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Abstract

A classical tool for approximating integrals is the Laplace method.
The first-order, as well as the higher-order Laplace formula is most of-
ten written in coordinates without any geometrical interpretation. In
this article, motivated by a situation arising, among others, in optimal
transport, we give a geometric formulation of the first-order term of the
Laplace method. The central tool is the Kim–McCann Riemannian met-
ric which was introduced in the field of optimal transportation. Our main
result expresses the first-order term with standard geometric objects such
as volume forms, Laplacians, covariant derivatives and scalar curvatures
of two different metrics arising naturally in the Kim–McCann framework.
Passing by, we give an explicitly quantified version of the Laplace formula,
as well as examples of applications.
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1 Introduction
In its simplest form, the Laplace method consists in studying the behavior of
the integral

∫
Rd e

−u(x)/ε r(x)dx as ε→ 0+. If u : Rd → R is sufficiently smooth
and has a non-degenerate minimum at a unique point x∗, the Laplace method
gives at first order in ε, for instance when r(x) = 1, [Shun and McCullagh, 1995,
Section 2]∫

Rd

e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
dx =

e−u/ε√
det[uij ]

(
1 +

ε

8
uijku`mnu

ijuk`umn

+
ε

12
uijku`mnu

i`ujmukn − ε

8
uijk`u

ijuk` +O(ε2)

)
. (1.1)

In this formula, uij := ∂iju, uijk := ∂ijku, etc, and we denote by uij the
inverse matrix of uij . All the quantities involving u on the right-hand side
of (1.1) are evaluated at x∗ and we use the usual index summation conven-
tion. In one dimension, taking into account a non constant density r, one has
[Bender and Orszag, 1999, Chapter 6]∫

R

e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)1/2
r(x)dx =

e−u/ε

(u(2))1/2(
r + ε

( r(2)

2u(2)
− r′u(3)

2(u(2))2
− r u(4)

8(u(2))2
+

5r (u(3))2

24(u(2))3

)
+O(ε2)

)
, (1.2)

where again all the quantities involving u and r are evaluated at x∗. Such ap-
proximation formulas are ubiquitous in several areas of mathematics and are a
very classical subject of interest [Wong, 2001]. It can be found in the literature in
different forms, under the name of Laplace method, saddlepoint approximation,
or Edgeworth expansion in statistics (see [Reid, 1988, Barndorff-Nielsen and Cox, 1989]
and [Tierney and Kadane, 1986]). It also appears in statistical physics and par-
ticularly in probability in the context of large deviations [Bolthausen, 1986]. A
survey concerned with statistic applications can be found in [Strawderman, 2000].
Formula (1.1) thus quantifies the discrepancy to the Gaussian approximation
of such integrals and higher-order expansions are available, see in particular
[Shun and McCullagh, 1995, Kolassa, 1997].

In this article, we are interested in a geometric formulation of the Laplace
formula, in its multivariate first-order expansion, in a case where the global min-
imum is attained on a closed manifold, rather than at a unique point. Although

2



in Formula (1.1), there is a priori no need to use a particular geometric structure
to formulate the results, the first-order Laplace expansion contains fourth-order
derivatives of the function u which resemble curvature terms of a metric associ-
ated to the Hessian of u. The main purpose of our work is to make explicit such
a geometric formulation with a metric that only depends on the function u. A
better geometric understanding of this term is of interest, for instance in rec-
ognizing divergence and curvature terms for further downstream applications.
Note that there are very few works on a geometric formulation of the terms in
the Laplace method; we mention in this direction Amari’s work in the context
of exponential families [Amari and Kumon, 1983]. A geometric Laplace formula
which applies to closed manifolds is presented in [Ludewig, 2019] and it is given
at any order, however it makes use of an operator which is not explicit in terms
of the function u.

Let us discuss first a possible issue in developing such a geometric formula-
tion. A standard scheme of proof for the Laplace method consists in using the
Morse lemma that finds a local change of coordinates such that the function u
becomes a nonnegative quadratic form, thereby trivializing all the higher-order
(greater than or equal to 3) derivatives of u in the Laplace formula. However, in
doing so the volume form r has been pushed forward by this diffeomorphism so
that it affects the results for instance in Equation (1.2), and these quantities are
rather implicit in u. Due to the presence of such terms, such a reduction does
not bring a clear gain for a geometric understanding of the Laplace formula in
terms of the function u.

What we propose is a geometric study of the first two terms in the asymptotic
expansion as ε→ 0+ of the integral

I(ε) =

∫∫
X×Y

e−u(x,y)/ε

(2πε)d/2
dr(x, y) ,

for any given volume form r on X×Y . As it can be expected, I(ε) concentrates
where u is minimal, see for instance [Hwang, 1980]. We are interested in the
particular setting where the set of zeros of u ≥ 0 is a d-dimensional surface in
a 2d-dimensional manifold. This situation naturally arises in optimal transport
problems. More precisely, we are concerned with a function u(x, y) where x, y
are of equal dimensions, say on a Euclidean space, vanishing on a submanifold
that can be described as a graph in these coordinates, i.e. (x, y(x)). Then
we show that a natural geometry in which the Laplace method can be written
is the Kim–McCann geometry [Kim and McCann, 2007]. It was proposed as
a natural pseudo-Riemannian metric for optimal transport problems since it
offered a new interpretation as a curvature tensor of a quantity appearing when
studying regularity of transport problems, the so-called Ma–Trudinger–Wang
tensor [Ma et al., 2005].

Our main result is, in the context explained above, a Laplace formula at
first-order in which all the terms are geometric invariants. The usual case of
the Laplace method in Euclidean space, that is for a general function u with a
unique non-degenerate point for its minimum, can be retrieved as a particular
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case of our setting. Aside from the main contribution, we prove a quantitative
version of the standard first-order Laplace method with explicit error bounds.
Our main result reads

Theorem (Informal). Let X,Y be two manifolds of equal dimension d. Sup-
pose that u : X × Y → R is sufficiently smooth, nonnegative and vanishes on
a d-dimensional manifold in X × Y that can be described as the graph Σ of a
diffeomorphism (x, y(x)) staying away from ∂Y . Then, the following first-order
expansion holds:∫∫

X×Y

e−u(x,y)/ε

(2πε)d/2
f(x, y) dm̃(x, y) =

∫
Σ

fdm+

ε

∫
Σ

[
− 1

8
∆̃f +

1

4
∇̃Hf + f

( 3

32
R̃− 1

8
R+

1

24
〈h, h〉 − 1

8
〈H,H〉

)]
dm

+ ε

∫
∂Σ

1

4
〈∇f −K∇Nf + fKH, ν〉 dσ +O(ε2),

with a term O(ε2) controlled explicitly.

In the formula above, there are two (pseudo-) Riemannian metrics involved,
g̃ and g. On X × Y , g̃ is the (pseudo-Riemannian) metric introduced by Kim
and McCann in [Kim and McCann, 2007], henceforth called the Kim–McCann
metric. Once restricted to Σ, it gives, under additional conditions, a Riemannian
metric g. The volume forms m̃,m are, up to rescaling, the ones induced by g̃
and g; R̃ and R are the respective scalar curvatures of g̃ and g, and ∆̃ denotes
the pseudo-Riemannian Laplacian associated to g̃. Associated to Σ seen as
a submanifold of X × Y , the second fundamental form is denoted by h and
H is the mean curvature. Then, ∇̃H is the covariant derivative in direction
H. The quantities 〈h, h〉 and 〈H,H〉 denote the pseudo-norms of the second
fundamental form and the mean curvature, respectively. Finally, K is the para-
complex structure coming from the Kim–McCann geometry and ∇Nf is the
normal component of the gradient of f .

The material involving the Kim–McCann geometry is derived in Section 2
in which we detail the inner and outer geometry of the submanifold Σ and
derive useful geometric quantities, which are of interest in themselves. The
quantitative estimates for the Laplace formula are detailed in Section 4 and the
main result is given in Section 3.

Our proposed framework of a function u on a product manifoldX×Y might a
priori seem too constrained to encompass the usual Laplace formula, for instance
the one-dimensional case with a unique nondegenerate minimizer. In particular,
if any curvature terms had to be expected in the Laplace formula (1.2), this
would likely be a quantity similar to the curvature of the corresponding graph
of some function evaluated at the critical point. Based on the Kim–McCann
metric, we propose in Section 5 a possible solution for a geometric formulation
of the standard multidimensional Laplace method that also applies in the one
dimensional case with a nondegenerate global minimum. Furthermore, this
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framework of a decomposition into a product space also naturally appears in
different situations, a natural one being the parametrix of the heat kernel treated
in Section 5.2. More generally, our result allows to sometimes write simple
formulas for the Laplace method, for instance in the case of the likelihood in
Bayesian modelling. In optimal transport, this decomposition is readily present
and the entropic regularization method leads to such integrals. A directly related
application, which will be treated in a separate article, is the Taylor expansion
of the entropic potentials with respect to the regularization parameter.

Notation. Coordinates on X are denoted by xi, xj , . . . , while coordinates on
Y are denoted by yı̄, y̄, . . . with barred indices. We write partial derivatives as
∂i = ∂

∂xi , ∂ı̄ = ∂
∂yı̄ , ∂ij = ∂2

∂xi∂xj , ∂i̄ = ∂2

∂xi∂y̄ , etc. For the derivatives of c and
u we write

ci := ∂ic, cij := ∂ijc, ui := ∂iu,

and so on. The d × d inverse matrix of ci̄ is denoted by c̄i, and we adopt
the Einstein summation convention where summation over repeated indices is
not explicitly written. We never use c̄i to raise indices (or ci̄ to lower them).
Vector fields on X × Y are expressed in the coordinate frame (ei, eı̄), where we
set ei = ∂i and eı̄ = ∂ı̄.

In general, geometric quantities onX×Y are denoted with a tilde: g̃, m̃, Γ̃kij , R̃i̄k ¯̀

while quantities without tilde denote objects that live on Σ: g,m,Γkij , Rijk`.

2 Embeddings in the Kim–McCann geometry
Consider the triple (X,Y, c) where X, Y are two domains of Rd and c(x, y),
x ∈ X, y ∈ Y is a real-valued function. We assume for simplicity that X and Y
are subsets of Rd but the general idea is that they could be smooth manifolds. In
the context of optimal transport, Kim and McCann [Kim and McCann, 2007]
introduced a new pseudo-metric on X × Y which forms the bedrock of the
present work. Their goal was to give a geometric meaning to an intriguing
quantity discovered by Ma, Trudinger and Wang [Ma et al., 2005] that plays
an important role in the regularity of optimal transport. This quantity is now
called the MTW tensor and it can be seen as a Kim–McCann curvature tensor.

Let us first describe the Kim–McCann geometry informally, and delay pre-
cise definitions until Section 2.1. Suppose that we have a bijection X → Y ,
describing for instance a minimal cost matching between X and Y , where the
cost of matching an element x ∈ X to y ∈ Y is c(x, y). Suppose that we are
matching x 7→ y and x + ξ 7→ y + η, where ξ and η are small displacements,
and we are contemplating whether it would be advantageous to instead match
x 7→ y + η, x + ξ 7→ y. The (positive or negative) loss we would incur is the
cross-difference [McCann, 2014, McCann, 1999]

δ := [c(x+ ξ, y) + c(x, y + η)]− [c(x, y) + c(x+ ξ, y + η)] . (2.1)
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A Taylor expansion in ξ, η gives

δ = −D2
xyc(x, y)(ξ, η) + o(|ξ|2 + |η|2) .

The leading-order term −D2
xyc(x, y)(ξ, η) is precisely the Kim–McCann metric

(see Definition 2.1 for a proper definition). Note that it only depends on the
cost c and in particular does not rely on any Euclidean or Riemannian structure
that could exist on X and Y .

Frequently in addition to a fixed function c we encounter a more problem-
dependent quantity induced by a pair of functions ϕ(x) and ψ(y). This quantity,
which we denote by u, is of the form

u(x, y) := c(x, y)− ϕ(x)− ψ(y) ,

and satisfies the properties

u(x, y) ≥ 0, (2.2)
inf
y
u(x, y) = 0 for each x, (2.3)

inf
x
u(x, y) = 0 for each y. (2.4)

It can be seen as “rectifying” the cost c by the addition of ϕ and ψ to form a
nonnegative quantity. Moreover since ϕ only depends on x and ψ only depends
on y the function u encodes in some sense the same interaction between X and
Y as c did. For example (2.1) remains unchanged when c is replaced by u, and
in particular the Kim–McCann metrics induced by c and u are the same.

In optimal transport [Villani, 2008] ϕ,ψ are the Kantorovich potentials. In
matching markets [Chiappori et al., 2010, Galichon, 2016], ϕ(x) and ψ(y) rep-
resent the payoffs of (say) worker x and firm y respectively. In information
geometry [Amari, 2016], u is called a divergence and generally X = Y and u
vanishes on the diagonal x = y. We call u a c-divergence following Pal and
Wong [Pal and Wong, 2018].

The c-divergence generates a subset of X × Y defined by

Σ = {(x, y) : u(x, y) = 0} .

Assuming that each optimization problem in (2.3), (2.4) is attained at a unique
minimizer, Σ can then be described as the graph of a map either from X or
from Y .

In the next subsections we develop the geometry of Σ seen as a submanifold
of X × Y ; this point of view is at the heart of our Laplace formula. We study
the Levi-Civita connection ∇ on Σ and the associated Riemann curvature, the
second fundamental form and the mean curvature.

