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Modern datasets are characterized by a large number of features that de-
scribe complex dependency structures. To deal with this type of data, di-
mensionality reduction techniques are essential. Numerous dimensionality
reduction methods rely on the concept of intrinsic dimension, a measure of
the complexity of the dataset. In this article, we first review the TWO-NN

model, a likelihood-based intrinsic dimension estimator recently introduced
by Facco et al. [2017]. Specifically, the TWO-NN estimator is based on the
statistical properties of the ratio of the distances between a point and its
first two nearest neighbors. We extend the TWO-NN theoretical framework
by providing novel distributional results of consecutive and generic ratios of
distances. These distributional results are then employed to derive intrinsic
dimension estimators, called Cride and Gride. These novel estimators are
more robust to noisy measurements than the TWO-NN and allow the study
of the evolution of the intrinsic dimension as a function of the scale of the
distances. We discuss the properties of the different estimators with the help
of simulation scenarios.

1 Introduction

In recent years, we have witnessed an unimaginable growth in data production. From
personalized medicine to finance, datasets characterized by large dimensions are ubiq-
uitous in modern data analyses. The availability of these high-dimensional datasets

∗Department of Statistics, University of California, Irvine, United States
†SISSA, Via Bonomea 265, Trieste, Italy
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poses novel and engaging challenges for the statistical community, called to devise new
techniques to extract meaningful information from the data in a reasonable amount of
time. Fortunately, data that are contained in high-dimensional embeddings can often
be described by a handful of variables: a subset of the original ones or a combinations -
not necessarily linear - thereof. In other words, one can effectively map the features of a
dataset onto spaces of much lower dimension, such as nonlinear manifolds [Levina and
Bickel, 2005]. Estimating the dimensionality of these latent manifolds is of paramount
importance. We will call this quantity of interest the intrinsic dimension (id from now
on) of a dataset, i.e., the number of relevant coordinates needed to accurately describe
the data-generating process.
Many other definitions of id have been proposed in the literature. For example, Fukanaga
[1972] described the id as the minimum number of parameters needed to accurately de-
scribe the important characteristics of a system. For Bishop [1995], the id is the dimen-
sion of the subspace where the data lie entirely, without information loss. Alternatively,
Campadelli et al. [2015] provided another useful interpretation of the id within the pat-
tern recognition literature. In this case, a set of points is viewed as a sample uniformly
generated from a distribution over an unknown smooth (or locally smooth) manifold
structure (its support), eventually embedded in a higher-dimensional space through a
non-linear smooth mapping. Then, the id to be estimated is the manifold’s topological
dimension.
All these definitions are useful to delineate different aspects of the multi-faceted concept
that is the id.

The literature regarding statistical methods for dimensionality reduction and id esti-
mation is extremely vast and heterogeneous. We refer to Facco and Laio [2017], Cam-
padelli et al. [2015] for comprehensive reviews. Generally, methods for the estimation of
the id can be divided into two main families: projective methods and geometric methods.
On the one hand, projective methods estimate the low-dimensional embedding of interest
through transformations of the data, which can be linear or nonlinear. Famous members
of this family are the traditional Principal Component Analysis (PCA) [Hotelling, 1933]
and the Multidimensional Scaling [Pigden et al., 1988]. In both cases, the goal is to find
the best linear projection of the data, with respect to some pre-specified loss function,
onto a lower dimensional space. However, many data manifolds cannot be described by a
simple linear combination of the features in a dataset. Thus, several authors focused on
the development of nonlinear algorithms such as Local Linear Embedding [Roweis and
Lawrence, 2000], the Isomap [Tenenbaum et al., 2000], and others [Belkin and Niyogi,
2002, Donoho and Grimes, 2003]. See also Jollife and Cadima [2016] and the references
therein.
On the other hand, geometric methods rely on the topology of a dataset, exploiting the
properties of the distances between data points. Within this family, we can distinguish
between fractal methods, graphical methods, and methods based on nearest neighbor dis-
tances.
The first class focuses on how the number of neighbors of a given point increases while
increasing the dimension of its neighborhood. The concept at the basis of all fractal
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methods is that the volume of a d-dimensional ball of radius r scales as rd [Falconer,
2003]. Thus, these estimators are based on the idea of counting the number of observa-
tions in a neighborhood of radius r to estimate its rate of growth r̂. Since the estimated
growth is assumed to resemble the theoretical growth rate rd, these methods exploit the
connection between the empirical r̂ and rd to estimate the parameter d, regarded as the
fractal dimension of the data.
Theory and algorithms for graphs can also be exploited to estimate the id of datasets.
In particular, graph theory is especially useful when dealing with non-linear subspaces.
A graph obtained by linking points close to each other can provide valuable insights
regarding the geometry of the latent manifold where the data are supposed to lie and
the geodesic distance represents a reliable distance measure in this context. This type
of distance is “shape-aware”, i.e. capable of measuring the length of paths contained in
the manifold and to analyze the scaling behavior of the distance probability distribution
at intermediate length-scales. For example, to capture the non-linearity of the subspace,
i.e. to perform manifold learning, Granata and Carnevale [2016] provided a method to
estimate a global id starting from the distribution of the geodesic distance. Costa and
Hero [2004] recovered the geodesic minimum spanning tree and the id d of the dataset
via a linking equation. These are example of how exploiting a graph structure, built
connecting neighboring points, allows to uncover involved topological properties impos-
sible to recover within the classical euclidean framework.
Nearest neighbors (NNs) methods rely on the assumption that points close to each other
are uniformly drawn from d-dimensional balls (hyper-spheres). More formally, consider
a generic data point x and denote with Bd(x, r) a hyper-sphere, characterized by small
radius r ∈ R+, centered in point x. If ρ(x) is a density distribution defined on Rd, the
following approximation holds: k

