wherei=1,...,d and
1 ¥ 1 ] log(n)
T _
€ | j;(xk.,j —X) — ]E;d(x — X XgEr () (X) | = 0<n1/2ed/2*2) ;

wherei=d+1,...,p
Suppose Case 2 in Condition[3.1| holds. When n is large enough, we have with proba-
bility greater than 1 —n~? that forallk=1,...,n,

1 ¥ 1 ] log(n)
T _
€ ned j:Z,l(xk.,j —X;) — ]E?d(x —Xk)XBg}l’ (xk)(X) = 0(}’11/28‘1/271 ) )
wherei=1,...,d,
1 1 ] Tog(n)
T _
€ ned j:Z,l(xk.,j —X;) — ]E?d(x _xk)XBl§l’ (xk)(X) = 0(1’11/28‘1/272) )

wherei=d+1,...,p—1, and

Iy ! ' log(n)

.

i | ped Zl(xk’j — %) _Eg?(x = X)X () (X) | = 0<n1/2£d/273) ’
L™ =

wherei=p—I1+1,....p
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Proof. First, we prove Case 1. Case 0 is a special case of Case 1. Suppose Case 1 holds.
Fix x;. By denoting

=

1
ned 4
j

1 & P
(xkvj _xk) = Z Z Z F2,£,jf3€-

1 j#k,j=10=1

where
1+
Fz,i,j = 8766 (xj _xk)xB§”(xk)(xj)v

we know that when j # k, F> ¢ ; is randomly sampled i.i.d. from the random variable

[
By:= 8765 (X 7xk)x3]§p(x]()(X).

Similarly, we can focus on analyzing ﬁZ?:L#i Fyyj since = — 1 as n — . By

plugging f =1 in (B.4), we have

lsdNe? L J) VP PO, o) 4
ElR] = PRI d ’ 2 [+oeh)
and by we have
Sd—l P —d+2
dI(d(i);“)+0(g—d+4) when(=1,....d
E[Fz%z] = P(x)e 4+
W/Sd,lI<11x<e,9)7ee>|2d0+0(s“’+6) whenf=d+1,...,p.

Thus, we conclude that
022,[ := Var(F, )
‘Sdfl \P(x)efd”
d(d+2)
P(x)e 4 2 —d+6
W/S(H (IL(6,0),e)[2d0 + O(e~+%)  whenf=d +1,...,p.
Note that for { =d +1,..., p, the variance is of higher order than that of { =1,...,d. By
the same argument, Case 0 satisfies E[F; ] = 622[ =0for/=d+1,...,p.
With the above bounds, we could apply the large deviation theory. For / = 1,...,d, the
random variable F3 ¢ is uniformly bounded by ¢ ¢ = 2e~4t1 and Gzzj /c2e—0ase—0,

so when € is sufficiently smaller and n is sufficiently large, the exponent in Bernstein’s
inequality,

n " 2
Pr{ 1 Y (Bu;—ER]) > ﬁzﬁg} < exp(— #),

2
n—1, 4= 2622,4 +3c2,0B20

+0(g74t) when¢=1,....d

where f3, > 0, satisfies

B nByy _ nBr e = 3log(n);
203, +3c2Poy 305, 3% ’

that is, the deviation from the mean is set to
sd-1|p
B log(n) 3 | d(d|+2()X) B \/log(n)
2,6 = nl/2gd/2—1 - 0(,11/2801/271) :

(E.10)
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For ¢ =d+1,...,p, since the variance is of higher order, by the same argument, we have
\Sd 11P(x)
5 3y/log(n)4/3 a@2) log(n ) E1D
2.0 = nl/2gd/2—1 nl/2gd/22 :
As a result, in both Case 0 and Case 1, by a simple union bound, for £ =1,...,d, we
have
Prd|- Y By, —ElRl > ﬁu‘k: Looon b < 1/n2
" s j=1

where

3\/10T ‘Sd ( log( ))

2.0 = nl/2gd/2— 1 nl/2gd/2—1 (E.12)
and in Case 1, for/ =d +1,..., p, we have
Pr< |— Z F2747j7E[F275] >B27g‘k:1,...,n <1/n".
n. =
J#k, j=1
where
P
3\/log(n) /357555 fsi-1 | (1(6,0), ¢,)2d0 Tog(n)
20— nl/2gd/2—2 - 0(,11/2851/272) : (E.13)

For Case 2, by plugging f = 1 in (B.4), we have
IS L VP()

2 4
h =1,...
£ dd+2) +0(e") when/=1,...,d
_ [S7HP(x)T, g Mo()
Elfa]={ e2] )d(d)i’pz) +0(e%) whenf—d+1,...p—1
R1(x)VP(x
4@2w+0(85) Whenﬁzp—l-l-L,p
and by we have
E[Fzz,d
Sd—l P —d+2
|d(d(j_)2£)—|—0(8_d+4) when/=1,...,d
P 8—d+4
= i?c)wrzt)/sd1|<H"(9’9)’e[>|2d9+0(8_d+6) when{=d+1,....,p—1
P(x)e 4" —d+8
m/sd*l<V9Hx(979)a6m><V6Hx(976)aen>de+0(8 ) whenl=p—I+1,...,p
Thus, we conclude that
Gig := Var(F )
Sdfl P —d+2
|d(d(f2£)+0(s"+4) when (=1,....d
P(x)e" " 2 —d+6
- W/W (IL(0, 8),e/)[2d0 + O(e~+0) whenf=d+1,....p—1

’W/ (VolL,(6,8),em)(Velli(8,0),¢,)d0 + O(e~4*%)  when(=p—i+1
36(d+6) a1 oUx\Y, y€m olx\U, y€n =P yees P
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By the same large deviation argument that we skip the details, we conclude the claim with

0(107{%@)) when/=1,...,d

nl/2gd/2-1
log(n)
- nl/2gd/2-2 = - E.14
Bz’[ 0<n1/28d/2—2) Whenf d+1,7p l ( )
log(n)
O<W) when (=p—I+1,...,p.

O

Denote Q, to be the event space that the deviation ‘ % Z;? Lk je1 P20 — E[F /] ’ < By for
all{=1,...,pand k=1,...,n, where 3, ¢ are chosen in (E.12) under Case 0 in Condition
[3:1] (E12) and (E-13) under Case 1, and under Case 2.

Denote the eigen-decomposition of ﬁGnG; as U,,/_\nU,,T , where U, € O(p) and A, €
RP*P a diagonal matrix, and the eigen-decomposition of éCx as UAU ", where U € O(p)
and A € RP*P a diagonal matrix. Note that

1
ne! 7 1 (GyGl) = Fep (@G,,GI) .

We first control Zep (A) — o (A) =1y, (Mg +€P) U, — 1, (A +€P) 71, , based
on the three cases listed in Condition[3.1] By Proposition[3.1] the first d eigenvalues of EF
are of order €2. In Case 0, all the remaining eigenvalues are 0; in Case 1, all the remaining

eigenvalues are nonzero and of order €%*: in Case 2, there are [ nonzero eigenvalues of order
€% and p — d — [ remaining eigenvalues of order *.

