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CONVERGENCE OF HESSIAN ESTIMATOR FROM RANDOM SAMPLES
ON A MANIFOLD

CHIH-WEI CHEN AND HAU-TIENG WU

ABSTRACT. We provide a systematic convergence analysis of the Hessian operator estimator from
random samples supported on a low dimensional manifold. We show that the impact of the nonuni-
form sampling and the curvature on the widely applied Hessian operator estimator is asymptotically
negligible.

1. INTRODUCTION

In modern data analysis, researchers often encounter high-dimensionality and nonlinearity fea-
tures. To model a dataset with these characteristics, a common approach is to assume that the
point cloud is randomly sampled from a low dimensional manifold or collected from a designed
sampling scheme. With this model, the goal of data analysis is to quantify the manifold structure
for various missions such as inference and prediction. This note specifically focuses on estimating
the Hessian operator on the manifold from random samples, which might be nonuniform.

Hessian, as a second order differential operator on the manifold, has been considered widely in
many algorithms [DGO03, [KSH09, SGW.J18, [SJWG20]. On the theoretical side, Hessian operator
is intimately related to the Laplace-Beltrami operator, and it can be applied to study the distance
function on manifolds [P16], the geometry of manifolds with density or metric measure spaces
[MO5., [S064l, [SO6D], etc. On the application side, it has been applied in the unsupervised learning
like Hessian locally linear embedding (HLLE) [DGO3|, semi-supervised learning [KSH09], computer
graphics [SGWII8, [STWG20], etc., and proved to be useful in capturing geometric features of
data. In these applications, the Hessian is usually estimated by the idea of fitting a quadratic
polynomial to any function based on the Taylor expansion idea. Such polynomial fitting idea can
be found in various fields in data analysis; for example, the local polynomial regression [FG90]
and Savitzky-Golay filter [SG64], to name but a few. While existing Hessian estimators seem to
work well empirically, however, to our knowledge, there does not exist a theoretical justification of
how the Hessian estimator converges, particularly when the random samples are identically and
independently (i.i.d.) sampled from a nonuniform density function supported on a low dimensional
manifold with nontrivial geometry and topology. More specifically, it is natural to ask if the
Hessian estimator converges to the Hessian operator asymptotically when we have more and more
points, particularly when the curvature is non-trivial and the sampling is nonuniform. We shall
mention that theoretical results about Hessian estimator can be found in [FG96] under the local
polynomial regression framework in the Euclidean setup and [DGO03|] under the flat manifold setup
and when the sampling is uniform; that is, the manifold M is isometric to a connected open subset
in R?. We shall also mention that we have had extensive understanding and theoretical supports
of how to estimate the gradient, a first order differential operator, from the random samples under
the manifold setup [MWZ10, WGMM10,, [CW13|] and Euclidean setup [FG96].

In this note, we show that, when the point cloud i.i.d. sampled from a low dimensional Rie-
mannian manifold, even nonuniformly, the naive Hessian estimator based on the tangent space
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estimation by the local principal component analysis and the polynomial fitting approach asymp-
totically converges to the continuous Hessian on M. Specifically, the nonuniform and curvature
impacts are negligible since they appear in the higher order term compared with the Hessian
operator. To our knowledge, our result, stated in Theorem [B.1] is the first quantitative guarantee
for Hessian estimator from random samples that is valid on non-flat data manifolds and when
the sampling is nonuniform. Moreover, we provide an explicit convergence rate. Note that the
analysis in [DGO3| is not impacted by the nonuniform sampling and the discrepancy between the
intrinsic geodesic distance and FEuclidean distance caused by curvature since their manifold model
is curvature-free. Our Theorem B.]is thus an extension of the work in [FG96, [DGO03].

We will systematically use the following notations. When a function h(t) satisfies ¢; < h(t)t™> <
¢y for some ¢y, ¢y > 0and A € Z ast — 0, we denote h = O(t*). When ¢; = 0, we denote h = O(t*).

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we demonstrate how to derive discretized
Hessian matrix via quadratic fitting. In Section 3, we provide a theoretical justification of the
proposed algorithm. Details and a complete proof of the main theorem can be found in the
appendix. The paper is finished with a discussion and conclusion section.

2. QUADRATIC FITTING VIA TAYLOR’S EXPANSION

Since Hessian is characterized by quadratic approximation in Taylor’s expansion, we use Taylor’s
expansion to construct Hessian estimator for functions defined on a data manifold M. To motivate
the idea and fix notation, we start with the Euclidean case.

2.1. Euclidean case. Considering the Euclidean case M = R?. Let f : R — R be a C? function

around x. Without loss of generality, we assume 2 = 0. Let q,,- -+, qx be k points in R?, and we
write q; = [(q;)1, -, (q;)a]’ € R? for all j. In terms of the standard basis, we denote
af (@) -+ (i) (yoi -+ (yah
: = ¢+ o= s s =y Y
qf kxd (@)t -+ (Ar)a Yoe - (Y

that is, y; € R¥ records the i-th coordinates of all k vectors. When y; are all close to 0, Taylor’s
expansion of f at 0 gives

flar) fO)+(Vf (0))Tq1 + 3q] Hyaq
f(ax) F(0) + (V£(0))Tay + Saf Hya
= [ Lixi (Y1 =" Ya)kxd (Y50 ¥s)i<s<a (¥s O ¥t)i<s<i<d ]kx(1+d+d+d(d Dy

) [ FO) VF(0)ixa 3(hss)i<s<a (hst)i<s<t<d ﬁx(HdﬂHd(d by

where Hy = (hg) = ( 0°f ) € R%*4 ig the Hessian of f at the origin, each y,oy, is the Hadamard

0xs0xt 10
product of y, and y;, namely the k-dimensional vector [(ys)1(ye)1 (¥s)2(¥e)2 -+ (¥o)e(Ye)r ]T,
and [(ysoys)i<s<a (¥sO¥t)i<s<i<al is a k X (d+1) matrix. In particular, for any j € {1,2,...,k},

we see that

1 1
> (s OYs)ighss + > (yeoviha= ) () (dj)s 5 Pvss + > (a)s(a)ihe = o] Hyq.

1<s<d 1<s<t<d 1<s<d 1<s<t<d



CONVERGENCE OF HESSIAN ESTIMATOR 3

Throughout this paper, we introduce the following notations to simplify the discussion. We define
the Hessian vector of f at 0 by

1 1
Kpi= |Shu - Shaa bz g b

which is essentially a lineup of entries in the Hessian matrix Hy. Moreover, we denote

d(d—1)
Z=1Z42Zs Zc Zpl= [ Lixi (y1 - Yadixa (¥s0¥s)ics<a (¥s0¥i)icscrza | € RFXITHHTT57)

as the base matriz, where
| | — Q1
Za=1px1,Zp= | y1 * Ya | = : ;
| | — qr —
| | | |
Zo=|yioy1 - Yioya |, and Zp= | y10y2 -+ Yi-1°Yd
| | | |

Note that, by Taylor’s approximation, K is the vector which minimizes

T T
|0y - r@) "= 2[ 10 VIO K7
among all @—Vectors K. Hence, when given f(qi),..., f(dqx), and Z, one can solve the mini-
mization problem
. T 2
s [ fla) oo Flaw) |- ZGHZ

GER(I'HHT)XI
and thus obtain an estimate of the Hessian vector K from the solution G,. Therefore, Ky is our

discrete Hessian estimator. It is well-known that the minimization can be solved with the solution
as the normal equation

G.=(Z"2)"Z" [ fla) - flaw) ],

as long as Z7Z is invertible. The convergence of this estimator can be found in [FG96, [DG03J].