n ≈ ρ(x)ωd r
d, where k is the number of NNs of x within

the hyper-sphere Bd(x, r), while ωd is the volume of the d-dimensional unit hyper-sphere
in Rd [Pettis et al., 1979]. Intuitively this tells that the proportion of points of a given
sample which fall into the ball B(x, r) is approximately ρ(x) times the volume of the
ball. If the density is constant, one can estimate the id using only the average distances
from a point’s k NNs.
From a different perspective, some authors adopted modeling frameworks for manifold
learning and id estimation that are based on a probabilistic distribution for the dis-
tances between data points. Amsaleg et al. [2015], exploiting results from Houle [2013],
suggested modeling a distance random variable using a Generalized Pareto Distribution
[Coles and Davison, 2008] since they showed that the id can be recovered, asymptotically,
as a function of its parameter. Additionally, some model-based methods to explore the
topology of datasets have recently been developed, pioneered by the likelihood approach
discussed in Levina and Bickel [2005]. Recently, Duan and Dunson [2018] proposed to
model the pairwise distances among distributions to coherently estimate a clustering
structure in a Bayesian setting. One drawback of this method is that it involves the
computation of each pairwise distance among the data points, which can be extremely
computationally expensive. Mukhopadhyay et al. [2020] used Fisher-Gaussian kernels to
estimate densities of data embedded in non-linear subspaces. Li et al. [2017] proposed to
learn the structure of latent manifolds by approximating them with spherelets instead of
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locally linear approximation, developing a spherical version of PCA. In the same spirit,
Li and Dunson [2020] applied this idea to the classification of data lying on complex,
non-linear, overlapping and intersecting supports. Similarly, Li and Dunson [2019] pro-
posed to use the spherical PCA to estimate a geodesic distance matrix between the data,
which takes into account the structure of the latent embedding manifolds and create a
spherical version of the k-medoids algorithm [Kaufman and Rousseeuw, 1987].

In this paper, we introduce and discuss novel likelihood-based approaches for the id

estimation that stem from the geometrical properties of NNs. Specifically, we build on
the work of Facco et al. [2017], where the authors proposed the two nearest neighbors
(TWO-NN) estimator. The TWO-NN is a model-based id estimator derived from the proper-
ties of a Poisson point process, whose realizations take place in a manifold of dimension
d. They proved that the ratio of distances between the second and first NNs of a given
point is Pareto distributed with unitary scale parameter and shape parameter precisely
equal to d. Their result holds under mild assumptions on the data-generating process,
that we will discuss in detail in the following. Therefore, they suggested estimating the
id by fitting a Pareto distribution to a proper transformation of the data.

Our contribution is twofold. First, while introducing the modeling setting, we revisit
the main results presented in Facco et al. [2017]. In particular, we provide alternative
proofs for the validity of the TWO-NN estimator by using standard properties of random
variable distributions. Moreover, we also present the maximum likelihood and Bayesian
counterparts of the TWO-NN estimator.
Second, we extend the TWO-NN theoretical framework by deriving closed-form distribu-
tions for the product of consecutive ratios of distances and, more importantly, for the
ratio of distances between NNs of generic order. In addition to the contribution to the
Poisson process theory, our extensions have relevant practical consequences. Indeed,
considering ratios beyond the second order allows the investigation of the id evolution
as a function of the distances between NNs. In other words, we employ our modeling
extensions to study how the estimate is sensitive to scale effects. Considering the evo-
lution of the estimates as the scale changes allows us to obtain an id estimator that is
more robust to noise in the data. With the help of a simulation study, we discuss how
these results can be employed to enhance the estimation of the id.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the theoretical framework devel-
oped by Facco et al. [2017] from a statistical point of view. In Section 3, we contribute to
the Poisson point process theory providing closed-form distributions for functions of dis-
tances between a point and its NNs. We exploit these novel results to devise estimators
for the id of a dataset. Section 4 presents numerical experiments devised to illustrate
the behavior of the different estimators. Finally, in Section 5 we discuss possible future
directions and conclude.
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2 The TWO-NN modeling background, revisited

The two nearest neighbors (TWO-NN) model, proposed by Facco et al. [2017], represents
the foundation upon which we will build our contributions. First, we discuss the theo-
retical background needed to derive the TWO-NN model. Along with our exposition, we
provide alternative, immediate proofs to the main theoretical results by exploiting the
properties of known random variable distributions.

Consider a dataset X = {xi}ni=1 composed of n observations measured over D distinct
features, i.e., xi ∈ RD, for i = 1, . . . , n. Denote with ∆ : RD × RD → R+ a generic
distance function between the elements of RD. We assume that the dataset X is a
particular realization of a Poisson point process characterized by density function (i.e.,
normalized intensity function) ρ (x). We also suppose that the density of the considered
stochastic process has its support on a manifold of unknown intrinsic dimension d ≤ D.
We expect, generally, that d << D.
For any fixed point xi, we can sort the remaining n− 1 observations according to their
distance from xi by increasing order. Let us denote with x(i,l) the l-th NN of xi and
with ri,l = ∆(xi,x(i,l)) their distance, with l = 1, . . . , n− 1. For practical purposes, we
define xi,0 ≡ xi and ri,0 = 0.
A crucial quantity in this context is the volume of the hyper-spherical shell enclosed
between two successive neighbors of xi, defined as

vi,l = ωd

(
rdi,l − rdi,l−1

)
, for l = 1, . . . , n− 1, and i = 1, . . . , n, (1)

where d is the dimensionality of the space in which the points are embedded (the id)
and ωd is the volume of the d-dimensional sphere with unitary radius. Figure 1 provides
a visual representation of the introduced quantities in a three-dimensional case.
It is worth noticing that in the univariate case each vi,l simplifies into the distance
∆(xi,x(i,l)) and it is called inter-arrival time. If the underlying Poisson point process is
homogeneous, implying that ρ(x) = ρ ∀x, all the vi,l’s are independent and identically
distributed as an Exponential random variable, with rate parameter equal to the density
ρ [Kingman, 1992]. Building on the work of Moltchanov [2012], Facco et al. [2017] have
extended this result to the multivariate case, where hyper-spherical shells defined as in
(1) are the proper multivariate extension of the univariate inter-arrival times. There-
fore, as in the univariate case, we have vi,l ∼ Exp(ρ), for l = 1, . . . , n−1, and i = 1, . . . , n.

Given these premises, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 2.1. Consider a distance function ∆ taking values in R+ defined among the
data points {xi}ni=1, which are a realization of a Poisson point process with constant
density ρ. Let ri,l be the value of this distance between observation i and its l-th NN.
Then

µi =
ri,2
ri,1
∼ Pareto(1, d), µi ∈ (1,+∞) . (2)
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xi

x(i,1)

x(i,2)

x(i,3)

ri,1

ri,2

ri,3

Figure 1: A pictorial representation in R3 of the quantities involved in the TWO-NN model-
ing framework. The dots represent the data points. The selected observation,
xi is connected by dashed lines representing the distances ri,j , j = 1, 2, 3 to
its first three NNs. The different spherical shells, characterized by different
colors, have volume vi,j , j = 1, 2, 3.