Lemma E.4. When n is large enough, with probability greater than 1 —n2, for Case 0 in
Condition[3.1} we have

log(n)
nl/2d/2-2+2(27p) )

fori=1,....d; for Case 1 in Condition[3.1) we have

e [Ter (An) — Feo (A)]ei| = O

log(n) _
A Y (f) fori=1,....d
’e;r[']sp (An) _fgp (A)]E,’ = n1/2£d/2 2+2(2Ap)
log(n) , .
O(—aaramgy) Jori=d+1.....p:

for Case 2 in Condition[3.1} we have

log(n) )
O(W) fori=1,....d
I A,) — Ao, | — log(n) .
|€l [jeP(An) feP(A)]el’_ O(W) fori=d+1,...,p—1
log(n) ,
(m) fori=p—I+1,....p.

Moreover, for each case in Condition when n is sufficiently large, with probability
greater than 1 —n~2, we have U, = U® + ﬁmU®S+ 0(:’5%), where S € o(p), and
O € O(p). ©® commutes with Fep (A).

. . . N .
Note that Li%,@ is asymptotically bounded by €° due to the assumption that nl/zz% is

asymptotically approaching zero as n — oo.
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Proof. We start from analyzing ﬁGnGI. The proof can be found in [27, (6.12)-(6.19)],
and here we summarize the results with our notations. Denote

1 T
Fapi= 2d % (ki — X)) (X, — Xx) ' e
so that
LG GT*l iFg b.i€ ET
ned M T f L 3abiCaCh
a,b=1i=1
Note that for each a,b = 1,...,p, {F3 45}, are i.i.d. realizations of the random variable

Fap= ELdeJ (X —x)(X —xk)Tebe%gp (xk)(X). Denote F3 € RP*? so that the (a,b)-th entry
of F3is F3 4. Note that C, = e‘EF;.

The random variable Fs, is bounded by 3., = 26 79"2 when a,b = 1,...,d, by
Cap = Cap€ T4 when a,b=d+1,...,p, and by ¢3,p = c,p€ ¢T3 for other pairs of
a,b, where ¢, ,, when a > d or b > d, are constants depending on the second fundamental
form [25, (B.33)-(B.34)].

The variance of F3,, denoted as 632‘”,, is smhe"”“ when a,b=1,...,d, 5,,€"
when a,b =d +1,...,p, and s,,€ 9" for other pairs of a,b (see [25, (B.33)-(B.35)]
or [27]), where s, are constants depending on the second fundamental form. Again, to
simplify the discussion, we assume that ¢, and s, are not zero for all a,b = 1,...,p.
When the variance is of higher order, the deviation could be evaluated similarly and we
skip the detailsﬂ Thus, for 31,32, B33 > 0, by Berstein’s inequality, we have

1 & n—1)B2
Pr{ = Y Fapi—EFa >ﬁ3.1}§exp{— ( LN } (E.15)

n S5apE Tt oy 2Py

d+8

whena,b=1,...,d,

1 (n—1)B3
Pr{ =Y Fapi—EFsap >ﬁ3,2} <exp{— 22 (E.16)

n i#k,i=1 5a,b€7d+8 + ca,hgid#‘BS,Q
whena,b=d+1,...,p, and
1 ¢ (n—1)B35
Pr< |- F i — EF: > <expq — : E.17
{ n i#EZI 3,a,b,i 3,ab B3-,3} = exXp { 5a7b£_d+6 I Ca7b£_d+3ﬁ373 ( )

for the other cases.
Choose f33 1, B32 and B33 so that ﬁ3,1/82 — 0, ﬁ372/84 — 0 and B3’3/83 —0ase—0
so that when € is sufficiently small,

Sup€ T cape 2By 1 < 25,56 forallk,l=1,....d
Sap€ T e pe B0 < 26,57 forallk,l=d+1,....p
5a7b87d+6 + ca7b£7d+3ﬁ373 < 250,71,8"1*6 for other k, /.

To guarantee that the deviation of (E.I3)), (respectively (E.I6) and (E.I7)) greater than
P31 (respectively f33> and fB33) happens with probability less than -5, n should satisfy
nB? _ . np? _ np

ﬁ > 65,6 4 (respectively logiﬁ) > 65,6 "8 and og

2
?’;) > 65,6 910). By setting

4For example, when the manifold is flat around x; and € is sufficiently small, ¢, ; = 5,5 = 0 when a > d or
b > d, and the proof of the bound is trivial.
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Bi= \/65&1,’11772125/(;7)2, B3z = 4 /650’;9’1,7721:5/(;17)4, and 33 = w/65,1,1,n,iv/;;f/(i)3, the condi-
tions f33.1/€> — 0, B32/€> — 0and B3 3/* — 0 as € — 0 hold by the assumed relationship
between 7 and € and the deviations of (E.15), (E.16) and (E.17) are well controlled by f3 1,
B32 and f33 3 respectively, with probability greater than 1 — n=3. Define the deviation of
L G,G) from EF; as

ned

1
E:= @GnGI—EF; € RP*P, (E.18)

As a result, again by a trivial union bound, with probability greater than 1 —n~2, for all xy,
we have

\/1
|Ea,b|éﬂ whena,b=1,...,d

nl/2gd/2—2

\/1
|Ea,b|§;]/2;)% whena,b=d+1,...,p (E.19)

Eyy| < ¢y/log(n)

otherwise
nl/2gd/2-3 )

where

c:= max +/6s,p. (E.20)

ab=1,..p

Denote Q3 to be the event space that the deviation is satisfied. With the above
preparation, we now start the proof of Lemma[E.4]case by case.

Case 0 in Condition[3.1l Note that both EF and ﬁGn G, are of rank r = d due to the
geometric constraints. By the calculation in Section [A] when conditional on Q3, (E.18)
holds, and the nonzero eigenvalues of ﬁGnGI (there are only d such eigenvalues) are

deviated from the nonzero eigenvalues of EF3 by O(nl/;g%), which is smaller than &

by the assumed relationship between n and €. Thus, r, = d when € is sufficiently small,
and we have

Ly My 4+ €)1y — 1y g(A+€P) g =1, a[(An +€°) ™ = (A+€P) T4

Denote the i-th eigenvalue of EF; = 8%1Cx as A, wherei=1,....d. By a direct calculation,
we have

. . log(n)
e/ [er (An) — Ier (A)]es| = O(W)

fori=1,...,d when € is sufficiently small since we have

1 1 1 1
— — — — _1
it O(—0%n YL ep Ait+eP 7L,~+£P<0( y/log )+ 1 )

n
1/2gd/22 W1 2ed/22 (], 1 eP)

:( Viogn ):0( log(n) )

nl/zsd/272<;1i +ep)2 nl/2gd/2—2+2(2/p)

due to the fact that A, is of order €2 fori =1,...,d, A; + &P = O(e*"P) and n'/24/>* — oo
as n — oo, Suppose there are 1 <[ < d distinct eigenvalues, and the multiplicity of the j-th
distinct eigenvalue is p; € N. Clearly, Zle pi; = p. By the calculation in Section |A|that
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we skip the details, when conditional on Q3, U, = U® + _vlel) 1,95 +0( i;%,(ﬂ ), where

1/2gd[22
S€o(p),
x () e 0
0o x® ... o
0= € 0(p), (E21)
0 0 .0
0 0o ... xO

and XU) € O(pj), j=1,...,1, comes from the j-th distinct eigenvalue. Note that ® com-
mutes with A and Zp (A).