2.2. Manifold case. From now on we assume that our data is stored in R? and distributes in a
d-dimensional Riemannian submanifold M with d < p; that is, M is isometrically embedded in R?
via ¢. Consider a point cloud {z;}"; C «(M) C RP that is sampled i.i.d. from a random variable
with the range «(M). Consider a point z € «(M) and the Euclidean ball B.(:(M)) C RP centered
at t(M). Denote B.(«(M))N{z;}1, = {ZL‘ZJ};?Z:U where £k, is the number of sample points lying in
B.(1(z)). We call B.(t(z)) Nt(M) the e-neighborhood and x, 1, ..., z, . the e-neighbors of z. Let
T. M be the tangent space of M at z and ¢, (T, M) C RP the embedded tangent space in RP. Denote
the projection of z, ; on ¢,(T,M) C R as q;, where j = 1,...,k,. By choosing an orthonormal
basis {e1,...,€d,€441,--.,6,} of RP, where ey,...,eq € t,(T.M) and egy1,...,e, € (t(T.M))*,
we can express

d; = ()1, -+ (4)a, 0, -, 0) and w2 j = (@)1, -5 (Qg)as (ig)asns -5 (Tig)p)-

We shall clarify the notation a bit. While we shall use the embedding map ¢ to denote the
submanifold as ¢«(M) C RP, however, to alleviate the notational burden, we usually omit the
notation ¢ and simply denote ¢(M) by M when there is no danger of confusion. Similarly, we use
z € M and «(z) € R? interchangeably, and omit the notation ¢, when we discuss the tangent space
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because we always consider the tangent space as an affine subspace embedded in RP and identify
its origin to the point z.

Take a C%function f : M — R. In view of the fact that locally a manifold can be well
approximated by an affine subspace, motivated by the Hessian estimate in the Euclidean case
we have discussed above, we could estimate the Hessian at z by the same way considered in the
Euclidean setup via evaluating

(1) G:=(Z2"2)"' 771,

d(d

where f:= [ f(2:1) -+ [(22r.) ]T € R*, and Z = [ZA Zs Zo ZD] € RE=x(Lrd+d+ 251 1o

also called the base matriz associated with z with

B B | | — Q1 —
(2) Za=1px1, Zp=|Y1 - Ya | = : ,
| | — .

_ | | _ | |
Zo= | yi0oy1 +* Yaoyq |,and Zp= | y10y2 '+ Yi1°Yd
| | | |
However, in practice, we do not have an access to the manifold parametrization, nor the tangent
space. Instead, we have only the point cloud {z;}? ;. Thus, to apply this idea, we need to
estimate T, M, particularly an orthonormal basis of T, M. Since the full information of the manifold
continuum is unknown, we can only estimate the tangent space T, M by using sample points near
z. This can be done by the local principal component analysis (PCA) idea [SW12, [KM14, [AT19].
Indeed, one may perform PCA on the e-neighbors of z, {ZL‘ZJ‘}?;D and obtain an orthonormal
basis by the first d dominant principal directions, denoted as {u;}%, that spans a d-dimensional
vector space, denoted as V,, as an estimate of T, M. With this basis, we could project the samples
within the e-neighborhood of z onto V,, and obtain an estimate of their coordinates associated
with the basis. Specifically, we denote the projection of z, ;’s by q; € R%. Note that the estimated
coordinate q; is expected to be close to q; by the measurement in RP? if the orthonormal basis of
T.M, denoted as {e;}&,, is properly chosen. Indeed, it has been stated in Theorem B.1 in [SW12]
that there exists an orthonormal basis {e;}¢, of T, M so that

(3) (@) = (225 — 2,e0) = (225 — z,w) + O(®) = (qu)i + O(%) .

With the estimated coordinates of neighboring points, q; € V., we consider an estimate of the
base matrix at z, denoted as

(4) Z=1Zs Zp Zc Zpl,
where
— Qi — | |
ZA:]_kz, ZB: — Y1 P yd eszXd’
- Qr, — | |

| |
Zo=| yioy:r -+ yaoys | € RF=*4
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and

Zp=|yioys -+ Yaao0yq | €RFXUTVE
| |
Note that the notation here is abused to be coincide with the Euclidean case in Section 2.1. The
only difference is that {qj};?zl in Section 2.1 could be any points around the center, while the
specific {qj}f; here are derived from local PCA. With the base matrix estimate Z, we thus
propose to estimate the Hessian vector of f at z via

(ZT2) 77
Specifically, we have the following definition of the Hessian estimator from random samples.

Definition 2.1. Suppose X is a random vector with support on M C RP and we i.i.d. sample n
points from X, denoted as {x;}7-, C M. Let f : M — R be a C*-function. Consider z € M and
denote all points in z’s e-neighborhood B.(z) C RP as x, j, where j =1,... k, and k, € N is the
number of nearest neighbors of z. Denote the base matriz generated by local PCA as Z. Rewrite

E
(zTz)'Z" = | grad |,
Hess

where E, grad, and Hess be the 1 X k., d X k,, and d(dzﬂ) X k. matrices, respectively. Then grad

1s an estimator of the gradient at z and Hess is an estimator of the Hessian at z.
The proposed algorithm is summarized in Algorithm [Il In the next section, we will show that
under proper conditions, grad f converges to the vector consisting of partial derivatives % f with

respect to the normal coordinates {z'}¢ |, which fits {e;}%, at 2z and Hess f converges to the
Hessian vector of f. This result justifies the nomination.

Algorithm 1 Hessian estimator
Input z € R? and {z;} C R?, where i = 1,...,n.
Step 1: Find k e-neighbors of z, @, 1,..., 2. .
Step 2: Run SVD X,y = [1.1 — 2 -+ x,; — 2] = UAVT.
Step 3: Take the left singular vectors corresponding to the d largest singular values, uy, ..., uq.

Step 4: Construct Uy = [ug - ug].

Step 5: Set Yy= | y1 -+ ya | = XU, as the first d projected coordinates of every T, .
| |
I | | | | |
Step 6: Set Z= | 1. y1 -+ Ya Y1°¥1 *** YdO¥d Y1°¥2 ' Yi-1°Yd
I | | | | |
Elxkz
Step 7: Evaluate grad, ;. = (ZTz2)'Z7.
HeSSd(d+1)/2ka

Output grad, Hess

Before closing this section, we shall mention its relationship with other existing algorithms. For
example, in the Hessian eigenmap [DGO03], the calculation of (Z7Z)~! in the definition of Hess is
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carried out by applying the Gram-Schmidt process to columns of the base matrix Z so that the
resulting matrix Z satisfies Z'Z = I. Thus, Hess f = (Z72) "1 ZTf = ZTf because (Z72)1Z7 is
the projection map from R** to the column space of Z and the Gram-Schmidt process does not
change the column space. Note that we need to assume k, > 1+d+ 4D 4 avoid the invertibility

2
issue of ZT 7.

3. CONVERGENCE OF THE HESSIAN ESTIMATOR WITH RATES

Before stating our result, we impose assumptions about the manifold and sampling scheme.
Take a random vector X : (2, F,P) — RP that we will sample from.

Assumption 3.1. Assume that the range X is supported on a d-dimensional compact smooth
Riemannian manifold (M?, g) that is isometrically embedded in RP via ¢ : M¢ — RP and boundary
free.

The random vector X induces a probability measure supported on ¢(M?), denoted by IF’X.

Assumption 3.2. Assume that ]TDX is absolutely continuous with respect to the Riemannian mea-
sure on (M), denoted by .dvol(x), which by the Radon-Nikodym theorem leads to dPx(z) =
px (t7H(x))edvol(z) for a nonnegative function px defined on M.

We call py defined above the probability density function (p.d.f.) associated with X. When

px = 1, we call X uniform; otherwise nonuniform. Note that since Py is an induced probability
measure, we immediately have Vol, (M) := [, px(¢7'(x))e.dvol(x) = 1, which implies Vol(M) =
[y tedvol(z) = 1.