In other words, using only basic properties of the homogeneous Poisson point process,
Facco et al. [2017] showed that the ratio of the distances between a point and, respec-
tively, its second and first NNs is Pareto distributed, with scale parameter equal to 1 and
shape parameter d. Within this modeling framework, the latter parameter corresponds
to the id of the dataset. Recall that if Y ∼ Pareto(a, b) then the density function of Y
is defined as fY (y) = abay−a−1, with y ∈ (b,+∞). The most important implication of
Theorem 2.1 is that, once a proper distance is computed between the observations, we
can summarize all the information contained in the data about the id with the summary
statistics given by µ = {µi}ni=1, regardless the number of features D present in a dataset
X. This reduces the task of id estimation into a simple, scalable, and univariate esti-
mation problem. A detailed proof of Theorem 2.1 is contained in Facco and Laio [2017].
Here, we provide an equivalent proof based on two properties of the Pareto distribution,
that we now state. First, we remind that that (∗) if X ∼ Exp (ρ) and Y ∼ Erlang(n, ρ)
such that X ⊥⊥ Y , then Z = X

Y +1 ∼ Pareto (1, n). Moreover, we can prove the following
Lemma.

Lemma 2.2 (Scaling property of the Pareto distribution). X ∼ Pareto(1, α) ⇐⇒ Y =
Xq ∼ Pareto(1, α/q).

Proof. If X ∼ Pareto(1, α), then fX(x) = αx−(1+α). We consider the transformation
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X = Y 1/q and compute d
dyy

1/q = 1
qy

1/q−1. Then the density of Y can be expressed as:

fY (y) = αy−(1/q+α/q)
1

q
y1/q−1 =

(
α

q

)
y(−α/q+1)

which is the density of a Pareto(1, α/q) random variable. The converse can be shown
by simply applying the inverse transformation.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof. Let us consider a generic point xi and its corresponding volumes {vi,l}n−1l=1 as

defined in (1). If the density of the Poisson point process is constant, then vi,l
i.i.d.∼

Exp(ρ) for all l. Recall that the Exponential distribution is equivalent to an Erlang(1, ρ)
distribution. Then, according to (∗), vi,2vi,1

+1 ∼ Pareto(1, 1). Also, we have that
vi,2
vi,1

+1 =

rdi,2/r
d
i,1. We can then conclude that

µi =
ri,2
ri,1

=

(
vi,2
vi,1

+ 1

)1/d

,

which according to Lemma 2.2 implies µi ∼ Pareto(1, d).

We remark that, while the theorem can be proven only if the density is constant, the
result and the id estimator are empirically valid as long as the density is approximately
constant on the scale defined by the distance of the second NN ri,2. We refer to this
weakened assumption as local homogeneity.

The TWO-NN estimator treats the ratios µi’s as independent, i = 1, . . . , n, and esti-
mates the overall id d on the entire dataset employing a least-squared approach. In
detail, Facco et al. [2017] propose to consider the c.d.f. of each ratio µi, given by
F (µi) = (1 − µ−di ), and to linearize it into log(1− F (µi)) = −d log(µi). Then, a lin-

ear regression with no intercept is fitted to the pairs {− log
(

1− F̃ (µ(i))
)
, log

(
µ(i)
)
}ni=1,

where F̃ (µ(i)) denotes the empirical c.d.f. of the sample µ sorted by increasing order.
To enhance the estimation, the authors also suggested discarding the last percentiles
of the ratios µi’s, usually generated by observations that fail to comply with the local
homogeneity assumption.

Before introducing other possible estimators for d, it is worth discussing the validity
of the hypotheses we have made so far. As previously remarked, from a practical per-
spective we require that the density of the Poisson point process generating the data
has to be locally constant, at least on the scale of the second NN of each point. In
real applications, this hypothesis is satisfied if the available sample size is large enough,
implying a densely populated space. However, this assumption may fail in regions of the
support where the data points are scarce.
This issue is also linked to the curse of dimensionality (CoD). The sample size needed
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to produce a configuration of points that uniformly populates the manifold into con-
sideration needs to scale exponentially with its dimension. To see how the CoD can
affect the estimation, consider the theoretical setting in which we deal with a homo-
geneous Poisson process. The effect of the CoD becomes evident if we focus on the
expected value and the variance of the random variable µi, given by E [µi] = d/(d − 1)
and V [µi] = d/((d− 1)2(d− 2)), respectively. If d→ +∞, then the Pareto distribution
collapses to a point mass in 1. Intuitively, when the dimensionality of the space that
embeds the sample diverges, the distance between data points grows. As both the nu-
merators and the denominators of all the elements in µ scale with the same speed, they
are asymptotically indistinguishable. Therefore, in large dimensions, the hypothesis of
local homogeneity is more likely to be violated when dealing with a fixed sample size.
In those cases, the estimates based on the previous results are to be considered as lower
bounds of the true d [Ansuini et al., 2019].

The assumption of independence among the elements of µ allows the derivation of
simple estimators for the parameter of interest. However, this is not always satisfied in
practice because multiple observations can share the same NNs, and therefore the same
distances. A possible solution would be to decimate the sample and eliminate the NNs
shared by multiple points before the analysis. However, as already shown in Allegra
et al. [2020], the estimates using the decimated samples do not substantially deviate
from the ones obtained using all the data.

Finally, the TWO-NN model does not directly consider the presence of noise in the
dataset. Measurement errors can significantly impact the estimates since the id estima-
tors are sensitive to scale effects. To exemplify, consider a dataset of 5,000 observations
measured in R3 created as follows. The first two coordinates are obtained from the
spiral defined by the parametric equations x = u cos(u) and y = u sin(u), where u is
sampled from a Uniform random variable with support

[
1
4π , 1

]
. The third coordinate is

defined as a function of the previous two, z = x2 + y2. Gaussian random noise is added
to all the three coordinates. A three-dimensional depiction of the resulting dataset is
reported in the left half of Figure 2. The value of the id estimated with the TWO-NN

model is 2.99. However, u is the only stochastic quantity involved: all the coordinates
are deterministically derived. Therefore, there is only one degree of freedom used in the
data generating process. In other words, the true id is 1, and the noise misleads the
TWO-NN estimator.
In the next section, we will introduce novel estimators based on ratios of NNs distances
of order higher than the second. By extending the order of NNs distances that we con-
sider, we create estimators that can escape the short, “local reach” of the TWO-NN model,
which is extremely sensitive to noise. Extending the neighborhood of a point to more
NNs allows to extract meaningful information about the topology and the scale of the
dataset at hand.