This is in contrast to the earlier approach of Wong and Yang in [Wong and Yang, 2022],
in which they establish a link between the Kim–McCann framework and infor-
mation geometry [Amari, 2016]. Wong and Yang showed the importance of the
c-divergence and developed an “information” geometry on Σ which is different
from the one we present in this paper. Let us explain how.
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When presented with a submanifold Σ ⊂ X × Y , the question arises how to
produce a connection on Σ from a given connection ∇̃ on X × Y . Motivated
by the product structure of X × Y and information geometry, Wong and Yang
introduce two “dual connections” on Σ which are defined as the projections of
∇̃ onto the first (x) and second (y) components, respectively. They then obtain
two curvature tensors, one for each of the two connections. Note that these are
not the curvatures induced by the metric g on Σ.

Instead we choose to follow the more mainstream route of projecting or-
thogonally ∇̃ onto Σ, or equivalently of studying the Levi-Civita connection
of Σ. This is the standard in submanifold theory [O’Neill, 1983, Chen, 2014,
Dajczer and Tojeiro, 2019], and general relativity [Misner et al., 2017] for in-
stance. The advantages of our approach is to manipulate common objects
(Levi-Civita connection, metric curvature) and it highlights the importance of
extrinsic curvature (the second fundamental form). It also gives us advanced
tools at our disposal such as the fundamental equations (Gauss and Codazzi
equations). Beyond that, for future work it could help connecting our frame-
work to other notions in submanifold theory, such as the first and second varia-
tion formulas [Simons, 1968, Xin, 2018] and minimal varieties in optimal trans-
port [Kim et al., 2010]. On the flip side, our formulas for the connection, see
Prop. 2.5, and Riemann curvature (2.23) are more complicated than Wong and
Yang’s formulas for the dual connections [Wong and Yang, 2022, Lemma 3] and
the dual curvature tensors [Wong and Yang, 2022, Lemma 6].

Let us conclude this introduction by examples of c-divergences.

Example 2.1 (The distance squared cost). One of the simplest examples of a
c-divergence is the square of the Euclidean distance,

u(x, y) =
1

2
|x− y|2 ,

where X = Y is a Euclidean space. Here u can be seen as coming from either
the quadratic cost c(x, y) = 1

2 |x− y|
2 with ϕ = ψ = 0 or from the bilinear cost

c(x, y) = −x · y with ϕ = ψ = − 1
2 |x|

2; Σ is the diagonal {(x, x) : x ∈ X}. The
Kim–McCann pseudo-metric is g̃((ξ, η), (ξ, η)) = ξ ·η and the induced metric on
Σ is g(ξ, ξ) = |ξ|2.

On a Riemannian manifold, the corresponding cost is the squared Rieman-
nian distance 1

2d(x, y)2. Note that this cost is not smooth in general due to
the presence of the cut locus. However, it is smooth on a neighborhood of the
diagonal if M is compact. The metric on the diagonal Σ is the Riemannian
metric of M , see Section 5.2.

Example 2.2 (Bregman divergence). Let X = Y be a d-dimensional vector
space and let f be a differentiable strictly convex function on X. Then

u(x, y) = f(x)− f(y)− 〈∇f(y), x− y〉

is called the Bregman divergence of f and we denote it f(x|y). It vanishes on the
diagonal Σ = {(x, x) : x ∈ X}. The Kim–McCann metric is g̃x,y((ξ, η), (ξ, η)) =
∇2f(y)(ξ, η) and the Riemannian metric on Σ is gx(ξ, ξ) = ∇2f(y(x))(ξ, ξ).
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Example 2.3 (Fenchel–Young gap). Let X be a d-dimensional vector space
and let Y = X∗, the dual vector space of X. Let f be a differentiable strictly
convex function on X and take c(x, y) = −〈x, y〉, ϕ = −f and ψ = −f∗, where
f∗ is the convex conjugate (Legendre–Fenchel transform) of f . Consider

u(x, y) = f(x) + f∗(y)− 〈x, y〉.

By the Fenchel–Young inequality u(x, y) ≥ 0 and u vanishes on {(x,∇f(x)) :
x ∈ X}. Moreover it can be checked that

u(x, y) = f
(
x|∇f∗(y)

)
,

amd also u(x, y) = f∗(y|∇f(x)), so that u is essentially a Bregman divergence
up to a reparametrization in one of the two variables. Laplace expansions with
Fenchel–Young gaps are explored in Section 5.4.

Example 2.4 (Translation-invariant cost). Let U : Rd → R be a strictly convex
nonnegative function satisfying U(0) = 0 and consider

u(x, y) = U(x− y).

Then u ≥ 0 and u vanishes on the diagonal x = y. Translation-invariant costs
are natural in optimal transport [Gangbo and McCann, 1995, Santambrogio, 2015]
and in Section 5.1 we study them to recover the usual Laplace method on Rd.

Let us also mention the work of Khan and Zhang [Khan and Zhang, 2020], in
which the authors introduce a natural Kähler geometry associated to translation-
invariant costs. This geometry is different from the Kim–McCann geometry and
can be seen as a complementary framework.

Example 2.5 (Log-divergence). Take X = Y = {x ∈ Rd : xi > 0} the positive
orthant and α > 0. Consider the cost c(x, y) = − 1

α log(1 + α〈x, y〉). Inter-
estingly, this cost gives rise to a Kim–McCann metric with constant sectional
curvature, specifically −4α, as shown in [Wong and Yang, 2022, Section 4.1].
Let f : X → R be a differentiable function such that eαf is convex. Then

u(x, y) = f(x)− f(y)− 1

α
log(1 + α〈∇f(y), x− y〉)

is a nonnegative function which is 0 if x = y (here we assume that the quan-
tity inside the logarithm is positive). This “log-divergence” was introduced
in [Pal and Wong, 2016, Wong, 2018]. Note that when α → 0, we recover the
Bregman divergence.

2.1 Review of the Kim–McCann metric
Let us recall the main geometric objects introduced by Kim and McCann
in [Kim and McCann, 2007].
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Definition 2.1. The Kim–McCann metric is the pseudo-metric defined on the
product space X × Y by

g̃(x, y) = −1

2

(
0 D2

xyc(x, y)
D2
xyc(x, y) 0

)
.

In other words, for a vector field (ξ(x, y), η(x, y)) onX×Y we have g̃(x, y)((ξ, η), (ξ, η)) =
−D2

xyc(x, y)(ξ, η), where the mixed partial derivatives part of the HessianD2
xyc(x, y)(−,−)

is understood as a bilinear form.

Due to its particular form, the signature of this pseudo-metric is (d, d) if it
is non-degenerate. Indeed, the para-complex structure T (X × Y )→ T (X × Y )
defined by

K(ξ, η) = (ξ,−η) (2.5)

is an isomorphism of eigenspaces with eigenvalues 1 and −1. The space X × Y
endowed with (g̃, K) is known as a para-Kähler manifold [Cruceanu et al., 1996,
Alekseevsky et al., 2009]. Since K2 is the identity we have that K = K−1.
Additionally K is skew-symmetric with respect to g̃ in the sense that

〈KU, V 〉 = −〈KV,U〉, (2.6)

where we write 〈−,−〉 = g̃(−,−). This also implies that 〈KU,KV 〉 = −〈U, V 〉.
The volume form on X × Y induced by g̃ is

√
|det g̃| = 2−d|detD2

xyc|. To
avoid writing the factor 2−d everywhere we instead define

m̃ = |detD2
xyc|. (2.7)

Due to the particular structure of g̃ several terms in the Christoffel symbols and
the curvature tensor vanish. Indeed the only nonzero Christoffel symbols are

Γ̃kij = ckm̄cm̄ij , Γ̃k̄ı̄̄ = ck̄mcmı̄̄ , (2.8)

and all the other combinations of barred and unbarred indices vanish. The
Riemann curvature tensor is defined as

R̃(U, V )W = ∇̃V ∇̃UW − ∇̃U ∇̃VW − ∇̃[V,U ]W , (2.9)

following the sign convention of [Kim and McCann, 2007], which is also the one
of [O’Neill, 1983]. The only components of the curvature tensor that do not
vanish are those for which the number of barred and unbarred indices is equal
and one has, for these terms

R̃ijk̄ ¯̀ = 0 ,

R̃i̄k̄` =
1

2

(
ci̄k̄` − ci`s̄cs̄tc̄k̄t

)
.

(2.10)

The other components follow by the standard symmetries of the curvature ten-
sor. In particular we note that

R̃i̄k̄` = R̃ik̄̄` ,
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which directly follows from (2.10) or alternatively from the first Bianchi identity.
As a direct consequence the Ricci curvature is

R̃ik̄ = −2c̄`R̃i̄k̄` ,

and vanishes when the number of barred and unbarred indices is not equal. The
scalar curvature is then

R̃ = 8ci̄ck̄`R̃i̄k̄` . (2.11)

2.2 Calculus on Σ

Let us now suppose that we have in addition to c two functions ϕ(x) and ψ(y)
and that the function u(x, y) = c(x, y) − ϕ(x) − ψ(y) satisfies (2.2)–(2.4). In
optimal transport language this says that ϕ and ψ are c-conjugate. We assume
that Σ = {(x, y) : u(x, y) = 0} is a smooth submanifold of X × Y that is the
graph of a smooth map X → Y, x 7→ y(x) as well as the graph of the inverse
map y(X)→ X, y′ 7→ x(y′).

Denote by ti the pushforward of the vector ei = ∂i on X by the embedding
ι : x 7→ (x, y(x)), which gives

ti = ei + ∂iy
ı̄eı̄.

Note that (ti) is a basis of the tangent bundle TΣ. We then define ni = K(ti),
i.e.

ni = ei − ∂iyı̄eı̄.
Then (ni) gives a basis of the normal bundle T⊥Σ (this can be checked directly
or using that K is an involution). The inverse formulas read ei = ti+ni

2 , eı̄ =
∂xi

∂yı̄
ti−ni

2 , so that a vector field U onX×Y can be decomposed on Σ into tangent
and normal components as

U iei + U ı̄eı̄ =
1

2

(
U i +

∂xi

∂yı̄
U ı̄
)
ti +

1

2

(
U i − ∂xi

∂yı̄
U ı̄
)
ni . (2.12)

We compute with coordinates on Σ using the embedding ι define above.
Therefore tangent vector fields on Σ are expressed in the frame ti := dι(ei), as
usual with embeddings. However we also have to deal with more complicated
quantities such as normal vector fields, valued in the normal bundle T⊥Σ. To
streamline computations we adopt the following coordinate representation of
these objects.

Notation 2.1 (Coordinate representation of normal field). Whenever N is a
normal vector field, we define

N ′ = K(N),

where K is defined by (2.5). Since K maps T⊥Σ to TΣ, this turns N into a
tangent vector field N ′. Then, we express N ′ in coordinates, N ′ = N ′ktk and
we systematically drop the prime and always write

N ′ = Nktk.
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Note that since K = K−1 and nk = Ktk we have N = Nknk. The reason
we prefer N ′ when computing with tensors in coordinates is that we can use
classical formulas for the covariant derivative on Σ (see for instance Section 2.3).

More general tensor fields T that involve the normal bundle are expressed
in coordinates in the same way: using K when necessary we define a ten-
sor T ′ which only acts on TΣ (and the cotangent space) and then express
T ′ in coordinates. For instance for the second fundamental form h we define
h′(U, V ) = Kh(U, V ) and then write h′(ti, tj) =: hkijtk.

We now present a set of “computational rules” valid on Σ. These are

U ı̄ = ∂iy
ı̄U i when U is tangent, (2.13)

uij = −ci̄∂jy̄ , (2.14)
gij = uij . (2.15)

The first rule (2.13) says that when U = U iei +U ı̄eı̄ is a vector field on X × Y
that is tangent to Σ, the object ∂iyı̄ can be used to change an unbarred index to a
barred index. The second rule (2.14) relates the three natural tensors of order 2
on Σ. Because u ≥ 0, the derivative ui identically vanishes on Σ. Differentiating
in the direction tj (tangent to Σ) we obtain 0 = ∇̃tjui = uij + ∂jy

̄ui̄, and
note that ui̄ = ci̄ since mixed derivatives of u and c are always equal. This
shows (2.14). The third rule (2.15) expresses the metric g induced by g̃ on Σ in
terms of u. If U = U iei + U ı̄eı̄, V = V jej + V ̄e̄ are two tangent vector fields
then

g̃(U, V ) = U iV ̄g̃(ei, e̄) + U ı̄V j g̃(eı̄, ej)

= U i∂jy
̄V j(−1

2
ci̄) + ∂iy

ı̄V j(−1

2
cı̄j)

= uijU
iV j

where the last inequality follows from (2.14) and the symmetry of uij . Therefore
uij(x, y(x)) = gij(x).

We note that g is a priori not necessarily definite. However, in the rest of
the paper, we assume that it is the case. This condition is the non-degeneracy
condition in [Kim and McCann, 2007].

2.3 Second fundamental form and projected connections
Viewing Σ as a submanifold of X × Y leads to natural geometric objects: the
second fundamental form which measures the extrinsic curvature of Σ embedded
inX×Y , and connections on the tangent bundle TΣ as well as the normal bundle
T⊥Σ.