Assumption 3.3. Assume px satisfies px € CH(M?) and inf ¢ px(x) > 0.

Assumption 3.4. Assume that the observed data set X = {x;}; C RP is i.i.d. sampled from
X.

We adopt normal coordinates {27} and the basis {e; := 5} of TeM to compare Hess f and
Hess(f). Note that Hess(f)(£) depends on the Christoffel symbol of M, which can be set to 0 at
¢ when the normal coordinate centered at ¢ is used. On the other hand, the computation of Hess f
involves numerical approximation, and the curvature is involved in the tangent space estimate.
Hence Hess f and Hess(f)(£) might differ with the deviation term involving curvatures. The
question is how large these deviations are, and if they will bias the Hessian estimator. Moreover,
when the sampling distribution is nonuniform, it is expected to also play a role, and we need to
know how much it impacts the estimator. We have the following theorem quantifying how well
Hess f approximates Hess(f) at a given point asymptotically when n — oo.

Theorem 3.1 (Quadratic fitting theorem). Assume Assumptions[3.1{3.) hold for the sample data
{z;},. Let f: M — R be a C*-function. Consider = € M and denote the sample points in the
e-neighborhood B:(z) C RP as x, ;, where j =1,... k,. Denote the base matriz generated by local

PCA as Z. Suppose ¢ = €(n) so that ¢ — 0 and 10’?(6;) — 00 when n — oo. Then, with the
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probability greater than 1 — O(n™3), we have

[ f(9)+0E) +0( =) ]

Vifl. +0(2) + O(y/ 28)

Vafl: +0(e?) + O(y/24)
f(l‘z,l)
(ZT2)"1 2T : = | $ViVifl. +O0(e) + O(y/ 255)
f(xz,k‘z) :

%Vdvdf|z +O(e) + O( %)

ViVafl. +O(e) + O(y/ &m)

| VaaVafl-+0(e) + O(/ 252 |

This theorem tells us that the naive Hessian estimator based on the local PCA does provide an
accurate estimate of the Hessian operator even if the sampling is nonuniform and the curvature is
nontrivial. An immediate corollary is that when n — oo, almost surely we can recover the Hessian
operator at all {z;}"_; by a direct union bound and the Borel-Cantelli lemma. Note that when
M is a flat manifold, we recover the results in [DG03], and when M is an Euclidean space, this
result coincides with the bias analysis of the local quadratic regression [FG96].

We give a sketch of proof here and leave the detailed proof in the Appendix. Recall that the

JACRY
first step of evaluating (Z72)~1ZT : is finding the top principal vectors {u;}, at z by

f(xz7kz)
using the local PCA. Then construct the base matrix Z by using {u;},. Secondly, we compute
the bias and variance between (klZTZ )~! and its continuous counterpart which is derived from

the tangent vectors {e;}¢ , (see Section B.5). We also need to compute the bias and variance
f(@21)

between éZT : and its continuous counterpart (see Lemma [5.9). Combining these,
f(@ar.)

we can see how much our Hessian estimator is biased and deviated from the Hessian operator.

We shall mention that the biases of the estimates of the function and its gradient are of order €2,

while the bias of the estimate of the Hessian is of order is of order e. This comes from the error

originated from the tangent space estimation via local PCA. See the detailed calculation around

equation ([I0) for details. We could improve this bias with a better tangent space estimate.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We provide an asymptotic analysis of a Hessian estimator from the random samples located on
a low dimensional manifold based on the systematic fitting scheme, and show that the Hessian
estimator is immune to the nonuniform samples and the curvature. With the result of estimating
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the Hessian on the manifold setup, one immediate future work is extending the locally linear
regression on the manifold setup [CW13] to the locally quadratic regression on the manifold
setup, and another interesting problem is to further study the dimension reduction by the HLLE
algorithm [DGO03].

Recall that the authors in [DGO03| define an embedding of the dataset by minimizing the Hessian
energy

H(f) ::/M|Hess(f)|2dvol.

They implement HLLE by using the fact that the kernel space of H consists of linear functions
under the assumption that the manifold M is isometric to a connected open subset in R?. However,
in general, the kernel space of H is more complicated and the behavior of the Hessian energy H( f)
when M is a general manifold with non-trivial geometry and topology is unknown. It is worth
mentioning that a different interpretation about Hessian Eigenmap and its validity in view of
locally linear embedding can be found in [LC21].

We shall elaborate the mathematical challenge when we study HLLE. On a closed smooth
Riemannian manifold, we can calculate the first variation of Hessian energy H(f) and derive its
Euler-Lagrange equation. Consider the variation f = f+th, where t € (—¢,e) and h: M — R is
a perturbation function. The variation of Hessian energy is

d ~
/ |Hess(f)|? dvol :/ 2(V;V;h,V,V,f) dvol :/ 2(h,V;V,;V;V; f) dvol.
t=0 J M M

dt|,_ M

By using the traced second Bianchi identity, we have

VJVZV,ij = Vj (VJVZVZf + Ric(ej, Vf))
= A?f +divRic(Vf,-)

= A?f + (Ric, Hess(f)) + %(VS, V),

where S is the scalar curvature and Ric is the Ricci curvature of M. So, if the minimizing function
exists, it must satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equation

(5) A?f + (Ric, Hess(f)) + 5(VS, V1) = 0.

Therefore, while we do not have the spectral convergence result for the discretized H yet, we
could conjecture that the dimension reduction achieved by the HLLE algorithm depends on the
eigenstructure of the fourth order differential operator

1
E::A2+Rz’c-v2+§VS-V.

Note that when M is an Euclidean space or a flat manifold, £ is simply the bi-Laplacian, and its
kernel includes the span of the constant and linear functions. This partially explains how HLLE
functions under the setup in [DGO3].

In general, although the order of L is high, it is linear and self-adjoint. Note that every eigenvalue
A of L is nonnegative because

)\||f||2:/ )\f2dv01:/ ([,f)fdvol:/ V2 £ dvol > .
M M M
Moreover,

(6) {u,v)) :== / (V2u, V?v) + puw dvol = / AulAv — Ric(Vu, Vv) + puv dvol
M

M
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defines an inner product on the Sobolev space H*(M) for any u > 0. Given ¢ € L?(M). Recall
that a weak solution of the equation (£ + ul)f = ¢ is a function f € H?(M) that satisfies

(f.0) = /M (V21 920) + g fo dvol — /M v dvol

for all v € C°(M). Define a functional F, : H*(M) — R by F,(v) := [,,¢v dvol. Since F, is
bounded, using Riesz representation theorem, we know that there exists a unique f € H?(M) such
that F,(v) = ((f,v)) for all v € H*(M). Such f is a weak solution to the equation (L + pul)f = ¢.
Thus the inverse operator (£+pl)~t, which sends ¢ to f, is well-defined. Analogue to the classical
theory of Laplacian, the operator (£L+uI)™! is compact because the embedding H?(M) < L*(M)
is compact. The compactness implies that £ has a discrete spectrum which diverges to infinity.