Case 1 in Condition[3.1] By the calculation in Section [A] when conditional on Q3, the
first d eigenvalues of ﬁ G,G) are deviated from the first d eigenvalues of EF by O( c7”0‘%(")),

W1/2gd/2-2
which is smaller than €3, and the left p —d eigenvalues of n]FG”GI are deviated from the

left p — d eigenvalues of EF by 0(7;I /”2;%2), which is smaller than €°. Thus, again,
when ¢ is sufficiently small, r, = r = p, and I, ,,, (/_\n + eP)*IIWn *Iw(/_\* gp)*llp"r —
[(An+€P)~' — (A+eP)"]. Therefore,

( log(n) )
|elT [Iep (An) — Ten ( 1_\)]61-! — nl/2gd/2-2+2(2/p)

log(n) ,
gdaray) fori=d+l...p

fori=1,...,d

when € is sufficiently small. Again, by the calculation in Section [A] when conditional
on Q3, we have U, = U® + ﬁ%U®S+O(%), where S € o(p) and ® € O(p) is
defined in (E2T).

Case 2 in Condition[3.1] A similar discussion holds. In this case, when conditional on
Q3, we have

log(n) .
(i anmg) fori=l...d
; An) — ANle:| = log(n) .
|€z [jaP(An) fgﬁ(/\)]&’* O(W) fori=d+1,....,p—1
log(n) .
<m) fori=p—1I1+1,...,p

when € is sufficiently small. Similarly, when conditional on Q3, U, =UO®+ nliv/zlzf/(;,)z UGBS+
O(L‘ﬁ,@), where S € o(p) and ® € O(p) is defined in 1}

O

the probability of the event space Q is great than 1 —4n~2. Below, all arguments are

conditional on Q. When ¢ is sufficiently small, based on Lemma (E.4), we have

1 _
T (@GnGZ) = I (EF)+ &, (E.22)
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where

& :=UpIep (AU, —U Iep (AU

- (U®+ _vloeln) ;a6 ocloe) )) [Ien (A) + &)

n1/2£d/2—2 n£d74
\/log(n) log(n) \ T e T
X(U®+WU®S+O(VL£‘174)) *UJEP(A)U .
log(n)

— mU@[mp (A)+ I (A)ST1OTUT +UO& 10U T + [higher order terms].
n

and &3 1 := Fep (Ay) — Fer (A), which bound is provided in Lemma (E.4). Define

log(n) _ _
& = WUWS%P (A)+ I (A)ST1O'UT +UG&,0'U . (E.23)

By (E3), we have

=

1
el (ka —x¢) =ER + &, (E.24)
j=1

where the bound of & is provided in Lemma[E.3] Similarly, we have

N
% O ) () — £ () = B+ 65, (E.25)
Jj=1

where the bound of &, is the same as that in Lemma|[E.3]
We could therefore recast [ﬁ Zy:l (v —x)] " Ter (-G, G)) [ﬁ Y (o — ) (F () —

ned j=1
f(x))] as
[EF 4 &) [Ier (EF3) + & [EF + &4
=EF,' Yoo (EF)EF, + [8) Ieo (EF;)EFy +EF,) Ieo (EF;) &4 + EF,) SEF]
+ [higher order terms].

We now control the error term @QZT Ier (EF)EF, + IEF2T I (EF3) &+ IEF2T &EFy, which
depends on the tangential and normal components. Since the errors are of different orders
in the tangential and normal directions, we should evaluate the total error separately.

To avoid tedious description of each Case, we summarize the main order of each term
for different Cases in Table @ We mention that in Case 2, if the N1 part is zero; that is, the
non-trivial eigenvalues corresponding to the normal bundle are all of order €47, the final

log(n)
nl/2gd/2—1>
We only carry out the calculation for Case 1, and skip the details for the other cases

since the calculation is the same. By checking the error order in Table [2] the leading or-
der error term of & o (EF3)EF, + EF," e (EF3)&, is controlled by YEPTTE T 2/12;((;)")73 +
Vlog(n) Vlog(n) =5 comes from the tangential part, and Vlog(n)

aTEedreanga Where o g 22T Ap) A
comes from the normal part. Note that the sizes of (2A p)—3 and (4 Ap) —4 depend
on the chosen p, so we keep both. On the other hand, by (E-23) and Table [2] the error
]EFZTé”3]EF4 is controlled by T2ed oglz) + log(r) 5. By adirect comparison, it is

£d/2+(41N2p)—6 nl/2gd/2+(8/2p)—

error rate is which is the same as Case 0.
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TABLE 2. The relevant items in each error term in &, Zp (EF3)EF; +
IEFZTJEp (EF3)8s + EF2T£’3IEF4. The bounds are for entrywise errors.
T means the tangential components in all Cases, N means the nor-
mal components in Case 1, and N1 means the first p —d — [ normal
components of order €94 and N2 means the last / normal compo-

nents of order €

d+6 in Case 2.

“Total” means the overall bound of

£’2T Ier (EF)EF, + IE]FZ—r Ier (EF3)E4 + IEEFZ—r &3EFy, where only the ma-
jor terms depending on n and € in the leading order terms are shown.

SI.35

Case 0 Case 1 Case 2
T N T N1 N2
EFR €2 €2 €2 €2 €2 et
Iep (EF3) ) e—(2np) e—(4np) e—(2np) e—(41p) e—(6/p)
EFy g2 g2 €2 e? g2 et
& log(n) log(n) log(n) log(n) log(n) log(n)
2 1 2gd/2—1 1 /2gd/2—1 nl/2ed/2-2 1 2gd/2—-1 1/2gd/2-2 nl/2¢dj2=3
£ \/log(n) \/log(n) \/log(n) \/log(n) \/log(n) \/log(n)
3,1 W 2ed[2=21202Ap) | p1/2gd/Z=24202Ap) | p1/2¢d/2—442(Ap) | 1/2¢d[2-24202Ap) | R1/2¢d]2—4+2(Ap) | ,1/2gd/2—6+2(6Ap)
& \/log(n) \/log(n \/log(n) log(n) log(n) log(n)
4 1 /2gd/2—1 1 /2ed/2-1 1 /2¢d/2-2 1 2gd/2—1 n1/2gd/2-2 nl/2¢d/2=3
Total log(n 1/ log(n) \/log(n) y/log(n) . \/log(n)
11 /2ed[2+(2Np)—3 W 2ed[2+2Ap) =3 T 1/2¢d/2+(ANp)—4 W 2ed[2+2Ap) =3 T 1/2¢d/2+(ANnp)—4

clear that when ¢ is sufficiently small, no matter which p is chosen, ]EFZT&IEE; is domi-
nated by &, Fep (EF3)EF, +EF,’ 7o (EF3)&,, and hence the total error term is controlled