We recall some basic submanifold theory and point to [O’Neill, 1983] for a
reference on the subject. Let ∇̃ denote the Levi-Civita connection on (X×Y, g̃).
Let U , V , N be vector fields on X×Y such that U and V are tangent to Σ and
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N is normal to Σ. Then on Σ the covariant derivative ∇̃UV can be decomposed
into

∇̃UV = ∇UV + h(U, V ), (2.16)

where ∇UV and h(U, V ) denote the orthogonal projections of ∇̃UV onto the
tangent bundle TΣ and the normal bundle T⊥Σ, respectively. Similarly we can
decompose

∇̃UN = −AN (U) +∇⊥UN,

where the shape operator A is valued in TΣ and ∇⊥ is a torsion-free connection
on the normal bundle.

Definition 2.2 (h and H). As defined by Formula (2.16), h is called the second
fundamental form. The mean curvature H is a normal vector field defined as
the trace of h with respect to g.

We list important known results, relevant for the rest of the paper.

Proposition 2.3 ([O’Neill, 1983]). The tangent part ∇UV of ∇̃UV is precisely
the Levi-Civita connection of the induced metric g on Σ.

The second fundamental form is a symmetric bilinear form, which is valued
in the normal bundle T⊥Σ.

The second fundamental form and the shape operator are manifestations of
the same object since they satisfy the identity 〈AN (U), V 〉 = 〈h(U, V ), N〉, where
〈−,−〉 = g̃(−,−).

Let us now derive the expressions of ∇UV , h(U, V ) and ∇⊥UN in our frame-
work.

First we recall that our coordinate representations always refer to objects
valued in the tangent bundle, as described in Notation 2.1. Notably Hktk = H ′

with H ′ = KH and this implies that H = Hknk. Similarly hkijtk = h′(ti, tj)
with h′ = Kh, so that

h(ti, tj) = hkijnk .

In addition, we work more favorably with the purely covariant version

h′(U, V,W ) := 〈Kh(U, V ),W 〉 ,

where W is tangent and 〈−,−〉 = g̃(−,−). In that way the second fundamental
form can be seen as a (scalar) trilinear form on TΣ. In coordinates we have

h′ijk = h′(ti, tj , tk) = 〈h`(ti, tj)t`, tk〉 = h`ijgk`.

Thus we see that the index is lowered using the metric g as usual, and from
now on we systematically drop the prime and write hijk = h`ijgk`. Importantly
we don’t need to worry about the placement of indices because of the following
result, a direct consequence of (2.30) in Lemma 2.10.

Proposition 2.4. h′(U, V,W ) is totally symmetric in U, V,W .
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Translated into the language of information geometry thanks to Wong and
Yang’s article [Wong and Yang, 2022] (see also the discussion at the beginning
of Section 2), h′ seems to be related to the so-called cubic tensor, defined
as the difference of the dual connections and which is known to be symmet-
ric [Amari, 2016]. We note that the cubic tensor seems to remain a bit of a
mysterious quantity. Thus connecting it to the second fundamental form may
be of interest to the information geometry community.

We also record that g̃(ti, tj) = gij (this is by definition) and g̃(ni, nj) = −gij
(this follows from (2.6)). Thus in the basis ((ti)i, (ni)i) the Kim–McCann metric
takes the form (

gij 0
0 −gij

)
.

We now ready to state the main results of this section.

Proposition 2.5. The second fundamental form is given by

hkij =
1

2

(
Γ̃kij −

∂xk

∂yk̄
∂yı̄

∂xi
∂y̄

∂xj
Γ̃k̄ı̄̄ −

∂xk

∂yk̄
∂2yk̄

∂xi∂xj

)
. (2.17)

The mean curvature is
Hk = uijhkij . (2.18)

The Christoffel symbols for the Levi-Civita connection ∇ on Σ are

Γkij =
1

2

(
Γ̃kij +

∂xk

∂yk̄
∂yı̄

∂xi
∂y̄

∂xj
Γ̃k̄ı̄̄ +

∂xk

∂yk̄
∂2yk̄

∂xi∂xj

)
. (2.19)

Proposition 2.6. The involution K is parallel with respect to ∇̃, or in other
words K and ∇̃ commute in the sense that for any vector fields U and V ,
K(∇̃UV ) = ∇̃UK(V ).

In particular the normal connection can be obtained from the tangent con-
nection (Levi-Civita on Σ): if U is tangent, N is normal and V = K(N) then

∇⊥UN = K(∇UV ) . (2.20)

Before proving Prop. 2.5 and 2.6, let us explain how we will use (2.17)
and (2.20). Thanks to (2.20) we can differentiate normal vector fields as if they
were tangent vector fields. In particular because we defined nj = K(tj) we have

∇⊥tinj = ∇ti(Ktj) = K(∇titj) = K(Γkijtk) = Γkijnk .

In other words, the Christoffel symbols for ∇⊥ and ∇ are the same. This
explains our choice of coordinate representation: we can do Ricci calculus as
usual and write formulas such as

∇iHj = ∂iH
j + ΓjikH

k

or
∇`hijk = ∂`hijk − (Γsk`hijs + Γsj`hisk + Γsi`hsjk) .
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As for (2.17), it allows us to express second derivatives of y(x) in terms of h:

∂ijy
k̄ = 2ck̄mhijm − ck̄mcmı̄̄∂iy̄∂jyı̄ + ckm̄cijm̄∂ky

k̄ , (2.21)

where we prefer to work with the (0, 3) version hijm. Summing (2.17) and (2.19)
and we also obtain

Γkij = Γ̃kij − hkij = ckm̄cijm̄ − hkij . (2.22)

Proof of Prop. 2.5. Let U and V be two vector fields on X×Y that are tangent
to Σ. We have

∇̃UV = U i∇̃ei(V jej + V ̄e̄) + U ı̄∇̃eı̄(V jej + V ̄e̄)

= U i∂iV
jej + U iV jΓ̃kijek + U i∂iV

̄e̄

+ U ı̄∂ı̄V
jej + U ı̄∂ı̄V

̄e̄ + U ı̄V ̄Γ̃k̄̄ı̄ek̄ .

Since U and V are tangent to Σ we have U ı̄ = ∂iy
ı̄U i and V ̄ = ∂jy

̄V j by (2.13).
Thus

U i∂iV
j + U ı̄∂ı̄V

j = U i∂i{V j(x, y(x))} .
Moreover using (2.13) twice we write

U i∂iV
̄ + U ı̄∂ı̄V

̄ = U i∂i{V ̄(x, y(x))} = U i∂i{∂jy̄(x)V ̄(x, y(x))}

=
∂y̄

∂xj
U i∂i{V j(x, y(x))}+ U iV j

∂2y̄

∂xi∂xj
.

Grouping terms we deduce that

∇̃UV = U i∂i{V j(x, y(x))}tj + U iV j
∂2yk̄

∂xi∂xj
ek̄ + U iV jΓ̃kijek + U ı̄V ̄Γ̃k̄ı̄̄ek̄ .

By using (2.12) we can express each term in the frame (ti, nj) and match against
the desired expression

∇̃UV = U i∂i{V j(x, y(x))}tj + U iV jΓkijtk + U iV jhkijnk .

This gives (2.17) and (2.19). As for (2.18) it directly follows from (2.15).

Proof of Prop. 2.6. The commuting propertyK(∇̃UV ) = ∇̃UK(V ) can be checked
directly. Take U = ei and V = vej for a scalar function v. Then KV = V and

∇̃UV = ∂iv
jej + vΓ̃kijek .

Therefore K(∇̃UV ) = ∇̃UV .
When V = ve̄, we have KV = −V and

∇̃UV = ∂iv
je̄ + 0 .

Therefore K(∇̃UV ) = −∇̃UV . A similar argument works for U = eı̄.
Formula (2.20) then follows since ∇⊥UN is the normal component of ∇̃UN =

K(∇̃UV ) = K(∇UV + h(U, V )) whose normal component is K(∇UV ) since K
maps TΣ to T⊥Σ and vice versa.
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2.4 Curvatures: the Gauss equation
The Gauss equation relates several intrinsic and extrinsic curvatures of the em-
bedded manifold Σ. First let us define the curvature tensor intrinsic to Σ,

R(U, V )W = ∇V∇UW −∇U∇VW −∇[V,U ]W . (2.23)

Note that it follows the same sign convention as (2.9). The Gauss equation
is [O’Neill, 1983]

〈R̃(U, V )W,Z〉 = 〈R(U, V )W,Z〉+ 〈h(U,Z), h(V,W )〉 − 〈h(V,Z), h(U,W )〉 ,
(2.24)

where U, V,W,Z are any tangent vectors and 〈−,−〉 = g̃(−,−). In coordinates
we obtain the following result.

Lemma 2.7 (Gauss equation). We have

R̃i̄k̄`∂jy
̄∂ky

k̄ + R̃i̄k ¯̀∂jy
̄∂`y

¯̀
+ R̃ı̄jk̄`∂iy

ı̄∂ky
k̄ + R̃ı̄jk ¯̀∂iy

ı̄∂`y
¯̀

= Rijk` + hikshj`tu
st − hi`shjktust . (2.25)

Contracting twice leads to the formula

R̃i̄k ¯̀uiku̄
¯̀

= −1

8
R̃+

1

2
R− 1

2
〈H,H〉+

1

2
〈h, h〉 . (2.26)

Proof. In formula (2.24) choose U = ti, V = tj ,W = tk, Z = t`. Then writing
ti = ei + ∂iy

ı̄eı̄ and similarly for tj , tk and t` we have

〈R̃(ti, tj , tk), t`〉 = R̃i̄k̄`∂jy
̄∂ky

k̄+R̃i̄k ¯̀∂jy
̄∂`y

¯̀
+R̃ı̄jk̄`∂iy

ı̄∂ky
k̄+R̃ı̄jk ¯̀∂iy

ı̄∂`y
¯̀
.

As for the right-hand side of (2.24), we have

〈h(U,Z), h(V,W )〉 = 〈hsi`ns, htjknt〉 = hsi`h
t
jk〈ns, nt〉 = −hsi`htjkust .

Lowering indices and repeating the argument for 〈h(V,Z), h(U,W )〉 leads to (2.25).
Next we perform the contraction by mutliplying by uikuj`. In the left-hand

side of (2.25) we obtain

cik̄c̄`R̃i̄k̄` + uiku̄
¯̀
R̃i̄k ¯̀ + uı̄k̄uj`R̃ı̄jk̄` + cı̄kcj

¯̀
R̃ı̄jk ¯̀

= 2uiku̄
¯̀
R̃i̄k ¯̀ + 2cik̄c̄`R̃i̄k̄` = 2uiku̄

¯̀
R̃i̄k ¯̀ +

1

4
R̃ ,

using the symmetries of R̃ and (2.11). The right-hand side of (2.25) becomes

R+HsHtu
st − hi`shjktustuikuj` = R− 〈H,H〉+ 〈h, h〉.

We recall that the minus sign in front of the brackets occurs because 〈ns, nt〉 =
−ust. An alternative point of view is that following the convention outlined
in Notation 2.1, Hs describes here H ′ = HK, and HsHtu

st = 〈KH,KH〉 =
〈−KKH,H〉 = −〈H,H〉. Similarly 〈Kh,Kh〉 = −〈h, h〉.

15



2.5 Various formulas
We collect below useful formulas for our geometric Laplace expansion.

Lemma 2.8 (Laplacian on X × Y ). Let f(x, y) be a scalar function. The
Laplacian of f with respect to g̃ is

∆̃f = −4cı̄j∂ı̄jf . (2.27)

Proof. The standard formula for the Hessian in coordinates is

∇̃2f(eα, eβ) = ∂αβf − Γ̃γαβ∂γf ,

where Greek letters α, β, . . . denote either barred or unbarred indices. By (2.8),

[∇̃2f ] =

(
∂ijf − Γ̃kij∂kf ∂i̄f

∂ı̄jf ∂ı̄̄f − Γ̃k̄ı̄̄∂k̄f

)
.

Contracting against the inverse of the Kim–McCann metric
(

0 −2ci̄

−2cı̄j 0

)
gives us (2.27).

Lemma 2.9 (Derivatives of m̃). On X × Y we have the formulas

∂im̃ = cjk̄cijk̄ m̃ , (2.28)

and
∂ijm̃ =

(
ck

¯̀
cijk ¯̀− ckn̄c¯̀mcik ¯̀cjmn̄ + ck

¯̀
cmn̄cik ¯̀cjmn̄

)
m̃ . (2.29)

Proof. The derivative of the determinant is given by the formula ∂α log |det g̃βγ | =
g̃βγ∂αg̃βγ , which yields the formula giving the derivative of the metric volume
form standard in semi-Riemannian geometry

∂i log m̃ = Γ̃jij .

Note that here m̃ is equal to the volume form up to a multiplicative constant
and thus satisfies the same formula. This gives us (2.28).

Formula (2.29) follows from (2.28) by taking a derivative.