We can further discuss the eigenspace of the eigenvalue 0 by looking at the equation Lf = 0,
i.e., equation (B]). Although a fourth order equation probably has many solutions, it is challenging
to solve ([]) explicitly due to the curvature-involving coefficients. Let us consider special manifolds
on which the equation can be simplified. For connected Einstein manifolds which have positive
constant Ricci curvature Ric = Ag, A > 0, equation (B becomes A(Af+Af) = 0. Note that such
manifolds must be compact and there are no non-constant harmonic functions on them. From
Lichnerowicz theorem (cf. [Lil2, Theorem 5.1]), we know that —A is not an eigenvalue of A, so
the kernel of A + A is trivial. Hence, using Fredholm alternative, Af + Af = F has a unique
solution f € H'(M) for any given non-zero function F' € L?(M). Note that such solution f
must be smooth by the elliptic regularity. Thus A(Af + Af) = AF = 0 whenever F' is chosen
to be harmonic. Since every harmonic function F' must be a constant, it is easy to see that the
unique solution of Af + Af = F is the constant f = A~'F. Therefore, £f = 0 only has constant
solutions, i.e., the eigenvalue 0 of £ is simple. Note that this is an explicit example when HLLE
fails. In general, HLLE may fail if we have a compact manifold without boundary, and we need
more understanding of the general £ before making a conclusion. For manifolds with A < 0,
ker(A 4+ A) is again trivial because —A is non-negatively definite. However, such manifold may
be non-compact and any non-constant harmonic function F' gives us a non-trivial unique solution
of equation ([Hl).

We shall mention that if our data is modeled locally on a Ricci flat manifold, i.e., A = 0, then
the Euler-Lagrange equation becomes the well-understood biharmonic equation A%f = 0. Har-
monic map and biharmonic map arise naturally because they are critical points of Dirichlet energy
E(u) := [,,|dul*dvol and bienergy Es(u) = [,,|Au|*dvol, respectively. They have very strong
regularity. For instance, continuous biharmonic maps must be smooth (cf. [CWY99al [CWY99h]).
Some related results about biharmonic maps can be found in [GK90, [HO6, MOOQG]. Lots of results
about harmonic and biharmonic maps, to name a few among others due to our limited survey
coverage, have been applied to different branches of mathematics [T05], [HOG], numerical compu-
tation [D91], [LTZ01], theoretical physics [N11l [S87], geometric processing [SGW.J18| [FN19], etc.
Note that the bi-Laplace also appears in the traditional locally linear embedding (LLE) algo-
rithm [WW18|. In order to analyze the performance of these algorithms, it is very important to
understand the behavior of bi-Laplace operator and biharmonic maps, and more generally the £
operator, and to fill in the gap between discrete operators and the continuous theory. For example,

we need the associated spectral theory and the spectral convergence result to fully understand
LLE and HLLE.
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5. APPENDIX

5.1. A summary of the Hessian operator. We briefly recall the definition of gradient and
Hessian under the manifold setup and the associated materials, and for readers with interest in a
systematic treatment of the Riemannian geometry framework, we refer them to [Leel2] for details.

Recall that a d-dimensional C*-manifold M is a collection of open domains with local charts,
whose overlapping regions satisfy the C* transition condition, and each domain is C*-diffeomorphic
to an open ball in R? via the chart function. The language of manifold is designed for doing local
computation in each domain and integrating all quantities by gluing up all domains through
overlapping regions.

Consider a point £ € U C M and a chart (or coordinate) function ¢ : U — ¢(U) C R% For
a C?-function f : M — R, the partial derivative of f at & is defined as the derivative of f o ¢
at ¢(&). Specifically, if we denote p(£) = (x1(£),...,2%(&)) as the coordinate function, we have

%(&) = %(gp(f )). Obviously these derivatives depend on the choice of coordinate functions.
In order to define coordinate-independent derivatives, we need the concepts of tensor and covariant
derivative. Given a tangent vector v = vka%k in T M, the directional derivative of f with respect
to v at £ is defined by vf := vk%. Here and below we adopt Einstein’s convention which means
that repeated indices are summed over even if there is no sum symbol. The differential of f is
defined as the 1-form df which satisfies df (v) := v f for all v € T M. Moreover, the Hessian of f is
defined to be the covariant derivative of df, Hess(f) := Ddf, where D is the covariant derivative
based on the Levi-Civita connection associated with the given metric. Hess(f) is an invariant
2-tensor which, using the local coordinate {7 ?:1, can be computed as

Ddf = D(f;da’) = f;da’ @ da? — f;T}da’ @ da* = (fij — fil5)da' @ da?,

where f; 1= ag;f) , fij = %Qx(f;:}) , and Ffj are the Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection.
To simplify the Hessian estimator on a manifold, it is desirable to get rid of the unknown Tf] This
can be achieved by using normal coordinates, i.e., ¢ is chosen to be the inverse of the exponential
map, denoted as exp™ : U — Ty M. In this case, 27’s are called normal coordinates and all Ffj

vanish at . Hence the Hessian operator is expressed as

0 f
o0xt0xI

Hess(f) = fida' @ da? = dz' ® da’
at & under the normal coordinates. In particular, when we compute the Hess(f) at £ € U C M,
the Christoffel symbol does not play a role under the normal coordinates centered at &, but it is

possible that FZ(Q ) # 0 for some ¢ € U that is different from £ under the same normal coordinates.

Note that to simplify the notation, usually researchers use %(& ) as the shorthand for 828(;?;?)

at exp~!(€) € TeM. Recall that a tensor is invariant under coordinate change, namely, two tensors
are identically the same if their coefficients in different coordinate systems obey the transformation

law.

5.2. Preliminary: Formulas for some integrals. Let us start by computing some integrals in
the Euclidean space.

Lemma 5.1. Let B2 be the ball of radius r in RY, STt be the unit sphere and |BY| denote the
volume of the unit ball. Given an orthonormal basis {E;} € ToyR? = R?, for x € R? and § € S
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we denote ' := (x, E;) and 0° := (0, E;). Then
3

ty(r) 1= [ 0 = g B
str) = [ P = s B
s := /Sd 1(9@)4ds = m|Bd|
Tsi= [ @POFas = 518
Il = /Sd_l(ei)ﬁdsg — m| y
JIlg = /Sd_l(ej)4(ei)2dse = W?MIB%
KJls = /5 (0070, = mlel,
s = [5 () (0')dSs = (d+2)(di4)(d+6)| !

Proof. Using spherical coordinates, one has

Vol(BY) = / / / / 2 a1 sin? % g - - sinpadpdipg_y - - - dipadipy

= — 27 (/ sin?~2 cpdgo)---(/ sincpdgo).
d 0 0

d41
By using formulas Cy = fow sind tdt = Y77 )

can derive

rmEHrigt)
F(2m2+d) )

and [ cos®™ @sin?™? pdp =

A 1-3..... (2m —1)
7 de — Bd d+2m.
/Bd@) TS T A @) B
Note that de Vdr = fsdfl fol O dtd Sy = fsd,l(é’i)‘lng . ﬁ, so IIg = fsd,l(ﬁi)‘ldé’g =

3 3_|B4|. All other integrals can be derived by similar computations. U

one

Note that all integrals with some odd powers of §’ are zero because of the symmetries of § and
S4-1. For instance, [y, ,(67)(07)%dSy = 0 and [, ,(0%)(67)*(0")*dSy = 0. We need the following
two technical lemmas which concern the integral of tensors.

Lemma 5.2. For any symmetric contravariant continuous 2-tensor T defined around x € M?
and any orthonormal basis {e; ;;:1 of T, M, we have

Bd
/ T.(0,0)dSy = | Bt T, / T.(0,0)(0,e1)*dSy = 157 (2T (e1, €1) + t1Ty,)
gd—1 gd—1 d+ 2
and
/ T.(0,0)(0,e1)(0,e3)dSy = —2|Bd|T( )
i z\Y, y €1)\U, €2 9_d+2x617627
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where STt C T, M is the unit sphere centered at 0 = exp~!(x). In particular,
V2f(x)dSy = |BYAf(z) and / Ric,(0,0)dSy = |BY|S(x),
Sd—1 Sd—1

where f € C*(M), Ric, is the Ricci tensor at x and S(x) is the scalar curvature at .