\/log(n) \/log(n)
Y 2ed/ e 3 T 1 2gd /2 (anp)—4 -

Therefore, when conditional on Q, for all k = 1,...,n, the deviation of the nominator
of @ from E[Fi] — EF,' Zep (EF;)EF; depends on p and different Cases in Condition
3.1¢ for Case 0, it is controlled by O(HI/;S%) + O(nl/zsd/l;f((;zp)%) = O(nl/zlzf/(;)] ) since
(2Ap)—=3=(—1)A(p—3) < —1;for Case 1 and Case 2, itis controlled by O(H,/;z%) +

log(n) log(n) y/log(n) .
(m) + 0(,,]/st/2+(4/\;))—4) = (nl/zgd/2+[(—l)\/(0/\(p—4)] ), which comes from the

fact that 2Ap) —3 < —1and (4Ap)—4=0A(p —4). Similarly, the deviation of the
denominator of || from E[Fy] — EF,' .Z.» (EF;)EF, depends on p and different Cases in

Condition|3.1f for Case 0, it is controlled by O( ”1/1;)5(572) )+ O( nl/zgd/l;f((;A)pH )= (nl/l;)i([;‘z) )

since (2Ap) —3 < —1 < 0; for Case 1 and Case 2, it is controlled by 0(,,1/125272)) +

log(n) log(n) _ log(n)
(nl/2811/2+(2/\p)73 ) + 0( 1 /2gd/2+(@Np)—4 ) - 0( W1/2¢d]2

p)—4=0/A(p—4)<0.

), which comes from the fact that (4 A
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As aresult, when conditional on Q, for all k = 1,...,n, we have
Z Wk xk J f(xk) (E.26)
1
E[Fi] — EF} oo (BF)EFs + O(actsr) |
1 = in Case 0
E[R] — EF, Iep (EF3)EF; + O( Y773 )
B 0
E[F]—EF, Z (EF)EF;+ 0
[ ] 2 e ( ) (nl/zed/2+[i - )0/\p )]) in Case 1.2
0
E[Fy) — EF, Ieo (BF)EF> + O(Mrrers)
which leads to
N
Z Flxj) — f(xe) (E.27)
1 .
B Qf(xk>ff<xk>+0(nl/2§§/‘;'31) in Case 0
B V1 .
Qf(xk) - f(xk) + 0(nl/28{1/2“(?%5320“/374)] ) in Case 1,2
where the equality comes from rewriting (E.2)) as
EF, —EF,' ¢ (EF3)EF,
x) — f(x ,
Of () = f () = EFy—EF, 74 (EF})EF;

and the fact that EF; is of order 1 and EF; is of order £2. Hence, we finish the proof.

APPENDIX F. PROOFS OF TECHNICAL LEMMAS

To alleviate the notational load, we use the notation introduced in (B-2).

F.1. Proof of Lemma Let y(¢) be the geodesic in 1(M) with (0)
denotes the i-th derivative of y(¢) with respect to ¢ at 0, then we have

¥(t) =y(0) + ¥V (0)r + 17@) 0)* + %7“) 0)r°

+ﬂ7( (0)t

120

+—y< )(0) + 0(1%).

= 1(x). If Y)(0)

(F.1)

Moreover, since ¥(t) is a geodesic, if we apply the product rule, we have

YD)y (0) =1,

¥2(0)- M (0) =0,

72(0)-¥?(0) = =¥ (0) - ¥(0),
373(0)- ¥ (0) = =1 (0)- ¥ (0)
4y(0)-¥2(0) 0)- )

(F2)
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where 7{!) is the [-th derivative of y and / € N. From , we have
17(6) = ¥(0) o =¥V (0)- Y1V (0)2> + (¥ (0) - 11 (0))? (E.3)

£ (3790 770) + 377 0)- ¥ (0))r*

1 1
S0 700)+ 7V 0) 12 (0)F

+ (G570 FV0)(0) + 57(0) ¥ (0) + 579(0) ¥ (0) + 0.
If we substitute (F2) into (E3), we have

+(

70) ~1(O)3 =1~ 72 (0)- PO~ LFV0) PO~ E4)
(3570 72(0) + 7579 0)- ¥+ 0()
Therefore
F=|ly(t) = (0 )HRI’—I_*Y(Q (0)7° ——% '(0)- 2 (0)r* (F5)
~ (5570 120) + 55 ¥I(0) %3 + 515 (10 7(0)2)6° +0(°).

By comparing the order, we have
| . 1 - 1
t =i+ ﬁ’m 0)-y? (O)t3 + —y(3>(0) Y2 0)F* + (%%‘” (0)-¥?(0) (F.6)
— 3 0).y3 2) 6
(0)1 + 15 (F(0 DHE +0(°).

Finally, by applying Lemma [B.2] to with y(¢) = t oexp,(6¢) and substituting corre-
sponding terms for Y1) (0), the conclusion follows.

E2. Proof of Lemma[B.5] By Lemma[B.I| Lemma[B.2|and Lemma|[B.3]
]E[f(X)XBDW( 1(x ))(X)]

= / dv(y)
= [ / 0+ Vo ()i + 5V3 oS (0 +0())

(P(x) + VoP(x)t + V3§ g P(x)1* + O(£)) (197" — éRicx(G, 0)* 4 0(177?))dtd6
=A|+B; +C +0(g"™),

A= / / 4 1drde (E.7)
Sd 1

/Sd 1/ (Vof(X)P(x)+ f(x)VoP(x))t'dtd6

where

=, ./ (x)Ricy(6,0) + Vo f(x)VoP(x)

*Vo,ef(x)P(X) + %V%,QP(x)f(x)} 1o,
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the second equality holds by Lemma and the last equality holds due to the symmetry
of sphere. Indeed, the symmetry forces all terms of odd order contribute to the £4+* term;
for example,

B = /d 1/ Vo f(x)P(x)+ f(x)VoP(x)):?dtd6

d+1 o Vel ()P )+f(x)VeP(x))(s+ i||11x(9,e)\|2g3+0(84)>d+1d9

d+1
= [ Fer @+ @ var) (145

_ 0(8d+4)

—I.(6.0)|P¢> + O(c*) a8

since [ga-1(Vof(x)P(x) + f(x)VeP(x)) (1 + S |L:(6,0)|*€?)d0 = 0. The other even
order terms could be expanded by a direct calculation. We have

A= / /f O dide
Sd 1

:%/S <s+—||11 (6.6)[°¢* +0(e*)) a0

:gdw&il (1+ i||llx(9,0)\|282+0(€3))d9

=5 P [+ + A e 4 o),

A similar argument holds for By. By denoting R,(6) := %f(x)P(x)Ricx(G7 0)+Vof(x)VeP(x)+
%V%ﬁf(x)P(x) + %V%}eP(x)f(x), we have

C = / / 0)t*drde

(e-+ 53 Im(0,0)%> +-0(e)Ro(0)d0

d+2 5d-1 :
gd+? d+2 —_— 3

=5 | (1+—||11 (6,6)]%€> +0(e ))Rz(@)de
gd+2 s

= R .
5 o R(8)d8 O

To proceed, note that by expressing 6 in the local coordinate as 89;, we have, for example,

sd—1

VoS (x)VoP(x)d0 =Y. /S Af()3P()6'0/de

|57

- Z/S(H 9 f (x)9:P(x)(6")d6 = V£(x) VP(x),

where the second equality holds since odd order terms disappear when integrated over the
sphere, and the last equality holds since [su-1(67)2d6 = %fsdfl Y4, (61)%de = IS 1 due
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to again the symmetry of the sphere. The same argument leads to

d—1
Sd?lf(x)P(x)Ricx(G,G)dG = |Sd |f(x)P(x)s(x)
d—1
[ Vhortpeae =" ronpco (E8)
d—1
VP00 = p(oaris).
N

where s(x) is the scalar curvature of (M, g) at x. As a result, we have

d—1
C1 =2y [3PWIAR) + 5 F0AP()

+Vf(x)-VP(x)+ w] g2 1 0(e?).