Lemma 2.10 (Derivatives of u). On Σ we have the formulas

uijk = −2hijk − (cı̄jk∂iy
ı̄ + ci̄k∂jy

̄ + cijk̄∂ky
k̄) , (2.30)

and

uijk` = −2∂`hijk − (cı̄jk ¯̀∂iy
ı̄ + ci̄k ¯̀∂jy

̄ + cijk̄ ¯̀∂ky
k̄) ∂`y

¯̀

− (cı̄jk`∂iy
ı̄ + ci̄k`∂jy

̄ + cijk̄`∂ky
k̄ + cijk ¯̀∂`y

¯̀
)

+ ∂`y
¯̀
cs̄t(cı̄¯̀tcjks̄∂iy

ı̄ + ciks̄c̄¯̀t∂jy
̄ + cijs̄ck̄ ¯̀t∂ky

k̄)

+ us̄t̄(cijs̄ck`t̄ + ciks̄cj`t̄ + ci`s̄cjkt̄)− 2cs̄t(cijs̄hk`t + ciks̄hj`t + cjks̄hi`t) .
(2.31)
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Proof. When (x, y) ∈ Σ we have the relation

uij(x, y) = −ci̄(x, y)∂jy
̄(x) ,

see (2.14). Differentiating both sides in the direction tk, i.e. applying the
operator ∇̃tk = ∂k + ∂ky

k̄∂k̄, we obtain in the left-hand side uijk + ∂ky
k̄uijk̄.

Since u and c only differ by functions of x only and y only their mixed derivatives
always agree, so uijk̄ = cijk̄. In the right-hand side we obtain various derivatives
of c and y(x) and we use (2.21) to substitute second derivatives of the map y(x).
This leads to (2.30). Doing the same process again, we differentiate (2.30) in
direction t`. In the left-hand side we obtain uijk` + ∂`y

¯̀
cijk ¯̀ and in the right-

hand side we obtain derivatives of various quantities. We systematically replace
second derivatives of y(x) by h quantities thanks to (2.21).

For completeness we also verified formulas (2.30) and (2.31) using the sym-
bolic algebra program Cadabra [Peeters, 2007a, Peeters, 2018, Peeters, 2007b]
which specializes in symbolic tensor computations.1

Let f(x, y) be a scalar function. The gradient of f with respect to g̃ is the
vector field G̃ defined by g̃(G̃, U) = ∇̃Uf for any vector field U . On Σ, we can
decompose

G̃ = G+N ,

where G and N are tangent and normal vector fields, respectively. Following
our convention to only work with coordinates on TΣ we then define N ′ = KN .
G and N ′ are expressed in coordinates as

G = Giti, N ′ = N iti.

We also note that G is the gradient of f on (Σ, g). Sometimes, when the
distinction between vectors and covectors is not so important we write

∇̃f = G̃, ∇f = G and ∇Nf = N. (2.32)

Lemma 2.11 (Derivatives of f). On Σ we have the formulas

∂if =
1

2
Gi −

1

2
Ni (2.33)

and
∂ijf = −∂ı̄jf∂iyı̄ +

1

2
∂iGj −

1

2
∂iNj . (2.34)

Proof. For any vector field U , ∇̃Uf = 〈G + N,U〉, denoting 〈−,−〉 = g̃(−,−).
Taking U = ei, we have

∂if = ∇̃eif = 〈G, ei〉+ 〈KN ′, ei〉 = 〈G, ei〉 − 〈N ′,Kei〉 .
1Code available at https://github.com/flavienleger/geometric-laplace.
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Note that Kei = ei. Also in the basis (t, n) we have ei = 1
2 (ti + ni) and since

G and N ′ are tangent,

〈G, ei〉 − 〈N ′,Kei〉 = 〈G, 1

2
ti〉 − 〈N ′,

1

2
ti〉 .

We deduce that

∂if =
1

2
Gj〈tj , ti〉 −

1

2
N j〈tj , ti〉 =

1

2
Gjgij −

1

2
N jgij .

This proves (2.33).
To obtain (2.34), we keep in mind that in formula (2.33) the quantity ∂if

is a function of (x, y) while Gi and Ni are functions of x (they are only defined
on Σ and read through the embedding x 7→ y(x)). Therefore (2.33) should be
understood as

∂if(x, y(x)) =
1

2
Gi(x)− 1

2
Ni(x) .

Differentiating with respect to xj leads to the desired result, after switching
indices i, j.

3 Geometric Laplace expansion

3.1 The main result
Let X and Y be two domains of Rd and let u be a nonnegative function on
the product space X × Y , such that (X,Y, u) satisfies Assumption 3.1 below.
The Kim–McCann geometry induced by u provides the following structures: a
pseudo-Riemannian metric g̃ over X × Y equipped with a special mapping K
called a para-complex structure, and a submanifold theory for the vanishing set
of u. This material is presented in Section 2.

We note that the Euclidean structure of X and Y inherited from Rd plays in
itself no role in our geometric framework. Thus X and Y could be more general
d-dimensional smooth manifolds.

From the Kim–McCann pseudo-metric can be derived a number of geometric
quantities which appear in our Laplace formula. They are defined in Section 2
and listed in Table 3.1.

Assumption 3.1 (Assumptions on X,Y, u).

(i) X and Y are open subsets of Rd with smooth boundaries or no boundaries
and u is a nonnegative measurable function over X × Y .

(ii) The vanishing set Σ = {(x, y) ∈ X×Y : u(x, y) = 0} is the graph (x, y(x))
of a map y : X → Y which is a C3-diffeomorphism onto its image.

(iii) There exists δ > 0 such that Y contains the ball B(y(x), δ) for all x ∈ X.
We then define a tubular neighborhood of Σ,

Σδ := {(x, y′) ∈ X × Y : y′ ∈ B(y(x), δ)}.
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Quantity Defined by...
On X × Y g̃ (2.1)

K (2.5)
m̃ (2.7)
∇̃ Levi-Civita connection
∆̃ (2.27)
R̃ (2.11)

On Σ R (2.23)
h (2.16)
H (2.18)

∇f,∇Nf (2.32)

Table 1: Geometric quantities

(iv) u ∈ C6(Σδ).

(v) There exists λ > 0 such that

u(x, y′) ≥ λ

2
|y′ − y(x)|2 for all (x, y′) ∈ Σδ,

u(x, y′) ≥ λ

2
δ2 for all (x, y′) ∈ (X×Y ) \ Σδ.

Here |·| denotes the Euclidean norm in Y .

Let us make a few comments on these assumptions. About (i), note that
the boundaries of X and Σ are in a one-to-one correspondance via the map
y(x). We ask for Σ to have a smooth boundary since the Laplace formula (3.1)
contains a boundary term integrated over ∂Σ. As for Y , it doesn’t in fact need
to have a smooth boundary.

In (ii), we only ask for the map y(x) to be a diffeomorphism onto its image.
Indeed we should have the freedom to extend the space Y if we so wish (while
keeping X fixed), since in the Laplace method only the neighborhood of the
points y(x) really plays a role.

Finally, (iii), (iv) and (v) are roughly the counterparts of Assumption 4.2(ii),
(iii) and (iv) respectively.

Before we state our main result, we define the norm

‖r‖L1
xW

4,∞
y (Σδ)

=

∫
X

∫
Y

‖r(x, ·)‖W 4,∞(B(y(x),δ))dx,

where W 4,∞ stands for the usual Sobolev space.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that X, Y and u satisfy Assumption 3.1 and let r ∈
L1
xW

4,∞
y (Σδ)∩L1(X×Y ). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all
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ε > 0,∫∫
X×Y

e−u(x,y)/ε

(2πε)d/2
dr(x, y) =

∫
Σ

fdm+

ε

∫
Σ

[
− 1

8
∆̃f +

1

4
∇̃Hf + f

( 3

32
R̃− 1

8
R+

1

24
〈h, h〉 − 1

8
〈H,H〉

)]
dm

+ ε

∫
∂Σ

1

4
〈∇f −K∇Nf + fKH, ν〉 dσ + ε2R(ε), (3.1)

with f := dr/dm̃ and with

|R(ε)| ≤ C
(
‖r‖L1

xW
4,∞
y (Σδ)

+ ‖r‖L1(X×Y )

)
.

The constant C depends on λ, δ, d and ‖Dku‖L∞(Σδ) for 3 ≤ k ≤ 6. In the
boundary term, ν is the outer normal and σ is the volume form induced by g on
∂Σ.

In (3.1), r should be seen as a test function, i.e. a smooth function we
integrate against in order to understand e−u(x,y)/ε. Geometrically r is a volume
form over X×Y , which is why we write it as dr(x, y). Then on the right-
hand side, f is a scalar function defined as the ratio of two 2d-forms (2d is the
dimension of X×Y ). Observe that f and its derivatives only play a role on Σ.
Therefore we only need to define f on the tubular neighborhood Σδ. Since u is
C6 on Σδ, the quantity m̃ = |detD2

xyu| is well-defined on Σδ and thus so is f .
The geometric quantities that appear in (3.1) can be looked up in Table 3.1.
The brackets 〈−,−〉 denote the pseudo metric g̃(−,−). Since g̃ is a non-

degenerate bilinear form it extends to tensors of any given type, and can there-
fore be applied to h.

Remark 3.1. Formula (3.1) suggests that u not only induces the Kim–McCann
metric but also the volume form denoted by m̃, which appears in the definition
of f ; these two natural objects being only needed in the neighborhood of Σ. In
particular, the measure e−u(x,y)/εdm̃(x, y) is defined without any reference to
the volume form chosen in the Laplace formula and it can be integrated against
the function f .

A convergence of measures. Writing r = fm̃ and viewing f as a scalar test
function, Theorem 3.1 can be interpreted as the measure µε := (2πε)−d/2e−u/εm̃
converging towards a distribution concentrated on Σ. More precisely,

1

ε

{
µε −mδΣ − ε

[
− 1

8
∆̃ +

1

4
∇̃H +

(
curvatures

)]
mδΣ

}
→ 0,

as ε → 0, where δΣ denotes the Dirac measure supported on Σ. The above
convergence certainly holds in the sense of distribution (i.e. against smooth test
functions with compact support). In view of the remainder term R(ε) it also
holds in a certain dual Sobolev space that we don’t wish to make explicit.
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When f = 1, i.e. r = m̃, in the right-hand side of (3.1) the ε term sim-
plifies into a mix of intrinsic and extrinsic curvature terms. These terms are
strongly reminiscent of the second variation formula, which describes how the
volume of a family of submanifolds Σt changes around Σ := Σ0 (see for in-
stance [Simons, 1968]). Note that the volume of Σt is the total mass of the
measure δΣt and that the left-hand side of (3.1) is the total mass of µε (assum-
ing r = m̃). Thus our result could be understood as a variation formula around
Σ, but where the variation of Σ consists of smoothed out measures µε instead
of neighboring surfaces Σt.

3.2 Proof of the main result
Proof of Theorem 3.1. Write r(x, y) = f(x, y)m̃(x, y) and let

I(ε) =

∫
X

∫
Y

e−u(x,y)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r(x, y) dxdy.

In order to obtain a Laplace expansion of I(ε), we proceed for each x ∈ X to
do the Laplace expansion of

∫
Y
e−u(x,y)/ε

(2πε)d/2 r(x, y) dy, using Corollary 4.2.

Here comes a small notational problem:
∫
Y
e−u(x,y)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r(x, y) dy is an integral

over y, while Corollary 4.2 uses x. We prefer to keep the same variable since that
also impacts how we write derivatives, with y derivatives using barred indices
and x derivatives using unbarred indices. Therefore for the entirety of this proof,
we switch the roles of X and Y . Assumption 3.1 is adjusted as follows: (ii) Σ

is the graph of a function x(y) and (v) u(x′, y) ≥ λ
2 |x
′ − x(y)|2.

We therefore freeze y ∈ Y and do the Laplace expansion of
∫
X
e−u(x,y)/ε

(2πε)d/2 r(x, y) dx.
The various assumptions put in place in Assumption 3.1 directly correspond to
the needed Assumption 4.2 to apply Corollary 4.2. In particular note that x(y) is
the unique minimizer of x′ 7→ u(x′, y) and it corresponds to x∗ in Corollary 4.2.

Combining the obtained expansions for each y we have

I(ε) =

∫
Y

( 1√
det[uij(x(y), y)]

[
r + ε

(1

2
uij∂ijr −

1

2
ujk`u

ijuk`∂ir

+
1

8
ruijku`mnu

ijuk`umn +
1

12
ruijku`mnu

i`ujmukn

− 1

8
ruijk`u

ijuk`
)]

(x(y),y)
+ ε2R(ε, y)

)
dy,

where R a priori depends on y and satisfies the bound

|R(ε, y)| ≤ C ‖r(·, y)‖W 4,∞(B(x(y),δ)) + ‖r(·, y)‖L1(X).

C depends on d, λ, δ and ‖Dk
xu(·, y)‖L∞(B(x(y),δ)) for 3 ≤ k ≤ 6, which we

further bound by ‖Dku‖L∞(Σδ) which does not depend on y. We expand the
brackets and break down

I(ε) =: I0 + εI1 + ε2I2(ε).
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We interpret I0 + εI1 as an integral over Σ parametrized by Y via y 7→
(x(y), y). In order to reveal the volume form m̄ =

√
det[uı̄̄] induced by the

Riemannian metric in y coordinates, we take determinants in the identity uij =
ci̄cı̄ju

ı̄̄ to obtain
1√

det[uij ]
=
m̄

m̃
·

Therefore

I0 + εI1 =

∫
Σ

[ r
m̃

+ ε
1

m̃

(1

2
uij∂ijr −

1

2
ujk`u

ijuk`∂ir +
1

8
ruijku`mnu

ijuk`umn

+
1

12
ruijku`mnu

i`ujmukn − 1

8
ruijk`u

ijuk`
)]
dm.

Note that we slightly abused notation by writing m̄ for the “coordinate expres-
sion” m̄(y)dy and m for the more abstract geometric volume form on Σ.

Term I0. Since r = fm̃ we have

I0 =

∫
Σ

f dm.