Proof. We omit the subscript x of T,.. Let T' be diagonalized at x by an orthonormal basis which
can be extended into a local frame {E;}9_, around z. Let e; = S nfEy and 0 = S OFEy.

Note that 22:1(77;?)2 = 1 for any j. Then

T(0,0)(0,e1)*dSy = / )?
/Sd1< 1 o Sd1Z

Recall that terms with odd orders of §' vanish by symmetry. LemmalBTlsays that [, ,(67)*(6%)*dS, =
IIs when k = j and [, ,(67)%(0%)?dSp = JIs when k # j. So

M&

)2dSy = Z )2 / (67)2(6*)2d.S,.

1 7,k=1

i

d

/ T(0,0)(0,e1)dSy = Z Tyi(n)* - JIs + Z “Os
Sd—1 4, k=1;k#j
d
= 3" T2 JIs + Z - (IIs — JIs)
k,j=1

= trT - JIg + T(ey, e1) - (IIS — JIs),

where the last equality comes from the symmetry of 7. We get the claim by plugging Lemma (.1
Other statements can be similarly derived. O

Lemma 5.3. Denote the square norm of the second fundamental form 1, by |A|*(x) and the mean
curvature vector by H, := trll,. We have

2 _ |Bd| 2 2
[ 0.0)PaS) = 2 (APG) + L)

B? )
/sdl 1I.(0,0)%(0, e,)*dSy = —(d n |2)(clf vy (12H$ M, (e1,e1) — 8Ricy(er, e1) + 2|A|*(z) + \Hx|2)
and
d
2 _ 1Bl . Yy
/Sd—l |L.(0,0)|7(0,e1)(0,e3)dSy = AT D(d+ 1) (12H, - I, (e, e2) — 8Ric,(e1, e3))

for any orthonormal basis {e;}}_, of T,M

Proof. Since all the tensors are evaluated at the point z, we may omit the notation x in Ric,, I,
H, and |A|*(z) in this proof. Let I be diagonalized at = by an orthonormal basis { F; }d L C T, M.

Extend {E;} to be a local frame around z. Denote 6 = ijl 0'E; and I(E;, E;) = >0 .1 hSjea,
where {e; }?Zd 41 is an orthonormal basis of N, M, the normal space at x. In the following, we
assume the codimension p — d is 1 and denote I(E;, E;) simply by h;;. The general case can be

derived in exactly the same way and has the same conclusion.
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d d 2 d
Recall that |A|? = Z h?j and |H|? = (Z hjj> = Z hjjhgi, one can derive
i=1 i=1

J,k=1

/5 N 11(6,6)[2dSy = Z hijhi / 67)%(6%)2dS,

]k | Gd—1
- Zhﬂhﬂ / (0)*dSp + > hjh / (67)*(6%)*d Sy
i7k s
j=1 J#k
d d d
= Z hjjh'jj : [[S + Z hjjhkk: ’ J[S - Z h’jjhjj ’ J[S
j=1 g k=1 J=1

d d
= (s = JIs) - Y hyshy; + s -y hyihy

j=1 jk=1

— d 2
— B (AP + HP).

Let e; = Zzzl n;?Ek. Recall that Gauss-Codazzi equation for a submanifold in R? gives

> (e, Ej)l(ey, E;) = H - T(e,, &) — Ric(es, e;)

j=1
for all s,t =1,...,d. Hence,

L, O0FG.c s = 3 hyhustal)? [ @204 as,

ok l=1 st

d d
=Y hyihgi(nl)? - Mg+ Y hyihyi(m)? - T
j=1

I#£570=1
d A d
+20Y 0 hyh(n])? s+ > hyhi(n})? - Kl
K jiiok=1 kg3 =1

= (H-1I(ey,e1) — Ric(ey,er)) - (g —3JJIs + 2KJIg)
+ (2H - T(ey, e1) + |A]?) - (JJIg — KJIg) + |H|* - KJIg
| BY]
T (d+2)(d+4)

The last equation can be similarly derived. O

(12H - I(e1, e1) — 8Ric(er, e1) + 2|A” + [H|?) .

Remark 5.1. Taking trace of the Gauss-Codazzi equation one can see that

d d
ZZ]I (es, Ej)(es, E ZZH anEk, ZTISEk, ZZ(nghﬁ)Q = |A[?

s=1 j=1 s=1 j=1 = 7j=1 s=1
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equals to 27, (H - T(e,, e,) — Ric(es, e,)) = [H[>—S. Hence the scalar curvature S = [H|?>—|A|2.

At last, we need the following lemma which can be derived by using the same method as previous
ones.

Lemma 5.4. For distinct indices 5,1 € {1,...,d} and any orthonormal basis {e;}}_, of T,M, we

have
| BY|
I.00,0), 1.0 0.e)dSy =
/Sd—1< a:( ) )7 a:( ,65)>< 76l> SB d+2

(3H, - I, (es, €;) — 2Ric,(es, €;)) .

Proof. We omit the lower subscript « for all tensors. Using frames { £} and {e;} as in the previous
lemmas, we have

d
/ (I(0,0),1(0, e5)) (0, e;)d Sy = Z hjihik / (69)20%nkomnmdS,
Sd—l

i kem=1 Sa-t
d
= > bttt [ @264 7as)
Py gd—1
d
2| BY| | BY|
= jz;]I(Ej,es)]I(Ej,el)alJr 5 +H- H<€S’€l)d+ 5
| BY|

= (3H - I(es, €;) — 2Ric(es, €)) .
U

5.3. Integration on the data manifold. We embed the manifold into R? via the inclusion map
t. Consider x € (M) N B?(z), where B?(z) is a Euclidean ball in R? with center z and radius
e. Choose € small enough so that z lies in the injective region of the exponential map. Then
x = exp,(t0) for some t € R and § € S ! C T,M. The value f(x) can be approximated by its
Taylor expansion

(7) fa) = f(2) + f1(O)t + f2(0)° + f5(0)° + O(tY),
where f1(0) = V f].-0, f2(0) = V2 f|.(6,0), etc. The position of z in R? can also be approximated
by

voexp, (t0) — u(z) = Ky (0)t + Ky (0)t* + K3(0)t3 + K4 (0)t* + O(),
where K (0) = (0), Ky(0) = 31..(0,0), K3(0) = §VoIl.(0,0), etc. Note that ¢~!((M) N BE(2)) is
not a geodesic ball in M and the radial segment from z to the boundary can be approximated by

£(0) = e+ H(0)® + Hy(0)e* + O(£Y),

where Hy(0) = |1.(0,0)%, Hy(0) = 5 Vell.(6,0) - 1.(0,0), etc. See [NWWI8, Lemma B.3] for a
proof of this expansion. At last, the volume form on a local region can be approximated by

dvol = (t"" 4+ Ry ()t + Ry ()t + O(t**)) dtd S,
where Ri(0) = —1Ric.(0,0), Ry(0) = —LVgRic.(0,0), etc. (cf. Corollary 2.10 in [G73]). Inte-

~ 6
grating it and deriving from Lemma [5.2] and Lemma [5.3] that

/Sdl Ri(6) + (d+ 2) H, (6)dS) — | BY| (_%5@ APG) + i\}u?) . _|BY(d + 2)A,
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where
1

A= 8(d+2)

(HL|* = 2[A*(2))

one obtains

Vol(t(M) N BP(z / / tT o RU(O)tTT + Ry(0)t42 4+ O(t43)dtd Sy
Sd-1.J0

= 2B (1 — A2+ O(Y)

(cf. Theorem 3.1 in [GT73]).
Suppose that there is a weighted function p(x) € C*(M) on M, e.g. the probability density
function (p.d.f.) associated with a random vector, we can similarly compute the weighted volume

M) 0 BE(2))

Vol,(
o
(8) / / )+ pr(0)t + pa(0)* + O(E) (177! + Ry (0)+! + O(t*2))dtd Sy
gd—1

_ i\ (p<z> #e (<A0) + g ) + 06 )

Hence,

1 1 -1 2 -2 1 4
Vol,(¢«(M) N BE(z)) - ed| Bd| (,0 +ep (AP— mAp) +O0(e )) :

Theorem 5.1. Let o = ﬁz’ [ = m and BP(z) C R be the e-ball centered at z. Let {e;}I_,

be an orthonormal basis of T.M and B := (M) N BP(z). Suppose that the sample distribution on
M is govern by the density function p(x) and denote p(z)dvol by dvol,. Then

(i)
][f Jdvol, = f(2) + 5o (AF(2) + 297 (WY1, Vo)(2)) + O(E?).