By putting all the above together, we have

5] i, 187 !
LX) gy (X)) = g WP+ 5o [3POIASER) + 5 F(98P()
9700 p(e) 4 LY | A0 i, i)

Next, we evaluate E[(X —1(x)) f(X) 20 () (X)]. Again, by Lemma Lemma
and Lemma[B.3] we have

E[(X — l(x))f(X)%Blé%P(l(x))(X)} (F.9)
= Jaw (1(y) = 1)) f)P(y)aV(y)
:/Sd?l/Oé(l*et—l-%ﬂx(e,e)ﬁ—i—éveﬂx(ﬂ,9)t3++%V99Hx(9,9)t4—|—0(t5))

X () + Vo £ () + 5 V30 (2 +O())
x (P(x) + VoP(x)t + %V%leP(x)ﬂ +0(1))

1
x (1471 = cRicy(o, 0)r4 + 0(t7%?))dtd
=Ay +By+Cy+ Dy 4+ 0(e779),

where
Ay = /S » /0 ‘ 1,0 f(x)P(x)t%dtd®
By = /sm /0 ‘ [1.0(Vo f(x)P(x) + VoP(x) f(x))—&—%llx(e,@) F)P()] 14 dede,

Coi= [ [ [L0(Ve (VP (3) + V5 4P 1(3) + V5 0/ ()P(0)

+ évgnx(e, 0)f(x)P(x) — % f(x)P(x)Ric.(6,0)]t! 2dtdo
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and

Dyi= [ [ [10(EV0 6/ WP) + £V 6P(00) + 5V 0/ (WVaP()

+ 275 6P()Vaf(x) ~ gRic(8,0) /(1) VP () + Vo (0P()])

2
+ %nx(e, 0) (Vo (x)VoP(x) + %[P(X)V(za,ef(x) + () V5,eP(x)] - éRicxw, 0)/(x)P(x))
+ évgnx(e, 0)(P(x)Vgf(x)+ f(x)VeP(x)) + % F(x)P(x)Vgell, (6, 9)} 13drde

and the O(&?%3) term disappears in the last equality due to the symmetry of the sphere. The
main difference between evaluating E[(X —1(x) )f(X)xanp (1) (X)]and E[f(X)xB§;7 () (X)]
is the existence of t(y) in the integrand in . Clearly, E[(X —1(x)) f(X) XBE (1(x)) (X)) is
a vector while E[f(X) XBEP (1)) (X)] is a scalar. Due to the curvature, t(y) — 1(x) does not
always exist on 1, 7.M for all y € B¢, and we need to carefully trace the normal components.

By Lemma

Ay = /S N /0 )P, 0410
f(

— ﬁ/ﬁq 1*6(8—4—2—14||IIX(6,6)||283+%V9Hx(6,9)-Hx(6,9)84+0(85))d+1d9

= 7f(:l‘)f§x> /S(H (l*egdﬂ +%l*9\|ﬂx(976)”28d+3
+%l*6Vng(9,6)~Hx(9,6)£d+4+0(8d+5)>d9

_ f(x;4P(x) L. /Sd_l OVoIL,(6,6)-1,(0,0)d0] e+ + 0(e*+)

= f(x)P(2)2|Sd7]|l*9{0(x)8d+4+0(8d+5),

where the second last equality holds due to the symmetry of the sphere. We could see that
Ay = 0(e?*) and A; € 1.T,M. Similarly, we have C; = O(g4*°), but C, might not be on
1. T:M due to the term VgII,(6,0)f(x)P(x).

B; could be evaluated by a similar direct expansion.

B, = /d,l /é [P(X)l*G(Vf(x) -0)+f(x)1.0(VP(x)- 0)
sd=1.Jo

+ %IIX(G, 0)f(x)P(x)|t""dtde

d+2
:2:2 " {P(x)z*eeTVf(x)+f(x)z*99TVP(x)+Tnx(e,9)f(x)}de

ﬁ 2 T T @ d+5
sy o LR CL [P(x)l*% V() + /()00 VP(x) + — HX(G,B)f(x)}dG—I—O(s ),

P(x)




ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF LLE SI.41

which becomes

gd+2 |Sd71 ‘

St [, 007 d8[PWV () +£()VP()] + 5 WP
8d+4 ) T v
+S-(u /s!H I1,(6,8)[66"d6 [P(r)V£(x) + f(x)VP()]
+ TP [ n(6,0) a0, 0)40) + 0 )
st { [PELYS0) +fDLVPE)] | f)Px)N0() Jesr2
T d+2 d 2
d—1
o ) [Povs o) + v + LOPTD s gees),

where the second equality holds by the same argument as that for B and the fourth equality
d—1
holds since [gi-1 007do = ‘Sd—lldxd.
For D;, we only need to explicitly write down the £4** term. By the same argument as
that for By, we have

' € 1 1 1
Dy= [ [ [10(EVh00fWPE)+ 5 V306P )1 (0)+ 5 VE0S (VaP()

+ %vgﬂp(x)ve Fl)— éRicx(O, 0)[f (x)VoP(x) + Vo £ (x)P(x)))

4 31(68,0) (Vo ()V6P(x) + 3 [P(x)V,0/(x) + £(x)V oP(x)] ~ ¢Ricu(6,0) f()P(x)

+ évenx(e, 0)(P(x)Vof(x)+ f(x)VoP(x)) + % F(x)P(x)Vgell, (6, 9)} 193d1de

which becomes

gd+4

1 1 1
{l*e(gvg,e,ef(x)f’(x) + gvz,e,ep(x)f(x)‘F EVéyef(x)VgP(x)

SVh0P()Vof(x) ~ cRicy(6, 0)[F(x)VoP(x) + Vo (x)P())
+ %IIX(G, 0)(Vef(x)VeP(x)+ %[P(x)V%ﬂf(x) +f(x)V29’9P(x)] - %Ricx(G, 6)f(x)P(x))

+ évenx(e, 0)(P(x)Vof(x)+ f(x)VeP(x)) + if(x)P(x)Veeﬂx(ﬁ 9)} d6 +0(e**®).