Term I1. Let us now simplify

I1 =

∫
Σ

(1

2
uij

∂ij(fm̃)

m̃
− 1

2
ujk`u

ijuk`
∂i(fm̃)

m̃
+

1

8
fuijku`mnu

ijuk`umn +
1

12
fuijku`mnu

i`ujmukn

− 1

8
fuijk`u

ijuk`
)
dm,

which we write as
I1 =:

∫
Σ

Ldm.

We want to express L using only geometric objects (metric, covariant derivative,
curvature), either intrinsic and extrinsic to Σ. We break down L into

L1 =
1

2
uij

∂ij(fm̃)

m̃
,

L2 = −1

2
ujk`u

ijuk`
∂i(fm̃)

m̃
,

L3 =
1

8
fuijku`mnu

ijuk`umn,

L4 =
1

12
fuijku`mnu

i`ujmukn,

L5 = −1

8
fuijk`u

ijuk`,
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so that L = L1 + L2 + L3 + L4 + L5.
We compute each of these five terms using tedious but straightforward com-

putations. Since some of the formulas involved can become lengthy we have
also checked them using the symbolic algebra program Cadabra [Peeters, 2007a,
Peeters, 2018, Peeters, 2007b] which specializes in symbolic tensor computa-
tions.2

Using the product rule where necessary, we replace the quantities ∂ijf , ∂if ,
∂ijm̃, ∂im̃, uijk, uijk` by their expressions in formulas (2.34), (2.33), (2.29),
(2.28), (2.30) and (2.31). We obtain after simplification the following expres-
sions.

L1 =
1

4
uij∂iGj −

1

4
uij∂iNj +

1

2
ci̄∂i̄f +

1

2
cı̄juk`cı̄jkG` −

1

2
cı̄juk`cı̄jkN`

+ f
(1

2
cı̄juk`cı̄jk` +

1

2
cik̄cmn̄uj`cijk̄c`mn̄ −

1

2
cin̄ck̄muj`cijk̄c`mn̄

)
.

L2 =
(
− 1

4
cı̄`ujkcı̄jk −

1

2
cı̄juk`cı̄jk +

1

2
uijuk`hijk

)
(G` −N`)

+ f
(
cik̄uj`umncijk̄h`mn − cik̄cmn̄uj`cijk̄c`mn̄ −

1

2
cin̄cjk̄u`mcijk̄c`mn̄

)
.

L3 = f
(1

2
cik̄cjn̄u`mcijk̄c`mn̄ +

1

2
cjk̄cmn̄ui`cijk̄c`mn̄ +

1

8
uiju`muk̄n̄cijk̄c`mn̄

− cjk̄ui`umncijk̄h`mn −
1

2
ck̄`uijumncijk̄h`mn +

1

2
uijuk`umnhijkh`mn

)
.

L4 = f
(1

2
cjn̄ck̄mui`cijk̄c`mn̄+

1

4
ui`ujmuk̄n̄cijk̄c`mn̄−ck̄nui`ujmcijk̄h`mn+

1

3
ui`ujmuknhijkh`mn

)
.

L5 = f
(1

4
uijuk`∂ihjk` +

1

4
ci̄ck

¯̀
ci̄k ¯̀−

1

2
cı̄juk`cı̄jk` +

1

8
uijuk̄

¯̀
cijk̄ ¯̀

−1

4
ci

¯̀
cjm̄ck̄ncijk̄c¯̀m̄n−

1

8
ck̄`uijum̄n̄cijk̄c`m̄n̄−

1

8
uijuk̄

¯̀
umncijk̄c¯̀mn−

1

4
ui`ujmuk̄n̄cijk̄c`mn̄

+
1

4
ck̄`uijumncijk̄h`mn +

1

2
cı̄`ujmukncı̄jkh`mn

)
.

Summing L1 through L5, many terms cancel out and after simplification we
2Code available at https://github.com/flavienleger/geometric-laplace.
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are left with

L =
1

4
uij∂iGj−

1

4
uij∂iNj+

1

2
ci̄∂i̄f−

1

4
ck̄`uijcijk̄G`+

1

2
Gihjklu

ijukl+
1

4
Nic

i̄uk`c̄k`

−1

2
Nihjklu

ijukl+f

(
1

4
∂ihjklu

ijukl +
1

4
ci̄ck

¯̀
ci̄k ¯̀ +

1

8
uiku̄

¯̀
ci̄k ¯̀−

1

4
ciı̄cj̄ckk̄cijk̄cı̄̄k

−1

8
ciı̄ci̄k̄cı̄jku

jku̄k̄−1

4
ciı̄cı̄jkhilmu

jkulm−1

2
ciı̄cı̄jkhilmu

jlukm+
1

2
hijkhlmnu

ijuklumn

+
1

3
hijkhlmnu

ilujmukn
)
.

We now replace the partial derivatives ∂iGj , ∂iNj , ∂ihjk` with covariant
derivatives. Importantly recall our convention outlined in Notation 2.1: coor-
dinate expressions always represent quantities in the frame (ti), thus G = Giti
since G is a tangent vector field to begin with, N iti = KN since N is a normal
vector field and hkijtk = Kh(ti, tj). We adopt the classical index notation where
in an expression such as ∇iGj , the covariant derivative is applied first and then
the resulting oject is evaluated at (ti, tj). We therefore have

∇iGj = ∂iGj − ΓkijGk.

The Christoffel symbols Γkij can be expressed in terms of c and h by (2.22) which
leads to

∂iGj = ∇iGj + ckm̄cijm̄Gk + uk`hij`Gk.

A similar formula holds for N and for h it takes the form

∂`hijk = ∇`hijk + cı̄mci`ı̄hjkm + cı̄mcj`ı̄hikm + cı̄mck`ı̄hijm

− hijmhk`numn − hikmhj`numn − hi`mhjknumn.

We also recognize within L the expression of the curvature tensor R̃ (2.10). We
obtain after simplification

L =
1

4
∇iGjuij−

1

4
∇iNjuij+

1

2
ci̄∂i̄f+

1

4
Gihjklu

ijukl−1

4
Nihjklu

ijukl−1

2
ci̄ck

¯̀
R̃i̄k ¯̀f

−1

4
uiku̄

¯̀
R̃i̄k ¯̀f+

1

4
∇ihjk`fuijukl+

1

4
fhijkh`mnu

ijuk`umn−1

6
fhijkh`mnu

i`ujmukn.

Here we can recognize several geometric quantities. First recall that the diver-
gence of a tensor is the trace of its covariant derivative. So for a vector field
V = V iti we have

div V = ∇iV i = ∇i(Vjuij) = (∇iVj)uij .

Note that since the metric is compatible with the connection, traces can be
taken inside or outside the covariant derivative and there is no ambiguity in
writing div V = ∇iVjuij .
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In the expression of L we recognize ∇iGjuij = divG. For N it is the same
but recall that N iti = KN , thus ∇iNjuij = div(KN). Finally ∇ihjk`uijuk` =
∇i(hjk`uk`)uij = ∇iHju

ij = div(KH).
We also recognize the X × Y Laplacian ci̄∂i̄f = − 1

4∆̃f (see Lemma 2.8),
and the scalar curvature R̃ = 8c̄lcik̄R̃i̄k̄l. We obtain

L =
1

4
div(G)− 1

4
div(KN)− 1

8
∆̃f +

1

4
〈G,KH〉 − 1

4
〈KN,KH〉+

1

16
fR̃

− 1

4
uiku̄

¯̀
R̃i̄k ¯̀f +

1

4
div(KH)f +

1

4
〈KH,KH〉f − 1

6
〈Kh,Kh〉.

We combine 1
4 〈G,KH〉 + 1

4 div(KH)f = 1
4 div(fKH), simplify some K’s, and

obtain

L =
1

4
div(G)− 1

4
div(KN)− 1

8
∆̃f +

1

4
div(fKH) +

1

4
〈N,H〉+

1

16
fR̃

− 1

4
uiku̄

¯̀
R̃i̄k ¯̀f −

1

4
〈H,H〉f +

1

6
〈h, h〉.

Finally for the quantity uiku̄¯̀R̃i̄k ¯̀ we use the Gauss equation (Lemma 2.7).
We obtain L written purely in terms of geometric quantities,

L = −1

8
∆̃f +

1

4
∇̃Hf + f

(
− 1

8
R+

3

32
R̃− 1

8
〈H,H〉+

1

24
〈h, h〉

)
+

1

4
div(∇f −KN + fKH).

Integrating over Σ, the divergence gives us boundary terms and we obtain

I1 =

∫
Σ

[
− 1

8
∆̃f +

1

4
∇̃Hf + f

(
− 1

8
R+

3

32
R̃− 1

8
〈H,H〉+

1

24
〈h, h〉

)]
dm

+

∫
∂Σ

1

4
〈∇f −KN + fKH, ν〉dσ.

Here ν is the outer normal and σ is the volume form induced by g on ∂Σ.

Term I2. We have

|I2(ε)| ≤
∫
Y

|R(ε, y)| dy ≤ C
∫
Y

‖r(·, y)‖W 4,∞(B(x(y),δ)) + ‖r(·, y)‖L1(X),

which we write as |I2(ε)| ≤ C(‖r‖L1
yW

4,∞
x (Σδ)

+ ‖r‖L1(X×Y )).

4 Laplace method with quantitative remainder

4.1 Statement of the result
Recall that the classical Laplace method consists in studying the behavior as
ε→ 0+ of the integral ∫

Rd
e−u(x)/ε r(x)dx .
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In this section we prove a Laplace formula with explicit zeroth- and first-order
terms and a quantitative remainder.

First let us introduce some notations. When f is a function defined over Rd,
the “norm of its kth derivative” is defined as

|Dkf | :=
∑
α

|∂α1
1 ∂α2

2 . . . ∂αdd f |,

where the sum runs over all multi-indices α such that α1 + α2 + · · · + αd = k.
We also denote

|D≤kf | :=
k∑
j=0

|Djf |. (4.1)

For a fixed x ∈ Rd, the Taylor remainder of f about x is defined as the function

Rnf(z) = f(x+ z)−
n−1∑
k=0

1

k!
∂i1...ikf(x) zi1 . . . zik , (4.2)

for n ≥ 1. Here zi denotes the ith component of z, the indices ij run from 1
to d and following the Einstein summation convention the sum over i1, . . . , ik is
not explicitly written.

We set G(z) = (2π)−d/2e−
1
2 |z|

2

and define

Gτ (z) = τ−d/2G(z/
√
τ),

whenever τ > 0. We also introduce the convolution kernel

K(z) =
e−|z|

2/4

|z|d−1
,

and set for any τ > 0,
Kτ (z) = τ−d/2K(z/

√
τ). (4.3)

Note that K ∈ L1(Rd) and that ‖Kτ‖L1 = ‖K‖L1 .
We are now ready to state our quantitative version of the Laplace expansion

at first order, although the strategy of the proof easily supports the extension
to higher orders. We initially consider the following assumptions on u (but see
Assumption 4.2 and Corollary 4.2 below):

Assumption 4.1.

(i) u ∈ C6(Rd) and |Dku| ∈ L∞(Rd) for 3 ≤ k ≤ 6.

(ii) There exist λ > 0 and a point x∗ ∈ Rd such that u(x∗) = 0 and

u(x) ≥ λ

2
|x− x∗|2 .
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Note that (ii) implies that u(x) ≥ 0 and that u attains its minimum value 0
at a unique point, x∗.

Theorem 4.1. Let u be a function satisfying Assumption 4.1 and let r ∈
C4(Rd). Then there exists C > 0 such that for all ε > 0,∫

Rd

e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r(x)dx =

1√
det[uij ]

[
r + ε

(1

2
uij∂ijr −

1

2
ujk`u

ijuk`∂ir +
1

8
r uijku`mnu

ijuk`umn

+
1

12
r uijku`mnu

i`ujmukn − 1

8
r uijk`u

ijuk`
)]

+ ε2R(ε) ,

where the right-hand side is evaluated at x = x∗, and where

|R(ε)| ≤ C
[
|D≤2r|(x∗) + (Kε/λ∗|D≤4r|)(x∗)

]
.

The constant C only depends on d, λ and ‖Dku‖L∞(Rd) for 3 ≤ k ≤ 6. The
quantity |D≤4r| is defined by (4.1) and Kε/λ is defined by (4.3).

Remark 4.1. In particular if r ∈ W 4,∞(Rd), where W 4,∞(Rd) stands for the
usual Sobolev space of functions with four derivatives in L∞, then the remainder
can be taken independent of ε,

|R(ε)| ≤ C‖r‖W 4,∞(Rd) . (4.4)

We now proceed to localize Theorem 4.1. Indeed when doing a Laplace ex-
pansion, we expect that the regularity and the behavior of the various quantities
at play should mostly matter on a neighborhood of the minimizer x∗. We there-
fore fix an open subset X ⊂ Rd and consider functions u and r defined over X.
In the following assumptions, B(x∗, δ) denotes the ball of radius δ and center
x∗ and |·| denotes the Euclidean norm of Rd.

Assumption 4.2 (Assumptions on X and u).

(i) u is a measurable function over X, u ≥ 0 and there exists x∗ ∈ X such
that u(x∗) = 0.

(ii) There exists δ > 0 such that B := B(x∗, δ) ⊂ X.

(iii) u ∈ C6(B).