Since it is based on a simple linear regression, the TWO-NN estimator provides fast and
accurate estimation of the id, even when the sample size is large. Nonetheless, from (2)
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d ≈ 3

d ≈ 2

d ≈ 1

Figure 2: Three dimensional spiral. A dataset of 5,000 points is generated with determin-
istic transfomations starting from a Uniform sample. The resulting data points
are displayed on the left. On the right, we show how observing the data from
different scales can results in different insights regarding the dimensionality of
the data.

we can immediately derive the corresponding Maximum Likelihood estimator (MLE)
and the posterior distribution of d under a Bayesian setting.
Let us first discuss the MLE and the relative confidence intervals (CI). Trivially, for the
shape parameter of a Pareto distribution the (unbiased) MLE is given by:

d̂ =
n− 1∑n
i log(µi)

. (3)

Moreover, d̂/d ∼ IG(n, (n − 1)), where IG denotes an Inverse-Gamma distribution.
Therefore, the corresponding CI of level (1-α) is given by

CI(d, 1− α) =

 d̂

q
1−α/2
IGn,(n−1)

;
d̂

q
α/2
IGn,(n−1)

 , (4)

where q
α/2
IG denotes the quantile of order α/2 of an Inverse-Gamma distribution.

To carry out inference under the Bayesian approach, we specify a prior distribution
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on the parameter d. The most straightforward prior to choose is d ∼ Gamma(a, b)
because of its conjugacy property. In this case, it is immediate to derive the posterior
distribution:

d|µ ∼ Gamma

(
a+ n, b+

n∑
i=1

log(µi)

)
. (5)

To perform model checking and assess the goodness of fit of the model in different
scenarios, we can also compute the posterior predictive distribution. Let us define a∗ =
a+ n and b∗ = b+

∑n
i=1 log(µi). We obtain:

p(µ̃|µ) =
a∗

b∗ µ̃

(
1 +

log(µ̃)

b∗

)−a∗−1
, with µ̃ ∈ (1,+∞) . (6)

From Equation (6), it can be easily shown that posterior predictive law for log(µ̃) follows
a Lomax(a∗, b∗) distribution, for which samplers are readily available.

3 Likelihood-based id estimators

In this section, we develop novel theoretical results that contribute to Poisson point
processes theory and that we will use to devise more precise estimators of d. In detail,
we first extend the distributional results of Section 2 providing closed-form distributions
for vectors of consecutive ratios of distances and ratios of NNs of generic order. In both
cases, we derive the corresponding estimators for the id parameter.

3.1 Distribution of consecutive ratios and the Cride estimator

Consider the same setting introduced in the previous section and define Vi,l = ωd r
d
i,l as

the volume of the hyper-sphere centered in xi with radius equal to the distance between
xi and its l-th NN. Because of their definitions, for l = 2, . . . , L, we have that vi,l and
Vi,l−1 = vi,1 + · · ·+ vi,l−1 are independent. Moreover, Vi,l ∼ Erlang(1, l − 1). Then, we
can write

vi,l
Vi,l−1

=
ωd

(
rdi,l − rdi,l−1

)
ωdr

d
i,l−1

=

(
ri,l
ri,l−1

)d
− 1, (7)

which becomes, after a little algebra,

µi,l =
ri,l
ri,l−1

=

(
vi,l
Vi,l−1

+ 1

)1/d

. (8)

Given these premises, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 3.1. Consider a distance ∆ taking values in R+ defined among the data
points {xi}ni=1, which are a realization of a Poisson point process with constant density
ρ. Let ri,l be the value of the distance between observation i and its l-th NN. Define
µi,l = ri,l/ri,l−1. It follows that

µi,l ∼ Pareto(1, (l − 1)d), for l = 2, . . . , L. (9)
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Moreover, the elements of the vector µi,L = {µi,l}Ll=2 are jointly independent.

Proof. The marginal distributions stated in Equation (9) follow by the application of
elementary properties of Exponential, Gamma and Pareto random variables to Equation
(8).
We now prove that the joint independence of the elements of the vector µi,L. We drop

the observational index i for ease of exposition. Let us denote γl = log
(

rl
rl−1

)
, for

l = 2, 3, . . . , L. We want to derive the joint density of γL = (γ2, . . . , γL). To do so,
we start from the joint density of (v1, v2, v3, . . . , vL), denoted by f(v1, v2, v3, . . . , vL) =

ρL exp
[
−ρ
∑L

l=1 vl

]
. Consider the following one-to-one transformation of the vector γL:

γ1 = v1 and γl =
1

d
log

(
1 +

vl∑l−1
k=1 vk

)
, l = 2, . . . , L

with inverse

v1 = γ1 and vl = γ1 exp

(
d
l−1∑
k=2

γk

)
(exp (dγl)− 1) , l = 2, . . . , L.

The determinant of the Jacobian matrix J associated with this transformation is
|J | = γL−11 dL−1

∏L
l=2 exp [d · (L− l + 1)γl] .

Consequently, the density of the transformed vector is

f(γ) = ρLγL−11 dL−1 exp

[
−ργ1 exp

(
d

L∑
l=2

γl

)]
L∏
l=2

exp [d · (L− l + 1)γl] .

We then integrate out γ1 to obtain:

f (γL) =dL−1
L∏
l=2

(l − 1) exp [−(l − 1)dγl] =
L∏
l=2

(l − 1)d exp [−(l − 1)dγl] .

Since f (γL) =
∏L
l=2 f (γl), we can conclude that γ2, . . . , γL are independent exponential

random variables. Finally, given that X ∼ Pareto(1, a) ⇐⇒ log(X) ∼ Exp(a), we
consider µL = exp(γL) and conclude the proof.

Theorem 3.1 provides a way to characterize the distributions of consecutive ratios
of distances. Remarkably, given the homogeneity assumption, the different ratios are
all independent. Therefore, since all of the L − 1 densities depend on the same shape
parameter d, we can derive an estimator that can use more information extracted from
the data. The (unbiased) MLE in this case becomes

d̂L =
n(L− 1)− 1∑n

i=1

∑L
l=2(l − 1) log(µi,l)

. (10)
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This estimator has variance V
[
d̂L

]
= d2/(n(L − 1) − 2) which is smaller that the

variance of the MLE estimator in (3), that is recovered when L = 2. The CI is analogous
to (4), with n substituted by n(L−1). From a Bayesian perspective, we can again specify
a conjugate Gamma prior for d, obtaining the posterior distribution

d̂L|µL ∼ Gamma

(
a+ n(L− 1), b+

n∑
i=1

L∑
l=2

(l − 1) log(µi,l)

)
. (11)

Alternatively, one can go back to the univariate modeling case by considering the
transformation γi,l = log (µi,l), obtaining that γi,l ∼ Exp((l − 1)d) and define

Γi,L =

L∑
l=2

(l − 1) · γi,l ∼ Erlang (L− 1, d) , i = 1, . . . , n. (12)

It can be proven that the MLE obtained from (12) is identical to the one presented
in Equation (10). We name the estimators derived from Theorem 3.1 the Consecutive
Ratios id Estimators – Cride. We remark that many other distributions can be employed
using the properties of the Exponential random variables. As an example, for a generic
observation i and a generic ratio of order l, the following statements are equivalent to
(12):

γ2i,l ∼Weibull

(
1

2
,

1

(l − 1)2d2

)
, µ− σ log ((l − 1)dγi,l)) ∼ GEV (µ, σ, 0) ,

where GEV indicates the Generalized Extreme Values distribution [McFadden, 1978].
These distribution are well known in Extreme Value Theory (EVT). Other authors have
recently developed an id estimator in an EVT framework [Amsaleg et al., 2015, Houle,
2013]: we leave the investigation of potential connections among these two fields for
future research.