(ii) Forallj=1,...,d,

oz pa)dvol, = a (V61 + o7 () Vple) + O,

B
(iii) Forallj=1,...,d,

][~<:1: — 2, ej>2f(:c)dvolp

B

= af(2) + 557 () (VDL + GAUDE) — g FEBE) ) + BT (2) + OFE

= as(2) 5 (Vigle + %Aﬂz))

B (2) <2ijVjplz (VL) + FE) V). -
U () + O,

T3 M0
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where Uy; = 2N — H, - 1, (e;, €;).
(iv) Forall s,l=1,...,d and s # 1,

][Jx — z,65)(x = z, @) f(w)dvol, = Bp~ () Vi Vi(fp)]: + BVeaf(2) + O(°)

B
= BV VSl + Bp H(2) (Vs fVip + VifVsp+ [V Vip) |
+ BV f (2) + O(£°),

where Vg = —%Hz 1, (es, €).
(v)

_ [ B (2)Vepl: + O(%), s#1
][E@ — z,e)(x — 2, ¢)%dvol, = { 38p~1(2)V,p|. + O(9), s=1"

][~<:L‘ — z,e;)(x — z,e)(x — z,¢)dvol, = O(°) when j,s,1 are mutually distinct.
B

(vi) For all s,l =1,....d,

[ B0, s#£1
][E(x — 2,e5)%(x — 2, ¢)%dvol, = { 38+ 0(), s=1"

When s,t,1,m are mutually distinct, 45(x — z,e5)(x — 2z, ¢)*dvol,, f5(x — z,e5)(x — z,e,) (@ —
z,€)dvol, and f5(x — z,e5) (@ — z,e,) (¥ — z,e;) (T — 2, ep)dvol,, are all of O(").

Proof. For the sake of simplicity, we sometimes omit the subscript z of tensors evaluated at z,
namely, we denote Ric,, H,, I, and |A|*(z) simply by Ric, H, T and |A|>. We also omit the
inclusion map ¢ and do not distinguish M and ¢(M). Note that K, K3 and Ry are odd functions
of 8, R, is an even function of §, and K5 is the second fundamental form and thus is perpendicular
to any tangent vector e;.

(i) Since [gu-i(fP)1dSy = [qu-r(V(fp),0)dSy = 0 and Ry is an odd function of #, by the
symmetry of sphere, one has

][Nf(x)dvolp
= + (fp)it+ (fp)ot® + O?)) (17" + Rit™ 4+ O(t*?)) dtd Sy
gd—1
Rt ((fp) Ry + (fp)2) + O(™?)dtdS,
Sd—1
E Ed+4
B ACQLO [f(2)p(2) (R + (d + 2)Hy) + (fp)2] + O(e™?)dSy.

Recall that fsdﬂ v2(fp)|zd50 = |Bd|A(fp)(Z) (Cf Lemmam) and

€d+2

d+2

/ Ry + (d+2)HdSy = = | B| —15+i\A|2+i|H|2 =~ BY|A
G T a2 6”12 24 - ’
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_ (pl@ rep(a) (Ap@ - ) HOE) 1)

b (770 0) [~ BNt + S [ 3 asi + 0
[ d+2)AP—Af(Z)+P1m (fp)] + O(e")
- )+ 5 )(Af<)+2p (VL T0(E) + 0

(i) For simplicity we omit the notation z and denote f(z) and p(z) by f and p.

][~ (@ — 2 ¢;) f(x)dvol,

B

! ) 3 4 AN 2 3 4
" Vol (B) /S/O (Kot + Kst® + O(tY),¢5) - (fp + (foht + (fp)at® + (fp)st® + O(t"))

(17 4 Rt 4 Rot ™ O(t19)) dtdS,
1 A 1 R SN cdt1 .
sdIBdI (p e ( (d+2) )+O( ))d+1/5d_1< 1 €0 Sy

p—
6d+2
- K )
€d|Bd| (p +8 r ( d+2 )) d+2/5d1< 1’€]><fp>1d59

+ 5d|1Bd‘ ;+ 3P -1 /Sd1<K1,€J>(fp)2 + (K3, e;) fp+ (Ki,e;) fp(d+ 3)Hy

+ (K1, ¢5) f pR1dSo

1 gd—i—4 .
+ B d+a’ /Sd1<K1’€j>(fp)3 + (K3, e;)(fp)1 + (Ku ;) f + (K1, ;) fp(d + 4) Hy

+ (K1, e5) (fo)i(d + 4) Hy + (K, ¢5)(fp)1 Ry + (Ki, €5) f pR2d Sy
+ O(£%)

— 1 —1+ 2 =2 A _ 1 A 8d—+2/ <K e>(f ) ds
_8d|Bd‘ p ep P 2(d+2) P d+ 2 it 1, €5 P)1aog

1 Ed+4
+ mmp_l /Sd_1<K1> e (fp)s + (Ks,e)(fp)r + (Ky,e)) f + (K1, e;) fold + 4)Hy

+ (K1, e5)(fp)i(d+4)Hy + (K1, e5)(fp) 1Ry + (K1, €5) fpR2d Sy

+0(e°).
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Applying the divergence theorem, we have

| @eiondsi= [ (@.e) V(o). 0)as,
Sd*l Sd*l
= [ div(Gac V(s )
- [ Vitsplda
— 1B (/).

Therefore,

][§<SL’ — z,e;) f(x)dvol, = dg——i—Q (Vifl-+p fVipl) + O(?).

(iii) As before, we denote f(z) and p(z) by f and p. Using the fact that the second fundamental
form is a normal vector, i.e., (I(f,6),e;) = 0, we can derive

(K ) = 5{Va1(0.0).¢5) = — (1(6.0). Vioe,) = —5{1(0,6).1(0. )

and thus, by Lemma 5.4, [, (K1, €;) (K3, e;)dSy = —6(|fj|2) (3H - I(e;, e;) — 2Ric(ej, e;)). There-
fore,

][E (x — z,¢;)2f (z)dvol,

1 £
" Vol (B) / / (Kit+ Kst® + O(tY), ) (Fp+ (Fphit + (fp)at® + (fp)st® + O(tY))
P Sd=1.J0o
(N Ryt Rot? 4 Ryt 4 O(t7H)) dtdS,
62 _ B 1
= W (p 1 —|—52p 2 (Ap — mAp) —+ O<g4)) /Sdl<K176j>2fpdSG

4
+ mpl/sdl 2(Ky, €5) (K, ¢5) fp + (K1, e5)* (fp)2 + fold + 4)Hi + fpRi) dSy

+ O(%

2 1

4 -1 1
= daal T {m‘f(Ap_Q(dJrQ)Ap)_3(d+2)(d+4)<
1

a0 Jo e;)* ((fp)2 + fold +4)Hy + fpRi)dSs| + O(°).