(iv) There exists λ > 0 such that

u(x) ≥ λ

2
|x− x∗|2 for all x ∈ B,

u(x) ≥ λ

2
δ2 for all x ∈ X \B.
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Assumption 4.2(iv) can be replaced by demanding that D2u(x∗) ≥ λId and
that u be bounded below by a strictly positive constant outside of B (this
constant is taken here as λ

2 δ
2 but its precise value matters little).

We now state a local version of Theorem 4.1 taking r ∈ W 4,∞(X) ∩ L1(X)
for simplicity.

Corollary 4.2. Let u be a function satisfying Assumption 4.2 and let r ∈
W 4,∞(B) ∩ L1(X). Then there exists C > 0 such that for all ε > 0,∫

X

e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r(x)dx =

1√
det[uij ]

[
r + ε

(1

2
uij∂ijr −

1

2
ujk`u

ijuk`∂ir +
1

8
r uijku`mnu

ijuk`umn

+
1

12
r uijku`mnu

i`ujmukn − 1

8
r uijk`u

ijuk`
)]

+ ε2R(ε) ,

where the right-hand side is evaluated at x = x∗, and where

|R(ε)| ≤ C
[
‖r‖W 4,∞(B) + ‖r‖L1(X)] .

The constant C depends on d, λ, δ and ‖Dku‖L∞(B) for 3 ≤ k ≤ 6.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.1
We start with a lemma providing upper bounds on certain types of Gaussian
integrals of Rnf in terms of the norm of the nth derivative of f .

Lemma 4.3. There exists a constant C = C(d, n, k) such that∫
Rd
|z|k|Rnf(z)|Gτ (z)dz ≤ C τ

k+n
2 (Kτ ∗ |Dnf |)(x) ,

for any τ > 0 and any integers k ≥ 0 and n ≥ 1.

Proof. By the Taylor remainder theorem applied to s 7→ f(x+ sz) we have

Rnf(z) =

∫ 1

0

(1− s)n−1

(n− 1)!
∂i1...inf(x+ sz)zi1 . . . zin ds .

By Jensen’s inequality,

|Rnf |(z) ≤
∫ 1

0

1

(n− 1)!
(1− s)n−1|Dnf |(x+ sz)|z|n ds ,

and we further bound (1− s)n−1 by 1. Therefore∫
Rd
|z|k|Rnf(z)|Gτ (z)dz ≤

∫
Rd

∫ 1

0

1

(n− 1)!
|Dnf |(x+ sz)|z|k+n

Gτ (z) dsdz .
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Doing sequentially the following changes of variables z ← sz and s← |z|
s
√
τ
, the

right-hand side becomes∫
Rd

1

(n− 1)!
|Dnf |(x+ z)

τ
k+n−1

2

|z|d−1

∫ ∞
|z|/
√
τ

sk+n+d−2 e
−s2/2

(2π)d/2
ds dz .

Write now e−s
2/2 = e−s

2/4e−s
2/4 ≤ e−|z|2/4τe−s2/4 when s ≥ |z|/

√
τ , and bound

the s integral by the integral over (0,∞). This results in∫
Rd
|z|k|Rnf(z)|Gτ (z)dz ≤ 1

(n− 1)!

∫ ∞
0

sk+n+d−2 e
−s2/4

(2π)d/2
ds∫

Rd
|Dnf |(x+ z)τ

k+n
2 Kτ (z) dz.

We obtain the desired result with the constant C(d, n, k) =
∫∞

0
sk+n+d−2 e−s

2/4

(2π)d/2 ds,
finite since k + n+ d− 2 ≥ 0.

We will also compute explicitly certain Gaussian moments. We therefore
recall Isserlis’ formula (see [McCullagh, 1987] which also contains an application
to a formal Laplace expansion).

Lemma 4.4 (Isserlis’ formula). Let

pε(z) =
√

det[uij(x∗)]
e−

1
2εuij(x∗)z

izj

(2πε)d/2

be the Gaussian density with zero mean and covariance matrix [εuij(x∗)], and
fix indices 1 ≤ ik ≤ d for k = 1, . . . , 2n. Then∫

Rd
zi1 . . . zi2n pε(z)dz = εn

∑
P

∏
{a,b}∈P

uiaib(x∗) ,

where the sum runs over all the partitions P of {1, . . . , 2n} into pairs {a, b}.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let U be the class of functions u satisfying Assump-
tion 4.1. It is easy to check that U is convex (in fact it is a convex cone). For
the entirety of the proof we fix a function u ∈ U , a function r ∈ C4(Rd) as well
as ε > 0. In view of Assumption 4.1 the unique minimizer of u is denoted by
x∗. The proof revolves around the functional

Fε(w) = V

∫
Rd

e−w(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r(x)dx ,

defined for w ∈ U and where we write

V =
√

det[uij(x∗)] .
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Since V depends on u and not w, it is therefore constant throughout the proof.
We choose to include it in Fε to avoid writing many det[uij(x∗)] terms later on.
We also set

u0(x) =
1

2
uij(x∗)(x

i − xi∗)(xj − xj∗).

Note that u0 ∈ U and that the zeroth, first and second-order derivatives of u0

and u coincide at x∗. The main idea of the proof is then to estimate the desired
quantity Fε(u) by its Taylor expansion at u0, in the form∣∣∣Fε(u)−Fε(u0)−δFε(u0)(u−u0)−1

2
δ2Fε(u0)(u−u0)⊗2−1

6
δ3Fε(u0)(u−u0)⊗3

∣∣∣ ≤
1

24
sup
w∈U
|δ4Fε(w)(u− u0)⊗4| . (4.5)

Here it is important that U is convex. In the preceding formula, we denoted the
n-th directional derivative of Fε in direction h by

δnFε(w)(h)⊗n =
dn

dtn

∣∣∣∣
t=0

Fε(w + th) .

The notation (h)⊗n stands for (h, . . . , h) (n times).
Let us take a look at the directional derivatives of Fε. They can be easily

computed: for n ≥ 1,

δnFε(w)(h)⊗n = (−ε)−nV
∫
Rd
h(x)n

e−w(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r(x)dx .

Since this proof makes repeated use of Taylor remainders, we recall that for
a function f defined over Rd we denote Rnf the Taylor remainder of order n at
the point x∗, see (4.2). Thus R0f(z) = f(x∗ + z), R1f(z) = f(x∗ + z)− f(x∗),

R2f(z) = f(x∗ + z)− (f(x∗) + ∂if(x∗)z
i)

(with the implied sum of repeated indices), and

R3f(z) = f(x∗ + z)− (f(x∗) + ∂if(x∗)z
i − 1

2
∂ijf(x∗)z

izj) .

When f is controlled in an L∞-type Sobolev space, we use the standard Taylor
bound

|Rnf(z)| ≤ 1

n!
‖Dnf‖L∞(Rd)|z|

n
.

We also need the identity

Rnf(z) =
1

n!
∂i1...inf(x∗)z

i1 . . . zin +Rn+1f(z) , (4.6)

which is immediate to derive, as well as higher-order generalizations of it. Finally
to alleviate notation we write

pε(z) = V
e−

1
2εuij(x∗)z

izj

(2πε)d/2
,
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which is the Gaussian density with zero mean and covariance matrix [εuij(x∗)].
The moments of pε can be computed by Isserli’s formula recalled in Lemma 4.4.

We now proceed to evaluate the Taylor terms in (4.5). For each term we
compute exactly the terms of order 0 and 1 in ε and derive an explicit O(ε2)
bound for the remainder.

First term Fε(u0). The first term is

Fε(u0) =

∫
Rd
r(x∗ + z) pε(z)dz .

We start by expanding r(x) as a Taylor sum up to O(ε2) terms. We thus need
a third-order Taylor approximation on r,

r(x∗+ z) = r(x∗) + ∂ir(x∗)z
i +

1

2
∂ijr(x∗)z

izj +
1

6
∂ijkr(x∗)z

izjzk +R4r(z) .

By symmetry in the Gaussian integral all the odd-order terms cancel and we
are left with

Fε(u0) =

∫
Rd

[
r(x∗) +

1

2
∂ijr(x∗)z

izj +R4r(z)
]
pε(z)dz .

By expanding the brackets we obtain three integrals. The first one sums up to
r(x∗). The second and third integrals are denoted I1 and I2 respectively. For
I1 we use the Isserlis formula given by Lemma 4.4 to compute the Gaussian
moment of order 2 and find that

I1 =
ε

2
uij∂ijr

∣∣∣
x=x∗

.

The other integral I2 =
∫
Rd R4r(z)pε(z)dz can be bounded by O(ε2) terms as

follows. First Assumption 4.1 gives us a control on the Hessian of u at x∗,

uij(x∗)z
izj ≥ λ|z|2.

This implies an inequality we will reuse throughout the proof,

pε(z) ≤ V λ−d/2Gε/λ(z) , (4.7)

with Gε/λ(z) = (2πε/λ)−d/2e−λ/(2ε)|z|
2

. Therefore

|I2| ≤ V λ−d/2
∫
Rd
|R4r(z)|Gε/λ(z) dz .

Bounds on this type of integrals are provided by Lemma 4.3. Here it gives us∫
Rd
|R4r(z)|Gε/λ(z) dz ≤ ε2λ−2 c(d)(Kε/λ ∗ |D4r|)(x∗) ,
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where c(d) is a constant depending only on the dimension and Kε/λ is the kernel
defined by (4.3). In conclusion we showed

Fε(u0) = r +
ε

2
uij∂ijr + ε2Rε , (4.8)

where the right-hand side is evaluated at x = x∗ and with

|Rε(x∗)| ≤ c(d)V λ−d/2λ−2(Kε/λ ∗ |D4r|)(x∗) .

Second term δFε(u0)(u− u0). The next term in the expansion (4.5) is

δFε(u0)(u− u0) = −ε−1

∫
Rd
r(x∗ + z)

(
u(x∗ + z)− u0(x∗ + z)

)
pε(z)dz.

We write r(x∗ + z) = r + ∂irz
i + 1

2∂ijrz
izj +R3r(z)|x=x∗ and expand the sum

against u(x∗ + z) − u0(x∗ + z). Since u(x∗) = 0 and the first derivative also
vanishes, ui(x∗) = 0, the expression u(x∗ + z) − u0(x∗ + z) turns out to be
exactly the Taylor remainder R3u(z) = u(x∗ + z) − (u + uiz

i + 1
2uijz

izj)(x∗).
Then R3u(z) is successively expressed with more or fewer terms, depending on
which r term is in front of it, in order to obtain the desired order in ε,

r(x∗ + z)R3u(z) =r
( 1

3!
uijkz

izjzk +
1

4!
uijk`z

izjzkz` +
1

5!
uijk`mz

izjzkz`zm

+R6u(z)
)

+ ∂irz
i
( 1

3!
ujk`z

jzkz` +
1

4!
ujk`mz

jzkz`zm +R5u(z)
)

+
1

2
∂ijrz

izj
( 1

3!
uk`mz

kz`zm +R4u(z)
)

+R3r(z)R3u(z) ,

where all the functions on the right-hand side are evaluated at x = x∗. Each ex-
pression enclosed in brackets is a different way to write R3u(z), as in (4.6). After
taking advantage of cancellations in the Gaussian integral due to symmetry we
are left with

δFε(u0)(u− u0) = −ε−1

∫
Rd

( 1

4!
ruijk` +

1

3!
∂irujk`

)
(x∗)z

izjzkz` pε(z)dz−

ε−1

∫
Rd

(
rR6u(z)+∂irz

iR5u(z)+
1

2
∂ijrz

izjR4u(z)+R3r(z)R3u(z)
)
x=x∗

pε(z)dz .

The first integral is denoted by I1, it is a first-order term in ε. The second
integral is denoted I2 and contains higher-order terms. Let us focus first on
I1. Using the Isserlis formula in Lemma 4.4 we calculate (dropping x∗ for
convenience)

I1 = −ε
( 1

4!
r uijk` +

1

3!
∂ir ujk`

)(
uijuk` + ui`ujk + uikuj`

)
.

The object uijk` is invariant by a permutation of the indices i, j, k, `. As for
∂ir∂jk`u it is not totally symmetric in the indices but its invariance to permu-
tation of the indices j, k, ` implies that the expression of the rightmost bracket
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can be simplified to 3uijuk`. Therefore

I1 = −ε
8
r uijk` u

ijuk` − ε

2
∂ir ujk` u

ijuk` .

We now turn our attention to

I2 = −ε−1

∫
Rd

(
rR6u(z) + ∂irz

iR5u(z) +
1

2
∂ijrz

izjR4u(z)+

R3r(z)R3u(z)
)
x=x∗

pε(z)dz .

We proceed similarly as for Fε(u0). Expressions of u are bounded in L∞ by
|Rnu(z)| ≤ 1

n!‖D
nu‖L∞ |z|n and pε is bounded using (4.7). We obtain

|I2| ≤ c ε−1V λ−d/2‖D3u‖W 3,∞

∫
Rd

(
|z|6|D≤2r(x∗)|+ |z|3|R3r(z)|

)
Gε/λ(z) dz ,

for a numeric constant c > 0. The first term |z|6|D≤2r(x∗)| yields an elementary
Gaussian moment and we use Lemma 4.3 for |R3r(z)|. We obtain

|I2| ≤ ε2 c(d)V λ−d/2λ−3‖D3u‖W 3,∞(Rd)(|D≤2r|+ (Kε/λ ∗ |D3r|))(x∗) .