To conclude this subsection, we underline that the structure of the MLE estimators
(10) (and consequently (3)) is equivalent to the one proposed in Levina and Bickel [2005]
when focusing on one single data point, since

∑L
l=2(l − 1) log(µi,l) can be rewritten∑L−1

l=1 log(rL/rl). This result is unsurprising: despite following different derivations, we
started from the same premises, as already underlined in Facco et al. [2017]. However,
the main difference is how the estimators combine the information extracted from the
entire dataset. Our theoretical derivation naturally leads to average the inverses of
the contributions to the likelihood of every single data point rather than considering a
simple average. To this extent, we see that Cride is equivalent to the estimator proposed
in a comment by MacKay and Ghahramani [2005]. Although the resulting MLEs are
the same, we believe that our approach presents an advantage. Indeed, starting from
the distributions of the ratios of NNs distances, we can effortlessly derive uncertainty
quantification estimates, as in (4), by simply exploiting well-known properties of the
Pareto random variable. In the following subsection, we present another estimator that
relies on a single ratio of distances for each data point (similarly to the TWO-NN) while
considering information collected on larger neighbors (similarly to Cride).
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3.2 Distributions of generic ratios, distances, and Gride

Building of the previous statements, we can derive more general results about the dis-
tances between NNs from a Poisson point process realization. The next theorem char-
acterizes the distribution of the ratio of distances from two NNs of generic order.

Theorem 3.2. Consider a distance ∆ taking values in R+ defined among the data points
{xi}ni=1, which are a realization of a Poisson point process with constant density ρ. Let
ri,l be the value of this distance between observation i and its l-th NN. Consider two
integers 1 ≤ n1 < n2 and define µ̇ = µi,n1,n2 = ri,n2/ri,n1. The random variable µ̇ is
characterized by density function

fµi,n1,n2
(µ̇) =

d(µ̇d − 1)n2−n1−1

µ̇(n2−1)d+1B(n2 − n1, n1)
, µ̇ > 1, (13)

where B(·, ·) denotes the Beta function. Moreover, µ̇ has k-th moment given by

E
[
µ̇k
]

=
B(n2 − n1, n1 − k/d)

B(n2 − n1, n1)
. (14)

Proof. Let {Wi}ni=1, n ≥ 2, denote a sequence of independent Exponential random
variables with pairwise distinct parameters λi. The sum of n random variables Wi ∼
Exp(λi) is said to follow an hypo-exponential distribution, with density

f∑n
i=1Wi

(w) =

[
n∏
i=1

λi

]
n∑
j=1

e−λjw∏n
l 6=j
l=1

(λl − λj)
, w > 0.

Our goal is to characterize the distribution of µ̇ = µi,n1,n2 =
rn2
rn1

, with n2 > n1 integer

values. First, we notice that µ̇ can be rewritten as telescopic product of n2 − n1 ratios,
all independent and Pareto distributed:

µ̇ =
rn2

rn1

=
rn2

rn2−1
· rn2−1
rn2−2

· · · rn1+1

rn1

.

Define γl = log
(

rl
rl−1

)
and consider Y = log(µ̇). Then, we can write Y = log(µ̇) =

log
(
rn2
rn1

)
=
∑n2

l=n1+1 γl. Since each γl is defined as the logarithm of a Pareto distribution,

we have just shown that Y is a sum of L = n2 − n1 independent Exponential random
variables with parameters ranging from n1d to (n2 − 1)d. Plugging these parameters
into the the definition of hypo-exponential density, we can write the distribution of Y as

fY (y) = d
(n2 − 1)!

(n1 − 1)!

n2−n1∑
j=1

e−(n1+j−1)dy∏n2−n1
l6=j
l=1

(l − j)
, y > 0. (15)
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From here, we derive the distribution for µ̇ = exp(Y ), transforming the last density in
(15).

fµ̇(µ̇) =d
(n2 − 1)!

(n1 − 1)!

1

µ̇

n2−n1∑
j=1

e−(n1+j−1)d log µ̇∏n2−n1
l 6=j
l=1

(l − j)
= d

(n2 − 1)!

(n1 − 1)!

n2−n1∑
j=1

µ̇−(n1+j−1)d−1∏n2−n1
l 6=j
l=1

(l − j)
,

=d
(n2 − 1)!

(n1 − 1)!

n2−n1∑
j=1

µ̇−(n1+j−1)d−1

(j − 1)!(n2 − n1 − j)!(−1)j−1

=d
(n2 − 1)!

(n1 − 1)!

n2−n1∑
k=1

µ̇−(n2−k)d−1

(k − 1)!(n2 − n1 − k)!(−1)n2−n1−k

=
d

µ̇n2d+1

(n2 − 1)!

(n1 − 1)!

n2−n1∑
k=1

µ̇kd(−1)n2−n1−k

(k − 1)!(n2 − n1 − k)!

=
d

µ̇n2d+1

(n2 − 1)!

(n1 − 1)!

(n2 − n1 − 1)!

(n2 − n1 − 1)!

n2−n1∑
k=1

µ̇kd(−1)n2−n1−k

(k − 1)!(n2 − n1 − k)!

=
d

µ̇n2d+1

(n2 − 1)!

(n1 − 1)!

1

(n2 − n1 − 1)!

n2−n1−1∑
l=0

(
n2 − n1 − 1

l

)
(µ̇d)

l+1
(−1)n2−n1−l−1

=
d

µ̇(n2−1)d+1

(n2 − 1)!

(n1 − 1)!

(µ̇d − 1)n2−n1−1

(n2 − n1 − 1)!
= (n2 − n1)

(
n2 − 1

n1 − 1

)
d(µ̇d − 1)n2−n1−1

µ̇(n2−1)d+1

=
d(µ̇d − 1)n2−n1−1 · µ̇−(n2−1)d−1

B(n2 − n1, n1)
, µ̇ > 1.