d+4 Jsi-1
Jr

We now simplify this complicated expression. The first term on the right hand side of
D5 becomes |S97!|J¢(x) € 1.T:M. For the second term on the right hand side of D,, we
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rewrite it as

1(6,0) o/ (1¥0P(x) + 3 P(x)V3, 0/ ()

Jsd—1
+ 3 F()V5oP() — cRicy(6,0)(x)P(x)]do
—Vi)T nx(e,e)eerGVP(x)+1P(x)tr</ nx(e,e)eerGWf(x))
§d—1 2 §d—1
+ %f(x)tr(./[H IL.(6, 9)69Td9V2P(x)> - éf(x)P(x) /SH IL(6, 0)Ric,(6,0)d0

= Is" [V A (x) M (1) VP () + % (POt (MM (x) V2 £ (x)

ALV P())) — ¢ FRP(IT()].

which is in (1. T.M)", where we use the equality u' Mv = tr(vu' M), where M is ad x d
matrix and u,v € R¥. For the third term on the right hand side of D5, it simply becomes

[, ValL.(8,0) (Px)Va (1) + /(1) VoP(x))do

:P(x)/sdilVgIIx(G,G)BTdGVf(x)+f(x)/SlHVQIIX(G,B)GTdGVP(x)

=[STH[P(x)9R1 (x) V(x) + F ()R (x) VP(x)]

which might or might not in 1, 7,M. Therefore, we have

|s4=1 /. 1 - 1
B (3104 4V M) — AP
) (O () V2 £ () + £t (M () V2P ()]

D,

+ g [POR VA + F)% (VP + o AP () e

A= B

As aresult, by putting the above together, when expressing E[(X —1(x)) f(X) XBE” (1(x) (X)]
as [[vi,vz]), we have

v1 =T dBIX = 100) £ (X) 28 () (X)] (F.10)
IS [POLYF) + FLVPE)]
d+2 d
d—1
+ %J;dl* (ml(x) [P(x)Vf(x) "v‘f(X)VP(x)] +f(X)P(x)fR0(x)) gd+4
d—1
|§ n 4| Tpd (Jf(X) + é(P(x)iRl (X)VF(x) + f(x)R1 (x) VP(x))

+ %f(x)P(x)mz(x))gdH +0(e49),

+
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and
v2 =Jp - dBUX = 1) F(X)xgr ) (X)) E11)

‘S[Fl' f(x)P(x)JjP—dmo(x) d+2 |Sd71| f(x)P(x)jp,p—dml(x) d+4

d+2 2 T 2

d—1
+ %J_;p—d (%Vf(x)—rimz(x)VP(x) + % [P(x)tr(imz(x)vzf(x)) +f(x)tr(9ﬁz(x)V2P(x))]
L IWPT () )€
d—1
+ gt aPORWVSW) + 7R (TP + § FOPWIFa ()] e 10,

F.3. Proof of Lemma We show the lemma case by case, and we will recycle the
equations shown in (D.6). Note that although the eigenvectors of C might not be unique,
we will see that the result is independent of the choice of the eigenvectors.

Case 0 in Condition[3.1l In this case, by Proposition denote the i-th eigenvector of
XJ ! jei+O(€?
Cyasu; = [ 1pati+O(€7)
Op—ayx1
d—1
eigenvalue A; = %8‘”2 +0(e?**). By Lemma and Lemma we have 1 <
i<d

}, where i = 1,...,d and X; € O(d), and the corresponding

E[(X 100 ) (0]

sd=11 rJT 1,VP(x) P(x)JT _ Mo(x)

= ‘d—|-2| | e o), e 1 08 | - [0 e+ O(e2),0)]
‘Sd71| T d+2 d+4

:mui LVP(x)e" ™ +0(e*™),

where the last equality comes from the fact that (J, ,L.VP(x), XiJ, sei) = ¢] J ) ;X[ L.V P(x) =
u; 1.VP(x). Thus,

E[(X —1(0) gz (o) O] i o] LYP()e%2 + 0(e4+)

d(d+2)
.y edtp T P(x)]sd-!
Ai+€ E;C()JH) lgd+2 4 gd+p 4 O(gd+4)
TLvp
u; 1 ()C) 0(82),

= d(d+2)
P(x) + ‘L(gd:‘)ep 2

where the last expansion holds for all chosen regularization order p. Specifically, when

e T 1. VP(x)+0(e? TP .
p > 2, itis trivial; when p <2, — :1([1 +2()x)+ 2(8 ) - - :,(d +2()x) > is of order smaller
P(x)+ sd—1) eP=240(e?) P(x)+ sd—1| eP—

than €2 since the denominator is dominated by €P~2. Hence, since u; for an orthonormal
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set, we have
By ()
1w i=1 Ai +edtp i
d T
u; 1. VP(x) 2 T 2
=) (— +0(eM)[X1J, gei + 0(€%), 0]
,.; P(x)+ "‘_(;jfff gr-2 P
J! 1, VP(x)
_ p.d* ﬂ 2
- 0] +[0(e?), 0],
P+ T g3
Case 1 in Condition[31] The eigenvalues of C, are A; = 5 (dl‘fz) (42 4 7Ll-<2>£d+4 +
0(e4*9)) fori=1,....d and ; = S0 Ledt4 4 0(ed46) for i=d+1,....p. The

eigenvectors of Cy are

i = [é(” dﬂ +2U,(0)Se; + 0(e%) = [X17] 4e; + O(€2), O(e)]
(p—d)x1

fori=1,...,d, where U,(0) = [}(()1 }?J € O(p), and

uj = [ijoﬁfx' }+82Ux(0)Se,-+0(£4):[[J;de(O)Seiez—kO(s ), Xod, , gei+O(€%)]
pp—dCi '

fori=d+1,...,p,X; €0(d) and X, € O(p—d). For 1 <i <d, we have

EI(X — 1(0) g2 ) (0] -
_ ‘Sd71| Hfldl*VP(x) £d+2_~_0(8d+4)7 P(X)J;p—dmo(x) 8d+2+0(8d+4)ﬂ '[[XIJ,Idei+0(€2), 0(82)]]

d+2 d 2

_ s LVP(x) Ty aXiJ, geie? T +0(e),
d(d+2) ps

and hence

B — 106)) 50 ) (O]t
Ai+gdtp

N
e (WP T aXiT e+ ()

N \S"( '|P(> gd+2 4 gd+p +xi(2)gd+4 + O(gd+6)

uj

[X1J, gei +O(€?), O(?)]

+VP(x e;
7[{“ (P )( ) dijil,, P X0y g6, 0] + [0(e), 0()])
ey
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Since columns of J,, 4X| form an orthonormal basis of 1.7,M, we have

¢ E[(X —1()) g () ()] -t

Ai+gdtp i

i=1

d 1 (LVP(x) Ty aXid) gei

[ g7 0] + 01 016
P(x) + [s7—T| ep™

Jp7dt*VP( X)

:[[ d(d+2
P(x)+ ‘§d+1|)£p -2

0(€?), 0(&}] .