In conclusion we have proven

δFε(u0)(u− u0) = −ε
8
r uijk` u

ijuk` − ε

2
∂ir ujk` u

ijuk` + ε2Rε , (4.9)

where the right-hand side is evaluated at x = x∗, and with

|Rε(x∗)| ≤ c(d)V λ−d/2λ−3‖D3u‖W 3,∞(Rd)

[
|D≤2r|(x∗) + (Kε/λ ∗ |D3r|)(x∗)

]
.

Third term 1
2δ

2Fε(u0)(u− u0)⊗2. The next term in (4.5) is

1

2
δ2Fε(u0)(u− u0)⊗2 =

1

2
ε−2

∫
Rd
r(x∗ + z)

(
u(x∗ + z)− u0(x∗ + z)

)2
pε(z)dz.

Following the line of proof for the previous Fε terms, we write r(x∗ + z) =
r + ∂irz

i + R2r(z) and u(x∗ + z) − u0(x∗ + z) = R3u(z). Then the term
r(x∗ + z)(R3u(z))2 is broken up as follows,

r(x∗ + z)R3u(z)R3u(z) =

r
1

3!
uijkz

izjzk
( 1

3!
u`mnz

`zmzn +
1

4!
u`mnsz

`zmznzs +R5u(z)
)

+ r
1

4!
uijk`z

izjzkz`
( 1

3!
umnsz

mznzs +R4u(z)
)

+ r R5u(z)R3u(z)

+ ∂irz
i
( 1

3!
ujk`z

jzkz`
)( 1

3!
umnsz

mznzs +R4u(z)
)

+ ∂irz
iR4u(z)R3u(z)

+R2r(z)R3u(z)R3u(z) ,
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where the right-hand side is evaluated at x = x∗ where needed. Under the
Gaussian integral, we obtain first a moment of order 6,

I1 := ε−2 1

2 · (3!)2
r uijku`mn

∣∣∣
x=x∗

∫
Rd
zizjzkz`zmzn pε(z)dz .

The moments of order 7 vanish and all the other terms form various moments
of order 8 that we denote I2. Let us first compute I1. Using Isserlis’ formula
and symmetries of the partial derivatives we have

I1 =
ε

72
r uijk u`mn

(
9uijuk`umn + 6ui`ujmukn

)
=
ε

8
r uijku`mn u

ijuk`umn +
ε

12
r uijk u`mnu

i`ujmukn .

It remains to bound I2. By following a similar line of proof as was done for
the δFε(u0)(u− u0) term, we obtain

|I2| ≤ c ε−2V λ−d/2‖D3u‖2W 2,∞

∫
Rd

(
|z|8|D≤1r(x∗)|+ |z|6|R2r(z)|

)
Gε/λ(z)dz .

By Lemma 4.3 we deduce

|I2| ≤ ε2 c(d)V λ−d/2λ−4‖D3u‖2W 2,∞(|D≤1r|+ (Kε/λ ∗ |D2r|))(x∗) .

In conclusion we have proven

1

2
δ2Fε(u0)(u−u0)⊗2 =

ε

8
r uijku`mn u

ijuk`umn+
ε

12
r uijk u`mnu

i`ujmukn+ε2Rε ,
(4.10)

evaluated at x = x∗, and with

|Rε(x∗)| ≤ c(d)V λ−d/2λ−4‖D3u‖2W 2,∞

[
|D≤1r|(x∗) + (Kε/λ ∗ |D2r|)(x∗)

]
.

Fourth term 1
6δ

3Fε(u0)(u− u0)⊗3. We use similar arguments as for the pre-
vious terms to deal with

δ3Fε(u0)(u− u0)⊗3 = −ε−3

∫
Rd
r(x∗ + z)

(
u(x∗ + z)− u0(x∗ + z)

)3
pε(z)dz .

This term is O(ε2) so we simply bound it: we split

r(x∗ + z)(R3u(z))3 =

+ r
1

3!
uijkz

izjzk
1

3!
u`mnz

`zmzn
( 1

3!
uabcz

azbzc +R4u(z)
)

+ r
1

3!
uijkz

izjzkR4u(z)R3u(z)

+ r R4u(z)R3u(z)R3u(z)

+R1r(z)R3u(z)R3u(z)R3u(z) .
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We end up with
δ3Fε(u0)(u− u0)⊗3 = ε2Rε(x∗) , (4.11)

with

|Rε(x∗)| ≤ c(d)V λ−d/2λ−5‖D3u‖3W 1,∞

[
|r(x∗)|+ (Kε/λ ∗ |Dr|)(x∗)

]
.

Remainder term δ4F (w)(u− u0)⊗4. The final step is to bound

δ4F (w)(u− u0)⊗4 =

ε−4V

∫
Rd
r(x∗ + z)

(
u(x∗ + z)− u0(x∗ + z)

)4 e−w(x∗+z)/ε

(2πε)d/2
dz

uniformly over w ∈ U . Contrary to the previous terms we cannot use (4.7) but
Assumption 4.1(ii) gives us precisely what we need. Indeed for any w satisfying
Assumption 4.1(ii) we have e−w(x∗+z)/ε ≤ e−λ|z|2/(2ε), and therefore

e−w(x∗+z)/ε

(2πε)d/2
≤ λ−d/2Gε/λ(z).

From then we can finish up as for the previous Fε terms. We bound

|r(x∗ + z) (R3u(z))4| ≤ c ‖D3u‖4L∞ |r(x∗ + z)||z|12
,

which leads to
δ4Fε(w)(u− u0)⊗4 = ε2Rε(x∗) , (4.12)

with
|Rε(x∗)| ≤ c(d)V λ−d/2λ−6‖D3u‖4L∞(Kε/λ ∗ |r|)(x∗) .

Putting everything together. We see that in each estimate (4.8), (4.9),
(4.10), (4.11) and (4.12) the remainder term Rε can be bounded above by

c(d, λ, ‖D3u‖W 3,∞)V
[
|D≤2r|(x∗) + (Kε/λ ∗ |D≤4r|)(x∗)

]
.

Dividing by V =
√

det[uij(x∗)], the desired result follows.

Proof of Corollary 4.2. Let B′ denote the open ball B(x∗, δ/2). By standard
arguments there exists a function χ ∈ C∞(Rd) such that χ ≥ 0, χ = 1 on B′
and χ has support inside B. We then define{

r̃(x) = χ(x)r(x) for x ∈ B
r(x) = 0 for x ∈ Rd \B.

Let q(x) = λ
2 |x− x∗|

2. We similarly define{
ũ(x) = χ(x)(u(x)− q(x)) + q(x) for x ∈ B
u(x) = q(x) for x ∈ Rd \B.
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We want to apply Theorem 4.1 with remainder in the form (4.4). Be-
cause of how r̃ was constructed it is easy to check that r̃ ∈ W 4,∞(Rd) with
‖r̃‖W 4,∞(Rd) ≤ C‖r‖W 4,∞(B), for a constant C that depends on δ and d. It is
also straightforward to check that ũ satisfies Assumption 4.1. Also note that r̃
(resp. ũ) only depends on the values of r (resp. u) inside B.

Our goal is then to replace the integral over X, namely
∫
X
e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2 r(x)dx

by the integral over Rd, namely
∫
Rd

e−ũ(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2 r̃(x)dx. We bound

∣∣∣ ∫
X

e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r(x)dx−

∫
Rd

e−ũ(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r̃(x)dx

∣∣∣ ≤∫
X

∣∣∣ e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r(x)− e−ũ(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r̃(x)

∣∣∣dx+

∫
Rd\X

e−ũ(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
|r̃(x)| dx . (4.13)

In the first term on the right-hand side, the integrand vanishes on B′. Outside
of B′, we simply bound the difference by the sum, thus∫
X

∣∣∣ e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r(x)− e

−ũ(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r̃(x)

∣∣∣dx ≤ ∫
X\B′

e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
|r(x)|+ e−ũ(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
|r̃(x)|dx .

Combining with (4.13) we obtain∣∣∣ ∫
X

e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r(x)dx−

∫
Rd

e−ũ(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r̃(x)dx

∣∣∣ ≤∫
X\B′

e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
|r(x)|+

∫
Rd\B′

e−ũ(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
|r̃(x)| dx .

On X \ B′ we have u(x) ≥ λ
2 δ

2 and on Rd \ B′ we have that ũ(x) ≥
λ
2 |x− x∗|

2 ≥ λ
2 δ

2 . Thus∣∣∣ ∫
X

e−u(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r(x)dx−

∫
Rd

e−ũ(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r̃(x)dx

∣∣∣ ≤
≤ (2πε)−d/2e−λδ

2/(2ε)
(
‖r‖L1(X) + ‖r̃‖L1(Rd)

)
. (4.14)

We have ‖r̃‖L1(Rd) ≤ C‖r‖L1(B) and thus there exists a constant C(λ, δ, d) such
that for all ε > 0, the right-hand side of (4.14) can be bounded by

Cε2‖r‖L1(X).

On the other hand, we now perform the Laplace expansion of∫
Rd

e−ũ(x)/ε

(2πε)d/2
r̃(x)dx .

The zeroth and first-order terms consist of quantities depending on derivatives
of ũ and r̃ evaluated at x∗. Since ũ, u and r̃, r are equal on B′ we may remove
the tilde. The remainder, in the form (4.4) can be bounded by

|R(ε)| ≤ C‖r̃‖W 4,∞(Rd) ≤ C‖r‖W 4,∞(B) .
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5 Examples
In this section, we discuss some examples that naturally arise without discussing
the regularity assumptions imposed in Section 3 and only focusing on the geo-
metric formula of the first-order term. We treat various cases in which simpli-
fications of different kinds occur. The first case recovers the standard Laplace
formula using a translation invariant cost. We treat the case of a parametrix for
the heat kernel for which the second fundamental form vanishes. The likelihood
in Bayesian modelling exhibits a flat geometry of both on Σ and on X × Y .
Lastly, the Fenchel–Young gap on Euclidean spaces induces a Hessian geometry
on the surface Σ in a flat ambient space, and up to a change of variable, we
obtain a remarkably simple formula.

5.1 The translation invariant cost and the usual Laplace
formula

Let U : Rd → R be a strongly convex and nonnegative function such that U(0) =
0, the uniquely attained minimum of the function. We choose X to be any
bounded open subset of Rd (say, a ball), Y = Rd and we consider the extended
function u : X ×Rd → R, u(x, y) = U(x− y). This corresponds to a translation
cost often used in optimal transportation.

The function u satisfies the conditions of Section 3 and the vanishing set
is the diagonal Σ = {(x, x) : x ∈ X}. We consider the density r(dx, dy) =
F (x− y)dxdy, where dx and dy stand for the Lebesgue measures on X and Y ,
respectively. Note that all the geometric quantities evaluated on Σ are constant
on Σ. Then the standard Laplace method is given a geometric formulation by
our formula.

Writing U = U(z), we denote

Ui =
∂U

∂zi
, Uij =

∂2U

∂zi∂zj
,

and so on. Then u(x, y) = U(x − y) implies that ui = Ui, uı̄ = −Ui, etc, and
therefore we can associate in this way a barred index on u(x, y) with its non
barred version on U(z). The geometric quantities read as follows:

(a) The Kim–McCann metric on the product space is g̃ = 1
2

(
0 D2U

D2U 0

)
.

It is non degenerate since the Hessian matrix D2U = (Uij) is non singular.
The volume form is m̃ = det(D2U).

(b) On Σ, gij = Uij(0) which does not depend on x, y andm =
√

det(D2U(0)) =√
m̃. Since this metric is constant the Christoffel symbols and curvature

vanish.

(c) f(x, y) := dr(x,y)
dm̃(x,y) = F (x−y)

detD2U(x−y) .

(d) ∆̃f = −4U ij∂ij

(
F/ detD2U

)
.
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(e) Γ̃kij = Uk`U`ij and Γ̃k̄ı̄̄ = −Uk`U`ij . Since Γkij = 0, (2.22) gives hkij =

Uk`(0)U`ij(0).

(f) 2R̃i̄k̄` = ui̄k̄` − ui`s̄us̄tut̄k̄ = Uijk` − Ui`sUstUtjk .

(g) R̃ = 8uik̄u̄`R̃i̄k̄` = 4U ikU j`(Uijk` − Ui`sUstUtjk) and R = 0.

(h) The norms of the second fundamental form and the mean curvature are
given by

〈h, h〉 = −UijkU`mnU i`U jmUkn ,
〈H,H〉 = −UijkU`mnU ijUk`Umn ,

where all the objects on the right-hand side are evaluated at z = 0.

Finally we see that since all the quantities depending on the geometry and F are
constant on Σ, they are constant on ∂Σ and thus the boundary terms vanish.

Let us instantiate this example in one dimension. We have h = U(3)

U(2) ,

H = U(3)

(U(2))2 , R̃ = 4
(U(2))2

(
U (4) − (U(3))2

U(2)

)
, 〈h, h〉 = 〈H,H〉 = − (U(3))2

(U(2))3 and

− 1
8∆̃( F

U(2) ) = F (2)

2(U(2))2 − F ′U(3)

(U(2))3 + F (U(3))2

(U(2))4 − Fu(4)

2(U(2))3 . The Laplace double inte-
gral ∫

X

∫
R

e−U(x−y)/ε

(2πε)1/2
F (x− y) dxdy

reduces to an integral over z = x − y ∈ R multiplied by the volume of X, and
we get

∫
R

e−U(z)/ε

(2πε)1/2
F (z) dz =

F (0)√
U (2)(0)

+ ε

(
1

2
√
U (2)(0)

(
F

U (2)

)′′
(0)

)

+ ε

√
U (2)(0)H

2

(
F

U (2)

)′
+ ε
( 3

32
R̃− 1

12
〈h, h〉

) F (0)√
U (2)(0)

+O(ε2) .