In the previous derivation, we applied the following equality at the second line:
∏n2−n1

l6=j
l=1

(l − j) =

(j−1)!(n2−n1−j)!(−1)j+1. Moreover, at the fourth line we applied the reflection prop-
erty of the indexes of a sum:

∑K
k=1 ak =

∑K
k=1 aK−k+1. At the sixth line, we applied

the Newton binomial formula. Interestingly, we can define Z = µ̇d − 1 to find that
Z ∼ β′(n2 − n1, n1), where β′ denotes the Beta prime distribution. This property helps
to find the expression for the generic moment of µ̇:

E
[
µ̇k
]

= E
[
(Z + 1)k/q

]
=

∫ +∞

0
(z + 1)1/q

zn2−n1(1 + z)−n2

B(n2 − n1, n1)
dz =

B(n2 − n1, n1 − k/d)

B(n2 − n1, n1)
,

that is well-defined for k < dn1.

Remark (1). Given the expression of the generic moment of µ̇, we can derive its expected
value and variance:

E [µ̇] =
B(n2 − n1, n1 − 1/d)

B(n2 − n1, n1)
and V [µ̇] =

B(n2 − n1, n1 − 2/d)

B(n2 − n1, n1)
−B(n2 − n1, n1 − 1/d)2

B(n2 − n1, n1)2
,

(16)
both well-defined when d > 2.
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Remark (2). Formula (13) can be specialized to the case where n1 = n0 and n2 = 2n0.
We obtain

fµi,n0,2n0
(µ̇) =

(2n0 − 1)!

(n0 − 1)!2
· d(µ̇d − 1)n0−1

µ̇(2n0−1)d+1
=

d(µ̇d − 1)n0−1

B(n0, n0) · µ̇(2n0−1)d+1
, µ̇ > 1. (17)

Remark (3). The result at the basis of the Cride model in Equation (9) can be derived
as special case of formula (13). Consequently, we can say the same for the TWO-NN model
in Equation (2). Specifically, if we set n1 = n0 and n2 = n0 + 1, we obtain

fµi,n0,n0+1(µ̇) = n0dµ̇
−n0d−1, µ̇ > 1, (18)

which is the density of a Pareto(1, n0d) distribution.

The distributions reported in Equations (13) and (17) allow us to devise a novel esti-
mator for the id parameter, based on the properties of the distances measured between
a point and two of its NNs of generic order. We name this method the Generalized
Ratios id Estimator (Gride). We were not able to derive a closed-form MLE in this
case, but the estimation can be easily carried out employing one-dimensional numerical
optimizing techniques. Moreover, numerical methods can be exploited for uncertainty
estimation: for example, one can obtain the estimated confidence intervals with para-
metric bootstrap. We display some examples of the shapes of the density functions
defined in Equation (13) in Figure 3.

Notice that, similarly to Theorem 2.1, Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 can be proven only as-
suming ρ to be constant. However, from a practical perspective, the novel estimators
are empirically valid as long as the density ρ is approximately constant on the scale
defined by the distance of the L-th NN ri,L (Cride) and the n2-th NN ri,n2 (Gride),
respectively. Again, we will refer to this assumption as local homogeneity. We provide
a more detailed discussion of these assumptions in Section 3.3. In the next subsection,
we discuss the advantages of an estimator built on the results stated in Theorem 3.2.

We conclude this section providing another theoretical results. We derive a closed-
form expression for the joint density of the random distances between a point and its
first L NNs for a homogeneous Poisson point process. We defer the proof of the next
theorem to the Appendix.

Theorem 3.3. Consider a distance ∆ taking values in R+ defined among the data points
{xi}ni=1, which are a realization of a Poisson point process with constant density ρ. Let
ri,l be the value of this distance between observation i and its l-th NN. Then, the joint
distribution of the the vector (ri,1, . . . , ri,L) is given by

f(ri,1, . . . , ri,L) = (ρωdd)L

(
L∏
l=1

rd−1i,l

)
exp

[
−ρωdrdi,L

]
, (19)
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Figure 3: Examples of density functions characterizing the random variable µ̇ as defined
in Equation (13). The different colors correspond to different values of the id

parameter d, while the panels display the various order of NNs considered for
the ratios.

with ri,l ∈ R+, and the constraint that ri,1 < ri,2 < . . . < ri,L. Moreover, the marginal
random distance between a point xi and its L-th NN has density

f(ri,L) = exp
[
−ρωdrdi,L

]
(ρωdd)L

rLd−1i,L

(L− 1)!dL−1
. (20)

This result implies that, for i = 1, . . . , n, ri,L ∼ GenGamma(p, a, q), i.e., it follows a
Generalized Gamma distribution with parameters p = d, a = 1/ d

√
ρωd, and q = Ld.
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3.3 The assumptions behind Cride and Gride

The estimators presented in the previous subsections extend the TWO-NN rationale to
broader neighborhoods. By considering a larger number of NNs, the models consider
more information regarding the topology of the data configuration. As a consequence,
ratios of higher NNs orders allow the investigation of the relationship between the dataset
id and the width of the neighborhood. That way, we can escape the strict, extremely
local point of view of the TWON-NN, which allows us to reduce the distortion produced by
noisy observations in the estimation of the id.
However, to understand when the results obtained with Cride and Gride are reliable in
real settings, we need to discuss the validity of the assumptions needed for their deriva-
tions. As mentioned in Section 2, the main modeling assumptions are two: the local
homogeneity of the density of the underlying Poisson point process and the indepen-
dence among ratios of distances centered in different data points. To provide a visual
comparison, we display in Figure 4 an example. We consider 500 points generated from
a bidimensional Uniform distribution over the unit square. Then, we select four points
(in blue) and highlight (in red) the NNs involved in the computation of the ratios that
are used by the TWO-NN, Cride, and Gride models. For Cride, we set L = 40. For
Gride, n1 = 20 and n2 = 40.

TWO−NN

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

x

y

Cride − L = 40

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
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Gride − n1 = 20, n2 = 40
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Figure 4: Neighboring points (in red) and distances (dotted lines) involved in the id

estimation centered in four data points (in blue). Each panel corresponds to
one model: TWO-NN, Cride, and Gride, respectively.

First, we notice that in the Cride and Gride cases the local homogeneity hypothesis
has to hold for larger neighborhoods, up to the NN of order L > 2 and n2 > 2, respec-
tively. As we will prove empirically, while the two novel estimators are more reliable
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than TWO-NN if used on dense configurations, when the data become scarce care should
be used when interpreting the results. Although the stricter local homogeneity assump-
tion affects the two novel estimators similarly, they are not equally impacted by the
assumption of independence of the ratios. By comparing the second and third panels
of Figure 4, we observe that Cride, in its computation, needs to take into account all
the distances between points and its NNs up to the L-th order. When L is large and
the sample size is limited, neighborhoods centered in different data points may overlap,
inducing dependence across the ratios. Gride instead uses only two of the L distances,
and the probability of shared NNs across different data points is lower, especially if large
n1 and n2 are chosen.