Ford+1 <i < p, similarly we have
E[(X —1(0)) 250 (o) ()] -t
sd=1 J! ,1.VP(x) P(x)J] Mo(x)
_ |d+2| p, y 8d+2+0(8d+4), P»Pz 8d+2+0(8d+4)ﬂ
~[[J;de(0)Se,-£2+0(£ ), XZJ pp— J6+0(e )]]
_ |Sd—1|
S 2(d+2)
and hence
E[(X — 1(0) 220 () ()] -t
Ai+ed+p
NG () p-aXed, ,_geie”? +O(eTH) ;
[7,4Ux(0)Seie® +O(e*), XoT) ,yei+O(€%)]

= %l @ gd+a 4 (Z(d‘;ﬁl‘gwp + O(gd+9)

( )mo( ) P p— dX2J ﬁp7d€i8d+2+0(£d+4),

uj

NG () p-aXaT] ,_gei
|[ 23523 - (ihrzz)ppp: J”Td Ux(0)Ser,
347+ e

‘ﬁg( )J_pp dijTp deiXijTpfdei 1 2
22074 20 oo ] +loe), o).

As aresult, by the fact that J;de(O)Sei = X1512f;p,d€i wheni=d+1,...,p, in this case

we have

-

Ty :[[ Jp"dl*VP(x) N P ‘ﬂo (x)J, pp— dXzJ . p—dCi XiS1aTT e

X p—d€i
P(x) + dl(sf,:z‘) eP—2 g 21 @ 7(‘1;2)1‘313—4 pp

1 2 ‘)’KO (x) dXzJ p—d®i o =T
XoJ, ,_q6ill + [[0(82)> o()].
3 2 p,p—d
€ i=d+1 %A’l P(Z)E)d‘jtlzjl ‘ 8P*4 :ﬂ

Case 2 in Condition 3.1} In this case, the eigenvalues of C; are

|Sd(*le|rf;(>x)8d+2+O(£d+4) fori=1,....d
Ai= ISd(tillLPz(X)l( £d+4+0( 6) fori=d+1,....p—1,

lSd(dIJI:;()X))Li<4)£d+6+O(8 8) fori=p—1I+1,...,p
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Adapt notations from Proposition [3.2]and use

X, 0 0 Sit Siz1 S22
Uc0)= |0 X1 0 | €0(p), S=|Sa1 So11 S:iz2| €0(p),
0 0 X So12 Swa1 Sxw

where X; € O(d), X1 € O(p—d —1) and Xz, € O(l). The eigenvectors of Cy, on the

Xi1J! e
lJ”’de’}+82UX(O)Sei+O(£4) fori=1,....,d, ui:[ 01 ]+

other hand, are u; =
r Ui |: X271J~Tei

Op—ayx1
0

e2U,(0)Se;+0(e*) fori=d+1,...,p—1, andui[ dxl ]Jrs U,(0)Se; +O(g*) for

i=p—I+1,...,p

E[(X—1(x)x (X)]-ui
Similar to Case 1, we could evaluate )L‘Jrf‘}fjiyk) uifori=1,...,p—1, and
have
R B )
a1 A +gdtp !
- Lt VP R e o
P(x) + dgfﬁ) ep=2 it 2+ 2;1;:12)” -
)JXZ]J (4] ~
82 Z o X e + [0(€7), 0(1)].
+1 )‘ P(x)[s7T]

For p—1+1 <i < p, base on Proposition[D.I] we have

Xoi 0] -
Ny (x)p,p— d[ o XZJ Ty peai = Ng () piXa2T) 1€ =0, (F.12)

and hence
E[(X — l(X))XB%W(l(xk))(X)] CUi (F.13)
_ |Sd—1| [{J;dl*VP(x) P(x)J;pidmo(x)
d+2 d 2
. [[Xlslz,z./_;,lei&‘z + 0(8 ), Xo, 2J g€t O(e )]]

_ ()6,'8d+4 + 0(8d+6),

42 4 o(edy, gdt2 4 0(8d+4)]]

where we use the fact that J;dUX(O)Sei = XlSlzﬁzf;lei wheni=p—I+1,...,p,and o; €R
is the coefficient of the order €4+ term. Note that the €472 term disappears due to (F.12).
We mention that since ; will be canceled out in the main Theorem, we do not spell it out
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explicitly. Therefore,

b E[X — 100y ) ()]t
i=p—I+1 Ai+gdte
p (Xi8d+4+0(8d+6)

B l.:p;H IS"<*1 \P(;c) 7L.(4) gd+6 4 gdtp  O(gd+8)

[[X]Suz] 16i€ —|—0( )X272J;|:16i+0(82)]]
p o

= Z d—1\p(x
i=p—i+1 |Sd(d‘f2(> )li(4) +epP—6

u;

H:XISDZJ 1€, X007 e 12] +[0(e*), 0(1)].

As a result, in this case we have

Ty =1, vall + [0(€%), O(1)],
where
J;dL*VP(x> rol ‘ﬁg(x)sz 1jT€l' ~T
L (25 P 0 ) xSt e
P(x) + Jg=1 €° i=d+1 3A" + s €
+ i % X,S J e
a 151227, 1€
i=p—I+1 %ll 4) + ep—6
and
12 o (0IXa e -
T )y ;)b<)Jr A1) g2l e
“tat T RISt
d o =
Z — nglTlei.
| [S1PG) 5 (4) —e TP
=r- dd+2) A +ep=t

APPENDIX G. CALCULATION OF EXAMPLES

G.1. Sphere. The calculation flow could serve as a simplified proof of Theorem [3.2] un-
der the special manifold setup, so we provide the details here. Consider the unit sphere
§P~1 C RP. We assume that the center of the sphere is at [0,--,0,1] the data set {x;}"_,
is uniformly sampled from S”~!, and x; is at the origin. To simplify the calculation, for
v € R?, denote v; € R?~! to be the first p — 1 coordinates of v and v, € R to be the last
coordinate of v, and use the notation v = [[vy, v,]]. We parametrize S~ \ [0,---,0,2] by
the normal coordinates at x;, via

0t — [[@sin(r),1 —cos(r)] € P71\ [0,---,0,2],

where 6 € P72 C T, 8P~ ~ RP~! and ¢ € [0,7) is the geodesic distance. The volume
form is

dV = sin?2(t)dtd® .
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Denote r := r(€) to be the radius of the ball exp;k1 (BX (xx) NSP~1) in T, 8P~ !, where
€ is assumed to be sufficiently small. By a direct calculation, we have

EXX gm0 ) (X)]

/S . /0 "007 sin (1) sin”2(¢)d1d6 /S . /0 "7 (sin(t) — sin(¢) cos(t)) sin”2(¢)drd 6

/S . /O "6 (sin(r) — sin(r) cos(r)) sin?~2(¢)drd® /S . /0 (1= cos(t))?sin?2(¢)drd®

. p—2
Since [, 6007d0 = ‘Spq II(

p—1)x(p—1) and [gp—2 8d6 = 0, we conclude that

Cy =EXX 2500 (X))
(ISHI g

=1 Sinp(l)dl‘>1(p,1)x(p,1) 0

i

0 1572, /0 "(1 = cos(1))?sin”2(t)dt

which is a diagonal matrix containing the eigenvalues of Cy,, and we can choose {¢;}?_, to
be its orthonormal eigenvectors. Next, we have