We obtain, as in [Bender and Orszag, 1999, Chapter 6],

∫
R
e−U(z)/εF (z) dz =

√
2πε

U (2)(0)[
F (0) + ε

(
F (2)

2U (2)
− FU (4)

8(U (2))2
− F ′U (3)

2(U (2))2
+

5F (U (3))2

24(U (2))3

)
+O(ε2)

]
.

The corresponding formula in higher dimension is more difficult to find in
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the literature3; it takes the form

∫
Rd
e−U(z)/εF (z) dz =

(2πε)d/2√
det(Uij)

[
F (0)

+ ε
[1

2
U ij∂ijF −

1

2
∂iFUjk`U

ijUk` + F
(
− 1

8
Uijk`U

ijUk`

+
1

12
UijkU`mnU

i`U jmUkn +
1

8
UijkU`mnU

ijUk`Umn
)]]

+O(ε2) .

It is the expression given in Theorem 4.1. To derive it from the translation-
invariant cost, we use the additional formulas

− 1

8
∆̃(r/m̃) =

1

m

[1

2
U ij∂ijF − ∂iFUjk`U ijUk`

+ F
(
− 1

2
Uijk`U

ijUk` +
1

2
UijkU`mnU

i`U jmUkn +
1

2
UijkU`mnU

ijUk`Umn
)]

and
1

4
∇̃H(r/m̃) =

1

2m
U ijUkmUijm

(
∂kF − FUkstUst

)
.

5.2 Small-time limit of the heat kernel
Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold without boundary. Take X = Y = M and
consider the function u(x, y) = 1

2d
2(x, y), where d is the Riemannian distance on

M . We note that u is symmetric, u(x, y) = u(y, x) and vanishes on the diagonal,
i.e. Σ = {(x, x) : x ∈M}. Then the restriction of the Kim–McCann metric to Σ
is precisely g and therefore Σ is an isometric copy ofM [Kim and McCann, 2007,
Example 3.6].

Let us fix some notation. Since y(x) = x, the matrix ∂iy
ı̄ is the identity

and thus provides a way to identify a barred index with an unbarred index. For
functions of one variable (either x or y) we will therefore be allowed to identify
i↔ ı̄, j ↔ ̄, and so on.

In this setting several simplifications occur. On Σ we have:

(a) gij(x) = uij(x, x) = −ui̄(x, x);

(b) Γ̃kij = Γ̃k̄ı̄̄ = Γkij ;

(c) h = 0, H = 0;

(d) m̃ = m2, ∂i log m̃ = ∂i logm and ∂i̄ log m̃ = −R̃i̄.

We also note that (b)–(d) hold in greater generality, whenever u is a sym-
metric function that vanishes on the diagonal.

3It can be found in [Kolassa, 1997, Chapter 6, Lemma 6.5.3], but with errors in the renor-
malization factor and in some of the signs of the coefficients.

39



Consider now the heat equation on M ,

∂tq = ∆q,

where ∆ is the Laplacian on (M, g) acting on scalar functions. The heat kernel
is the function pt(x, y) giving the solution at time t > 0 from an initial condition,

qt(y) =

∫
M

pt(x, y)q0(x) dm(x) .

Here we integrate against the Riemannian volume form m. The heat kernel has
well-known small time asymptotics of the following form [Minakshisundaram and Pleijel, 1949],

pt(x, y) =
e−d(x,y)2/4t

(4πt)d/2

∞∑
k=0

tkΦk(x, y) ,

where the functions Φk (sometimes called “Hadamard coefficients”) are solutions
to some particular “transport” partial differential equations, see also [Rosenberg, 1997,
Chavel, 1984]. Let us also remark that in several applications, the reverse point
of view is rather taken, i.e. one solves the heat equation to obtain an estimation
of the distance squared [Crane et al., 2017].

Integrating qt against a test volume form µ we obtain a sum of double
integrals of the type studied in Theorem 3.1 (with ε = 2t),∫

M

qt dµ =

∞∑
k=0

tk
∫∫

M×M

e−u(x,y)/2t

(4πt)d/2
Φk(x, y)q0(x)dm(x)dµ(y) . (5.1)

Let us explore what happens in the small-time limit. We first focus on the first
term k = 0. Set r(dx, dy) = Φ0(x, y)q0(x)m(dx)µ(dy). Then the zeroth-order
term in our Laplace formula as t→ 0+ is∫

M

Φ0(x, x)q0(x)dµ(x) .

Since the other terms k ≥ 1 are O(t), equating left-hand side and right-hand
side in (5.1) leads to

Φ0(x, x) = 1,

which is the well-known first information one typically obtains on the Hadamard
coefficients [Rosenberg, 1997, Chapter 3.2]. In other words, Φ0 = 1 on Σ and
this implies that the tangential gradient vanishes, ∇Φ0 = 0.

Let us now expand to first-order in t the first two terms in (5.1), substract
the zeroth-order term, divide by t and take the limit t→ 0+. We obtain∫

M

∂tq dµ
∣∣∣
t=0

= 2

∫
M

[
− 1

8
∆̃f + f

( 3

32
R̃− 1

8
R
)]
dm+

∫
M

Φ1q0dµ ,
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with f(x, y) := Φ0(x, y)q0(x)dm(x)dµ(y)/dm̃(x, y). Note the factor 2 coming
from ε = 2t. After some simplification the right-hand side can be written∫
M

[
∆q0−〈K∇NΦ0,∇q0〉+

(
− 1

4
∆̃Φ0−

1

2
div(K∇NΦ0)+Φ1−(

R̃

16
+
R

4
)
)
q0

]
dµ.

(5.2)
Since ∂tq = ∆q it implies the following equations on the diagonal Σ,

∇NΦ0 = 0 and therefore ∇̃Φ0 = 0,

−1

4
∆̃Φ0 + Φ1 =

1

16
R̃+

1

4
R .

As a matter of fact, more is known on these coefficients, for instance Φ1(x, x) =
1
6R [Rosenberg, 1997, Chapter 3].

Let us now consider a more general situation, the Fokker–Planck equation

∂tq = ∆q +∇aq + cq , (5.3)

where a is a vector field on M , ∇ the covariant derivative and c a scalar field
on M . The small-time asymptotics of (5.3) were recently studied by Bilal
in [Bilal, 2020], who showed that formally there exists a small-time expansion of
the form (5.1), with of course adjusted coefficients Φk(x, y). Starting from (5.2)
we obtain the following equations on the diagonal Σ,

Φ0(x, x) = 1,

∇Φ0 = 0,

∇NΦ0 = −Ka,

−1

4
∆̃Φ0 + Φ1 = c− 1

2
div(a) +

1

16
R̃+

1

4
R .

We also note that similarly to the heat kernel, Bilal obtains more information
on the coefficients, for instance Φ1(x, x) = 1

6R−
1
2 div(a)− 1

4 |a|
2

+ c.
To conclude this example, we also look at the heat flow from a slightly

different angle: given an initial q0 on M we consider the evolution flow

q̃t(y) =

∫
M

e−d
2(x,y)/4t

(4πt)d/2
q0(x)dm(x) ,

and want to see how it deviates from the heat equation solution q defined
by (5.1). Similar computations to the ones above give

∂tq̃|t=0 = ∆q0 −
( 1

16
R̃+

1

4
R
)
q0 .

We see that there are additional terms comprised of curvatures. While R is
the classical scalar curvature of M , R̃ is not a traditionally studied Riemannian
invariant since it requires to endow M ×M with the Kim–McCann geometry.
However we see that it shows up naturally in this very classical problem.
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5.3 Likelihood in Bayesian models with Gaussian priors
Bayesian modeling postulates a model of the observed data y ∈ Rd as being
generated by the combination of measurements on x ∈ Rk through a func-
tion F : Rk → Rd which can be nonlinear, as well as some model of noise. A
standard model is y = F (x) +

√
εn where n is a normal Gaussian variable

on Rd and ε a positive real parameter. The associated likelihood is given by
P(dy|x) = (2πε)−d/2e−

1
2ε |y−F (x)|2 . Let us consider the particular case where

k = d and F is a C4 diffeomorphism. It is a typical case where the probability
is readily expressed under the Kim–McCann framework. In this case, the map
is y(x) = F (x) and the geometry on Σ is flat whereas the ambient geometry is
not. Therefore, several simplifications occur. The geometric quantities read

(a) The metric on the product space Rd×Rd is g̃ = 1
2

(
0 DF
DF 0

)
. It is non

degenerate if DF is non singular, and m̃ = |det(DF )|.

(b) The metric on Σ is the pull-back of the Euclidean metric on Rd by F , and
m = m̃. Being the pull-back of a Euclidean metric, the curvature tensor
of g vanishes and R = 0.

(c) Γ̃kij = Γ̃k̄ı̄̄ = 0 and it follows using Formulas (2.17) that hkij = −Γkij =

− 1
2
∂[F−1]k

∂yk̄
∂2F k̄

∂xi∂xj . As a consequence, the curvature tensor R̃i̄k̄` vanishes

and R̃ = 0.

(d) ∆̃f = 4 trace([DF ]−1D2
xyf).

In this case, the geometric Laplace formula reads∫∫
Rd×Rd

e−u(x,y)/ε

(2πε)d/2
dr(x, y) =

∫
Σ

fdm+

ε

∫
Σ

[
− 1

8
∆̃f +

1

4
∇̃Hf +

(
−1

8
〈H,H〉+

1

24
〈h, h〉

)
f
]
dm+O(ε2) ,

with f = dr/dm̃, and gives the joint law of the random variable (x, y). Other
noise models such as multiplicative noise could be treated in a similar way,
leading to different geometries.

5.4 Fenchel–Young duality gap
An example for which the formula can be made remarkably simple is the Fenchel–
Young gap on Euclidean space. The corresponding ambient metric is flat and the
metric on Σ is a Hessian metric. Indeed, consider a convex function F : Rd → R
and F ∗ : Rd → R its Legendre–Fenchel transform defined by F ∗(y) = supx〈y, x〉−
F (x). Thus the Fenchel–Young duality gap defined by 0 ≤ u(x, y) := F (x) +
F ∗(y)−〈x, y〉 satisfies our assumptions under smoothness hypothesis on F . The
set Σ is defined by the graph of DF , the derivative of F . In such a case, the
geometric quantities are
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(a) The metric on the product space is g̃ = 1
2

(
0 Id
Id 0

)
. It is a flat metric

and its Christoffel symbols and curvature tensor vanish.

(b) The metric on Σ is the Hessian metric of F , g(x)(v, v) = 〈v,D2F (x)v〉.

(c) For such a Hessian metric on the Euclidean space, one has Γkij = F pkFijp,
where Fijp = ∂ijpF and F pk denotes the inverse matrix of Fkp. Since
Γ̃kij = Γkij + hkij = 0, one has hkij = −Γkij = −F pkFijp. The curvature
tensor reads Rijk` = 1

4F
mn(FjkmFi`n − Fj`mFikn).

(d) The Laplacian on X × Y is ∆̃f = 4 trace(D2
xyf).

The Laplace formula reads∫∫
X×Y

e−u(x,y)/ε

(2πε)d/2
f(x, y) dm̃(x, y) =

∫
Σ

fdm+

ε

∫
Σ

[
− 1

8
∆̃f +

1

4
∇̃Hf +

(
−1

8
R− 1

8
〈H,H〉+

1

24
〈h, h〉

)
f
]
dm+O(ε2) .

Change of variable. Now, we underline that, in practical cases, one is
given a function u on a manifold X × Y . However, the Kim–McCann metric is
defined via u therefore it is not invariant to reparametrization. As explained in
the introduction, changes of variables can be used in order to simplify the first
order formula, the simplest formulation being obtained via a change of variable
that transforms u to a gaussian in the standard case of Section 5.1. However,
since the vanishing set of u, Σ, is a d-dimensional manifold such a change of
variable cannot be performed. Yet, for the Fenchel–Young gap, a natural change
of variables is given by the map DF : X → Y which will be assumed a smooth
diffeomorphism. One can now consider the function ũ : X ×X → R defined by

ũ(x, x′) = u(x,DF (x′)) = F (x) + F ∗(DF (x′))− 〈DF (x′), x〉.

It is known as the Bregman divergence of F , see Examples 2.2 and 2.3. The
Kim–McCann metric is

g̃(x, x′) =
1

2

(
0 D2F (x′)

D2F (x′) 0

)
,

Σ is the diagonal {(x, x) ∈ X × X} and the metric on Σ is again the Hessian
metric of F . Note that the Kim–McCann metric does not depend on x and thus
its Christoffel symbols vanish. The interest of this change of variable is to set
the second fundamental form to 0. Therefore, in these coordinates, the Laplace
formula is particularly simple∫∫

X×X

e−ũ(x,x′)/ε

(2πε)d/2
f(x, x′) dm̃(x, x′) =

∫
Σ

fdm− ε

8

∫
Σ

(
∆̃f +Rf

)
dm+O(ε2) .

Note that for practical applications, the previous formula necessitates the knowl-
edge of DF , implicitly given by the Fenchel–Young gap.
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