3H - (e, ¢;) — 2Ric(ej, ¢;)) fp
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Recall that (fp)e = 5V5(fp)l., Hi = 5;|I|?, and Ry = —¢Ric(6,6). So, using Lemma [E.2] and

2
Lemma [5.3] all Ric are coincidentally cancelled and one obtains

][E (x — z,¢;)2f (z)dvol,

g2 gt

— -1 _ 1
B d+2f+d+2fp (Ap 2(d+2)Ap

+ W}M {f (—%H W(ej, ;) — (d + 2)A) +p! (Vi(fp) + %A(fp))} +0(e")

N di2f+ (d+2§2d+4) (vjﬂ ! %Af)
T mpl (zvjfvjp +(Vf,Vp)+ [Vip— ﬁjﬂp)
T 2§zd vy <2A e ej>) o
(iv)
][E (= 2 ez — 2, e f(@)dvol,
— Volj(g) /S N /O é(9)<Klt + Kst® + O(t"), e.) (Kut + K3t® + O(tY), e))

(fo+ (fo)ut + (fp)at® + (fp)at® + O(Y))
. (tdfl + thd+1 4 RQthrQ 4 O(td+3>) dtdS@

— i (77 2 (M- ggtge) +OEY) [ e s egps)

3

+ ﬁ (,0_1 +e2p? (AP — #Ap) + 0(54)) /Sd_l(Kl, es) (K1, e)(fp)1dSs

(d+3) 2(d+2)
+ mp_l /5d-1<Kl’ es) (K3, e) fp+ (Kq,e){(Ks,es) fp
+ (K1, es) (K e) (fp)2 + fp(d+4)Hy + fpRy) dS
+0(e%).

Note that all the terms of odd order are zero. Moreover, the first term is also zero because
fsd71<8>68><876l>d59 = Z;jn,j:1 775“7)1] fsdfl 0m07dSy = ZZI:1 ng " fsdfl(em)2d59 = (e, 6l>|Bd| =
0. Indeed, it can be seen easily by using the symmetry of S%~!. On the other hand, by using
Lemma 5.4 we see that

B? 2
/ (K1, es)(K3,e) + (Ky,e) (K3, es)dSy = |5 —Ric(es,e;) —H - I(es, €) |,
Sd*l d_'_ 2 3
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hence

][ (x — z,e5)(x — z,¢) f(z)dvol,

gt (2
- Ty (§Ren ) ~ B ewe)) 17
b [ et (593001 + (G008 - SRic6.0)) fp) dsi+ O)
et 2
- @@y (3R B ) 7
T (d+2)(d+4) </)lvsvl<f/))|z + (H : %]I<es; er) — ;Ric(es, el)) f) + O(£%)
- m <P_1VsVl(fP)|z - %H -I(es, ez)f) +O(e%).

(v) When p is a constant, it is easier to compute and one can obtain

f(x — z,e;){x — 2, e;)dvol

B

1 £(0)
Vol ®) /d / (Kt + Kst® + O(th), e,) (K1t + Kst® + O(%), ep,)?
O Sd—1.J0

(T TRy 4+ O(t412))dtd Sy

1 gd+3 , et )
= = —(0,e;) {0 Z TI2(0. e\ (O

VOI(B) /Sdl d+3< ’€J>< ’ek> + 24 ‘ | < 7€]>< ,€k>
d+5

9
TaTs
+ O(e?%) dS,
= 0(%,

(%vgn, e) (0, ex)” + 200, ¢) (6, ek><éven, ex) + (0, ;{6 ek>2%1Ric(9, 9))

because [gq-1(0, €;)(0,e1)*dSp, [ga1 |L|*(0,€;)(0, €)*dSy, and other explicit terms written in the
above integrals are odd integrals and thus vanish.
In general, when the density is nonuniform, one has

][~(:p — z,e;){(x — z, ex)?dvol,

B

1 £(0)
= - / / (K1t + K3t® + O(th), e;) (K1t + Kst® + O(tY), ey,)?
Vol,(B) Jsa-1 Jo

S R+ O(t2)) (p(2) + pit + O(£2))dtdS,
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and now the term p;t = tVyp will produce an O(g*)-term

e} (K1, ex)*t ¥V op dtdSy

Sd—l

1 gd+4 ) ) o
Vol (B)/Sd1d+4< e;) (0, er)’Vop dSp

1 gd+d )
— — e — 0,6‘ 0,6 v ’0 dS .
Vol,(B) /Sd_l d+4< 31(0,e1)*(Vp,0) dSy

As in (i), using the divergence theorem and [, z7dx = $|Bd|, one can show that this O(g?)-

€d+4 / )
term is — z,ep)? + (x,e;)x, ex)) Vipl.de = Bp~'Vip|l, when j # k and is
Volp(B)d+4 - (( k> ( J>< k)) JP‘ P J/)| Jj #
1 €d+4 ) )
= 3(x,e)*Vipl.de = 3B8p "V,p|. when j = k. The second integral can be shown
Volp(B)d+4/Bd (,€5)"Vpl p iP J g

easily, so we skip the proof.
(vi) The proof is similar to previous cases. For the first integral, it is easy to see that the leading
term is

1 0 2 2,d+3 B+O0(e°, s#l
VOIP(E /gd 1/ <K1>65> <K1,61> t pdtd59 :{ 36+O(56)7 s—=1"

Other integrals can be similarly derived. O

5.4. Step 1: The bias term of k—lzZTZ. In the following, we use dashes to indicate the lower
triangular portion of a symmetric matrix.

Recall that {xz,j}?gl are k, neighbors of z and q; is the projection of z.; onto the subspace
V, = span{us}?_; that is derived from the local PCA. Thus, (q;)s = (¢(x.;) — t(2), us). Denote
B = (M) NB?(z) and dvol, = p(x)dvol as before. Also, denote J to be the 1-1 map that indexing
the upper triangular matrix of size d x d by 1,. d(d; D

To study the asymptotic behavior of ZTZ we divide it into two steps. The first step is
evaluating its bias from the desired asymptotlc quantity, and the second step is evaluating its
large deviation from the desired quantity. First of all, under the mamfold assumption and the law
of large number, asymptotically when n — oo, we expect that 7 Z TZ converges to

1 Lap Lac Lap

r—| — Lss Lpc Lpp € ROFd+a+ 2D ) (1 d 2D
— 9
—  — Lee Lep
- - — Lpp

where L 45 1s a d-dim vector

[ f5(u(z) — u(2), ur)dvol,

L ¢ is a d-dim vector
[ JLB<L(‘T) - L(Z)>u1>2dVOlP e JCB(L(Z‘) - L(Z)v ud>2dV01P ] )

-vector

Sk

(u(x) — u(2), ug)dvol, | ,

. d(d—1
Lipisa %

[ f5(u(x) — u(2), ur)(e(x) — u(2), ug)dvol, - f5(u(x) —u(2), ug—1)((x) — 1(2), ua)dvol, ]
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Lgp is a d X d diagonal matrix

f(u(x) = 1(2), uy)?dvol, 0

0 f5(u(z) = u(2), ug)*dvol,,
Lpc is a d x d matrix with the (s,t)-th entry, s,t =1,...,d,

/~<L(x) —1(2),us) (t(x) — u(2), ut)deolp,

B

Lgpisad x @ matrix with the (s, J(k, 1)) entry, s=1,...,d, k,l=1...,d and k # [,

/§<L(ﬂf) = u(2), us)(e(w) = 1(2), w) (e(x) = 1(2), w)dvol,,

Lec is the d x d matrix with the (s, ¢)-th entry, s,t =1,...,d,

/ﬂ(x) (2, ) () — i(2), w)dvol,

B

Lep is the d x 22U matrix with the (s, J(k,1))-th entry, s =1,...,d, k,l=1...,d and k # 1,

[ 00) = ). u0) —1(2), 1) () — 1(2), v,
B
and Lpp is the @ X @ matrix with the (J(s,t), J(k,1))-th entry, s,t = 1,...,d, s # t,
k,l=1...,dand k # [,

/§<L(ZL‘) — (%), us)(L(x) — 1(2), ue) (t(x) — (2), up) (L(x) — L(2), w)dvol, .