E[X 2550, (0] = [ /S . /O "Osin”" ! (1)dido, /S . /0 "(1 - cos()) sin?2(1)drd6]

.
— [0, 5”2 / (1 cos(r)) sin”2(r)dr].
0
We now choose p = 8. Therefore, by definition,
B B Jo (1 —cos(t)) sin”~2(t)dt
T = Ferss (Cu) [EX g = [0 Jo(1=cos(t))2sin”2(r)dr + prrc]
B [[O Jo (1 —cos(r)) sin?~2(t)dt ]]
BT E(1 = cos(2))2sin? 2 (t)dt + P + O(rpH9)
where the last equality holds since r = r(&) = £ + O(€?) and hence e”*7 = rP*7 - O(rP*?).
Thus, the kernel centered at x; = 0 and evaluated at y = [@sin(¢), 1 —cos(¢)]] € RP satisfies
Kiie(xe,y) = 1= [0sin(r), 1 —cos(t)] - Ty,
Jo (1 —cos(t)) sin”~2(¢)dt
Jo (1 —cos(1))? sin?~2(t)dt + rP*7 4 O(rp+9)
2(p+3) |, p*+14p-3 2)
=1—(1—cos(z +0 .
(1-cos0) (G T+ it ) O

5(qp—1 : J KLk () f(0)dV ()
Suppose f € C°(SP~!), we are going to calculate % — f(xt). The evalua-

=1—(1—-cos(t))

tion of [ Kire(xt,y)dV () is direct, and we have

/KLLE(kay)dV(y)

' 2Apt3) pHl4p=3 -
:/w/o (1_(1_COS(I))((;7(T;)r)2 +(6fpjr_l)(l;+5))+0(r2)>)smp 2(1)dtd®

oA
(7o) o™
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On the other hand, we have

/KLLE(ka’)(f()’) — f(x))av (y)

r 1 1 1
= [ | (Var i+ 3 V30 602 + £ V300 ()6 + 5, Viaoaf (e + 0())

2 _
X (1 — (1 —=-cos(?)) [(217(141_)3”)2 + (6€)p—|—i—_11)4(l;)+35))+0(r2)}) sin? % (r)dtd@.

We calculate each part in the above integration by using the symmetry of sphere S~ in
the tangent space. Specifically, we have

r 1 1
L [ (Vortn+ 5V30 () + & Vo ()

+ 1V9999f(xk) +0(t5)) sin”~2(t)dtd 6

24
_ sz Vgef(xk)de rp+1 + (fSP*Z Vgeeef(xk)de o (P - 2) fSP*Z V%aef(xk)de )rp+3 + O(rp+5)
2(p+1) 24(p+3) 12(p+3)
and

r 1 ]
/5p—2/ (ng(xk)t—i— Evéﬂf(xk)t2+ gv?éeef(xk)f3
Lo Fx)E 4 O %)) (1 = cos(t)) sin”~(1)drd

24
_ Jor—2 Veef(xk)de 3y Jsp2 Veeeef(xk) —(2p— 3)V%99f(xk)d9 S 4 O(rp+7).

4(p+3) 48(p+5)
Due to i <i1+)3)2’ the term of order #”*! is cancelled and we obtain

'/KLLE(ka)(f(Y) = f(x))av(y)

-1
“6(p+1)(p+3)(p+5)
(

We use the fact that r = (&) = € + O(¢?) and summarize the result as follows:

J Kiee (5, 9) f ()dV () J Keee (e, ) (f () — f (%) )dV ()
J Kiie(xe,y)dV (y) J Kiie(xe,y)dV (y)

—(p*—1
:24|SP2|((I;+3))(p+5)< - Vgeeef(xk)d9+/sp72 V%ef(xk)am) e*+0(e%).

Finally, if we use formulas

( - Voooo S (x1)d0 + /S V%;ef(xk)de) P 0(r),

—fla) =

3
/ xtdo = ——|sP72
Jsp—2 +1
2.2 — d—2 . . G.1
[, 7o = —Is2 iz G.1)

xkxixjdezo i#j,
p—2

we obtain the expansion ({#.T)
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G.2. Torus. Consider the torus T2 C R3, which is the level set of

1

(1=V2+y?)?+2 =,

where (x,y,z) € R?. In other words, the distance from the center of the tube to the center

of the torus is 1, and the radius of the tube is % Suppose the data set {x;}? ;| is sampled

from T2 based on a p.d.f. P and € is sufficiently small. Let {e;,e2,e3} be the standard

orthonormal basis of R3. We calculate the asymptotical result of the LLE at two different
typical points on the torus by choosing p = 5.

First, we consider x; = (0,0, f%) We identify Txk']I‘2 as the subspace of R which is

generated by {e],e,}. Observe that e3 is the unit normal vector at x;. Note that B]§3 (xx) N

T? can be parametrized locally as

6(x,y) : D(0) C T, T2 — BE' (x,) N'T2,

where D(0) is the unit disk centered at 0, so that ¢(0,0) = x; and ¢ (x,y) = (x,y,z), where

2
z=2z(x,y) = —\/<1 + V1 - 4x2) —y2. Thus, locally we have
= 3 +x% 4 ly2 +xt 4+ %xzyz + Ly4 + [higher order terms].
2 3 9 27
Let 6 = (x,y) € S' C Txk’]I‘z. Since Txk'IF2 is identified as the subspace of R3, which is
generated by {e;,e,}, we have

2
I, (0,0) = (2x*+ gyz)e3 ., (VeI (6,8),e3) =0,

1 4
M) = 5= [ 1,(0.0)a0 = Zes, [ [,(6,0)|%d0 = 47.

These quantities, when plugged in to Proposition [3.1] lead to

E[(x—xk)(x—xk)TxB§3(Xk)(x—xk)]:’”’ime“([’dgd 8]4—82{1‘4011 §}+0(84)).

Take f € C?(T?). We parametrize T, T by Euclidean coordinate and T is locally parametrized
by the exponential map, then from Theorem we have

1

Hy(x) = o /S| (92 f (xi)x* + 9, f (i )xy + 97 (f () y*) (207 + %yz)d9€3

=)+ 30 lw)es

and hence
! 1 1
tim § w5105 = o)  502000) -~ g0 £(0) )+ 0.
j=1
Second, we consider x; = (0,0, f%) We identify Tkaz as the subspace of R? which is
generated by {e1,e>}. Let 0 = (x,y) € S' C T, T?, we use the similar method as before to
show that

I, (6,0)= (—2)c2 + 2y2)33 .
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Hence, we have 9(x) = 0. From Theorem 3.2} we conclude
n
. . 1
Jim 3 wi()f(x7) = ) + gAF(w)e? + O(e?).
j=1

The evaluation of the LLE at these two typical points again shows that when the regular-
ization term is chosen too small, the asymptotical behavior of the LLE is controlled by the
curvature.
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