4 Numerical Experiments

First, we empirically show that the variance of the Gride estimator is reduced as we
consider NNs of higher order. This represents an important gain with respect to the
TWO-NN estimator. We sample 10, 000 observations from a bivariate Gaussian distribu-
tion, and aim at estimating the true id = 2. To assess the variance of the numerical
estimator devised from Equation (18), we resort to parametric bootstrap techniques.
We collect 5, 000 simulations as bootstrap samples under four different scenarios that
we report in the first row of Figure 5. A similar analysis can be performed within the
Bayesian setting, studying the concentration of the posterior distribution. We display
the posterior simulations on the second row of the same figure. We see that, as the NNs
order increases, the bootstrap samples (top row) and the posterior samples (bottom row)
are progressively more concentrated around the truth, with minor remaining bias due
to the lack of perfect homogeneity in the data generating process.

As a second analysis, we empirically show that high-order Gride estimates are also less
biased than the ones obtained with the TWO-NN model when the homogeneity assumption
of the underlying Poisson process holds. In general, we cannot expect this assumption to
be perfectly met in real datasets due to density variations, boundary effects, and noise
in the observations. However, it is essential to develop estimators that can perform well
in a reference ideal condition.
To create a dataset that complies as much as possible with the theoretical data-generating
mechanism, we start by fixing a pivot point and we generate a sequence of N = 40, 000
volumes of hyperspherical shells from an Exponential distribution, under the homoge-
neous Poisson process framework. Let us denote the sequence of these volumes with
{vj}Nj=1. Once the volumes are collected, we compute the actual distance (radius) from
the pivot point by using Equation (1) with d = 2 and r0 = 0. To exemplify, we have
r1 =

√
v1/ω2 , r2 =

√
(v1 + v2)/ω2, and so on. For each j, we generate the position of

the j-th point at distance rj from the pivot by sampling its angular coordinates from a
uniform distribution with support [0; 2π).

The panels in Figure 6 showcase the id estimates as a function of the closest j NNs
to the pivot, where j ∈ {128, 512, 2048, 8192}. We employ different NN orders keeping
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Figure 5: Histograms of the parametric bootstrap samples (top row) and posterior sam-
ples (bottom row) for the Gride models estimated withing the frequentist and
Bayesian framework. The panels in the first column correspond to the TWO-NN

model.

the ratio n2/n1 = 2 fixed and we increase geometrically n1 from 1 to 256 (x-axis). In
this experiment, the id is estimated via maximum likelihood on 1,000 repeated samples.
Given the sample of 1,000 estimates d̂ we compute its average with its 95% confidence
intervals. The first three panels show a small but consistent bias for the id estimated
with n1 = 1 (TWO-NN) and n1 = 2. The most viable explanation for the behavior of the
estimator at small n1 is the statistical correlation: the µ̇’s entering in the likelihood (see
Equation (13)) are computed on nearby points, and, as a consequence, they cannot be
considered purely independent realizations. Remarkably, this correlation effect is greatly
reduced when larger values of n1 are considered. On the other hand, the small bias we
may observe at large NN orders is instead likely due to numerical error accumulation.
Recall that the radii of the produced points are obtained from the sum of l volumes
sampled from a homogeneous Poisson process. Given the data generating mechanism
we used, the statistical error might compound across the different stages.

Despite these possible drawbacks, we can state that the family of Gride models provide
a reliable set of estimators and an effective strategy to study how the id changes with
the scale. This second aspect is relevant for many applications. The authors in Facco
et al. [2017] showed that a scale-dependent analysis of the id is essential to identify the
correct number of relevant directions in noisy data and propose to decimate the dataset

19



Sample size = 128 Sample size = 512 Sample size = 2048 Sample size = 8192

1 2 4 8 16 32 64 128 256 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 128 256 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 128 256 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 128 256

1.998

1.999

2.000

2.001

2.002

1.998

2.000

2.002

2.004

2.006

1.995

2.000

2.005

2.010

2.00

2.02

2.04

n0

A
ve

ag
e 

M
LE

Figure 6: Average MLE for the Gride models obtained over different NN orders. The
different panels showcase different sample sizes considered to compute the es-
timates. The error bands display the 95% confidence interval on the average
MLE.

to increase the typical distance involved in the estimate. Instead of discarding precious
information from our dataset, we here propose to apply a sequence of Gride models
on the entire dataset to explore larger regions: the higher n1, the larger is the average
neighborhood size analyzed.
To investigate the impact of the scale on the id estimates, we simulate 50,000 data
points from a two-dimensional Gaussian distribution and perturb them with orthogonal
Gaussian white noise. We compare the results obtained under two cases: one-dimensional
(1D) and twenty-dimensional (20D) noise; in both cases, the perturbation variance is
set to σ2 = 1e − 4. Specifically, we estimate the id of the dataset with several Gride
models by changing the ratio n2,1 = n2/n1 of the order of the nearest neighbors used
to compute µ̇. The results are shown in Figure 7. On the x-axis we report the mean
neighbor distance computed as r̄ = (rn2 + rn1)/2, averaged over all the observations.

When r̄ is of the same order as σ, the id estimated by the Gride models is much higher
than 2, the true value. For instance, when r̄ ≈ σ, the geometry of the neighborhoods
is approximately 3-dimensional, and, consistently, id ≈ 2.85 (left panel of Figure 7).
As we increase the range of distances involved in the estimate, all the models display a
plateau around id ≈ 2. However, when n2,1 = 2, the id stabilizes around two at smaller
scales for low and high dimensional noise. Indeed, the left panel shows that id ≈ 2.1 at
r̄ ≈ 0.08 for n2,1 = 2, at r̄ ≈ 0.14 for n2,1 = 20 and r̄ ≈ 0.18 for n2,1 = 50. Similarly, in
the right panel id ≈ 2.2 at r̄ ≈ 0.2 for n2,1 = 2, at r̄ ≈ 0.45 for n2,1 = 20 and r̄ ≈ 0.6
for n2,1 = 50. A broader plateau makes it easier to identify the number of relevant
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Figure 7: Analysis of the impact of the scale on the id estimates for different Gride

models performed on a 2D noisy Gaussian dataset. The id is calculated maxi-
mizing the likelihood of Equation (13); the errorbars computed with the Fisher
information are smaller than the marker size.

directions present in the dataset. Therefore, our numerical experiments suggest that the
choice n2,1 = 2 is the most appropriate in practical applications.

Figure 8 focuses on the comparison of the scale analysis done with TWO-NN and Gride

with n2,1 = 2 on the same dataset. Following Facco et al. [2017] we applied the TWO-NN

estimator on several subsets of the original data and report the average id with its 95%
confidence intervals. Both in the case of high and low dimensional noise Gride settles
down to around 2 at smaller scales than the TWO-NN estimator. The left panel also shows
that the decimation protocol of TWO-NN can introduce a bias at large scales when the
size of the replicates becomes small. In our experiment, by halving the sample size at
each decimation step, we use subsets with 12 datapoints when r̄ ≈ 0.8. At a comparable
scale, Gride performs much better since we always maximize the likelihood using all of
the original 50,000 data points.

5 Discussion

In this paper, we introduced and developed novel distributional results concerning the
homogeneous Poisson point process related with the estimate of the id, which is a
crucial quantity for many dimensionality reduction techniques. The results extend the
theoretical framework of the TWO-NN estimator. In detail, we derived closed-form density
functions for the ratios of distances between a point and its nearest neighbours, ranked
in increasing order.
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Figure 8: Analysis of the impact of the scale on the id estimates comparing Gride models
of order ratios n2,1 = 2 vs. the TWO-NN estimator performed on a 2D noisy
Gaussian dataset. The error bounds (±2 std. dev.) are visible only for one
model.

The distributional results not only have a theoretical value per se but are also useful
to improve the model-based estimation of the id. Specifically, we have derived two esti-
mators: Cride and Gride. The first one builds on the independence of the elements of
the vector {µi,l}Ll=1, which we exploit to derive a closed-form estimator with lower vari-
ance than the TWO-NN. However, considering multiple ratios of distances for each point
in the sample can lead to cases that violate the assumed independence of the vector
of ratios {µi,L}ni=1, which allows us to express the likelihood as a product of marginal
distributions. To mitigate this issue, we have proposed Cride, an estimator based on
NNs of generic order. We showed that the latter estimator is also more robust to the
presence of noise in the data.
The main potential drawback of these two novel estimators when compared to TWO-NN

is that the inclusion of NNs of higher orders has to be accompanied by stronger assump-
tions on the homogeneity of the density of the data-generating process. Nonetheless,
by dedicated computational experiments, we have shown that the assumption of homo-
geneity of the Poisson point process can be weakened. Indeed, given a specific point in
the configuration, the homogeneity should only hold up to the scale of the distance of
the furthest nearest neighbor entering the estimator.

To summarize, when dealing with real data we face a trade-off between the assump-
tions of homogeneity and independence. On the one hand, the TWO-NN is more likely
to respect the local homogeneity hypothesis but is extremely sensitive to measurement
noise since it only involves a narrow neighborhood of each point. On the other hand,
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Cride focuses on broader neighborhoods, which makes it more robust to noisy data but
also imposes a stronger local homogeneity requirement. It is also more likely to induce
dependencies among different sequences of ratios. We believe that Gride provides a
reliable alternative to the previous two estimators, being both robust to noise and more
likely to comply with the independence assumptions.

The results in this paper pave the way for many other possible research avenues.
First, we have implicitly assumed the existence of a single manifold of constant id.
However, it is reasonable to expect that a complex dataset can be characterized by
multiple latent manifolds with heterogeneous ids. Allegra et al. [2020] extended the
TWO-NN model in this direction by proposing Hidalgo, a tailored mixture of Pareto
distributions to partition the data points into clusters driven by different id values.
It would be interesting to combine the Hidalgo modeling framework with our results,
where the distributions in Equations (9) and (13) can replace the Pareto mixture kernels.
Second, the estimators derived from the models do not directly consider any source of
error in the observed sample. Although we showed how one can reduce the bias generated
by this shortcoming by considering higher-order nearest neighbours that allow escaping
the local distortions, we are still investigating how to address this issue more broadly.
For example, a simple solution would be to model the measurement errors at the level
of the ratios, accounting for a gaussian noise that can distort each µi. A more promising
solution to this problem may be given by the Generalized Gamma distribution derived
in Theorem 3.3. By focusing directly on the distribution of the distances between data
points in an ideal, theoretical setting, we can obtain informative insights on how to best
model the measurement noise.
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6 Appendix

6.1 Proof of Theorem 3.3

Proof. To simplify the notation, let us drop the subscript i. Recall that we were able
to prove that f(v1, . . . , vL) =

∏L
l=1 f(vl), where f(vl) = ρ exp(−ρvl), meaning that

vl
i.i.d.∼ Exp(ρ). We consider the following one-to-one transformation for l = 1, . . . , L:

rl =

(∑l
k=1 vk
ωd

)1/d

⇐⇒ vl = ωd

(
rdl − rdl−1

)
.

The determinant of the Jacobian of this transformation is |J | = (ωdd)L
∏L
l=1 r

d−1
l . Thus,

the distribution of the first L distances has density:

f(r1, . . . , rL) = (ρωdd)L

(
L∏
l=1

rd−1l

)
exp

[
−ρωdrdL

]
,

with rl ∈ R+ and the constraint that r1 < r2 < . . . < rL.
We can also derive the marginal distribution of the generic distance rL. This can be easily
done by repeatedly integrating out the smallest distance rl over (0, rl+1), l = 1, . . . , L−1.
In formulas:

f(rL) = (ρωdd)Lrd−1L exp
[
−ρωdrdL

] ∫ rL

0

∫ rL−1

0
· · ·
∫ r2

0

(
L−1∏
l=1

sd−1l

)
ds1 · · · dsL−1

= exp
[
−ρωdrdL

]
(ρωdd)L

rLd−1L

(L− 1)!dL−1
.

We conclude that the generic distance from a point to its L-th NN follows a Generalized
Gamma distribution, whose density is given by

f(x) =
p/aq

Γ(q/p)
xq−1e−(x/a)

p
, x, a, p, q > 0.

Therefore, f(rL) is a Generalized Gamma density with parameters p = d, a = 1
d
√
ρωd

, q =

Ld. There is another, faster way to recover this last result. Since vl ∼ Exp(ρ) for each
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l = 1, . . . , L, it is easy to see that the volume of the hyper-sphere of radius rL, defined
as VL =

∑L
l=1 vl = ωdr

d
L follows an Erlang distribution: VL ∼ Gamma(L, ρ). Then,

VL ∼ Gamma(L, ρ) ⇐⇒ rdL =
VL
ωd
∼ Gamma(L, ωdρ) ⇐⇒ rL ∼ GenGamma

(
d,

1
d
√
ρωd

, Ld

)
.
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