In the following lemma, we show that this seeming complicated matrix L can be well approxi-
mated by the following simplified matrix

o _
]_ ap_lalp e cee ap_ladp 6% N e o 0
-« 0 .- 0 3Bp~'owp Bp o - Bp O 0
- - 5 Bp~'0ap ' : 0
— _ - 0 : Bp~'04-1p 0

PR il - - a Bp'0ap - - 3Bp'Oup | O
= | = — S — 35 3 B 0 :

B B L B B . . . 0
. _ o 3 0
S - - - 38 0
— — — — — — — — — B1 aa—1)

with a = %, g = m, p = p(z) and 0;p denoting partial derivative V,p|,, j =1,...,d.

In this manner we say that L approximates LY, and the approximation bias will be quantified
precisely.
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Lemma 5.5. Let U;; = 2A — sH - I(ej,¢;) and Vs = —3H - L(es,e). Define L° as in above.
Then

Xaa Xap Xac Xap 0 O(*) Xihc+0(”) Xip+O0()
Yo7 _10_| = XBB Xpoc Xpp | _ | - O(") O(£°) Xpp +O0(E°)
' — —  Xcc Xop - = O(e% O(<% ’
- - —  Xpp - - - O(£°)

where [X5c]; = B (p™'Vio— gzp ' Ao+ Uy;), Xop = [[Xiplu [Xiphz -+ [Xipl@-1d] is a
1 x @ matriz with [XYp)a = B(p~'VVip + Vsy), and

[ Oap Bsp Oap -+ Bapl| O 0o --- 0 0O --- 0 |--- 0 0 0
Op 0 o oo 0 | Bzp Oap - Ogp| O oo 0 |- 0 0 0
X%D _ 6,0_1 0 - | O2p O - 0 | Oap -+ Oap| - 0 0 0
' (U D Op - O | | Da1p Oap 0
: . 0 0 cov | Og—ap 0 0ap
[ 0 - o 0 dip| 0 - 0 Dap| O - Dap |- 0 Oa—2p | Oa—1p |

Proof. For the simplicity of notations, we omit the symbol ¢ in the following proof. First, it is

easy to see that X 4 :][~ ldvol,—1 = 0. Now we compute X 45. By Theorem B.1[(ii) with f =1,
B

we have][Jx—z, ejydvol, = ap™'9;p+ O(e"). Recall that (z— z,e;) = (x — 2,u;) + O(e®)||x — 2|,

B
so one can derive that X5 = Lag — L% is a vector of O(e?).
As for X s¢, by using Theorem [B.J(iii) with f = 1, we have

]g(:p — z,ej)%dvol, = a + (p_1V?p - %H “1Ap+ Z/[jj) + 0(€%).
Since (z — z,¢;)? = (x — z,u;)* + O(e%)||x — z||?, we know that entries in the vector X o = Lac —
L% are ][§<SL’ — z,u;)%dvol, — a = f3 (p1V§p — p tAp +Z/{jj) + O(e%) =: [XYc]; + O(E°).
Similarly, using Theorem [E.I}(iv), one can derive
(10) [Xaplst = [Xaplst + O(°) = B(p™ Vi Vip + Vsy) + O(%).

(x — 2, u;)(x — 2, up)dvol,, ][§<x —z,u;) (T —

1
d+2

To find Xgp, Xpe, and Xpgp, one has to compute][

B
z, uk>2dvolp, and][

B

][~<SL’ — z,u)(x — z,ug)dvol, — ol = O(g") can be easily derived from Theorem [B.(iii)(iv) and
B
the deviation between e;’s and u;’s. Similarly, Xpc = O(£%) and the matrix Xpzp can be derived

from Theorem [5.1(v). Other terms such as Leoe and Lpp are similarly obtained by using Theorem

BTl(vi). O

(x— 2z, u;){x — 2, us) (x — 2, us)dvol,, respectively. Indeed, Xpp = Lpp— L% 5 =

5.5. Step 2: The large deviation estimate for k—IZZTZ. Next, we study the large deviation of
éZTZ caused by the random samples. Write

1
(11) k—ZTZ:L+LD:LO+X+LD,
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where LD indicates the large deviation. We will divide LD into blocks

LDaa LDap LDsc LDap

_ — LDp LDpc LDpp (L+dtd 2Dy (14 dd+ UL

(12) LD = _ ~ LDee LDep eR ,
- - — LDpp

where LD 44 € R, LD4g,LDac € R4 LDyp € RW*U4-1D/2 [Dpp LDge, LD € R¥™?, LDgp,LDep €
R&xUd=1D/2 and LDpp € RUD/2xd(d=1)/2 “and bound each term separately with high probability
using the Bernstein’s inequality.

We first provide detailed computation of LD,p € R'™*¥@-1/2 " Recall the notations Z, y and q
from ). Fix s,l =1,...,d and s # [, and denote

(13) Yl = (v )m(¥)m = (dm)s(am):
for m = 1,...,k,, where {y,}?_, are the column vectors given by local PCA and {q.,}*:_, are
row vectors of the (k, x d)-matrix [y; --- yq4|. Denote

(14) QbY = (X —z,e)(X — z,¢;) and Q (s:1) = (z; — z,e5){(x; — 2z, €1) = (q)s(qi)s -

When n — oo, by the law of large number we would expect that the following term is close to its
mean

k. sl n s,l)
i Z y s — . Z ) % Zizl Qz( e dXBE(z) (;)
k m 1 o 1 Z’? c—d (x) :
# m=1 n Em:l n i=1 X B:(2)\ T4

Note that e in front of xp_(»)(X;) is a normalization so that e ?xp_(, )(XZ-) is a proper ker-

nel function for the approximation of identity purpose. Also note that Q De- dy B.(»)(X;) is an
i.i.d. random vector. We would apply Bernstein’s inequality in the denominator and numerator
separately to achieve our goal.

Proposition 5.1 (Bernstein’s inequality). Suppose Xy, ..., X, are i.i.d. sampled from a random
variable X, where E(X) =0, |X| < a and Var(X) < co. Then for 6 > 0 we have

1 no>
P<l— <2 — .
{ n 4 ~ 5} - exp< 2Var(X) + %aé)

>
i=1

Now, denote

(15) X(sl Q(sl . XB (z)(Xl> _E <Q(s l)&? XB.(x )(Xz)> :

where i = 1,...,n. Note that E(X"") =0, [ X"*?| < &e~9||q|]?> < a = O(e~%+?) and

2
Var(X)) = ¢ 2d/§q§q12dvolp—€2d (/é qsqldvolp)

— =1 (Bp(2)| B + O(9)) — (Bp ' VaVip + BV + O())? p(2)2| BY?
= %5‘%—4 + O(E_d+6) _ @(€_d+4).

Clearly, a is much larger than the variance, so we would apply Bernstein’s inequality to obtain
a sharp bound. Since we are interested in the Hessian, which is of order €2, we focus on the
region § < €2 when we apply Bernstein’s inequality; that is, the deviation caused by the random
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sampling should be much smaller than 2, and we also hope that this bound happens with a high
probability. To this goal, note that we have

néd? néo?

> )
2Var(XV) + 248~ 4var(X*)

and we set
néo?
avar(X)

since we hope the probability that the large deviation happens to be controlled from above by
n~3. That is, we take

(16) 5=6 ( o8 ) ,

and achieve the bound
( ZQH&T XB. (=) (%i) / Qe xp. () (x)dvol,

for some C' > 0. For a sanity check, note that since we have assume

= 3log(n)

log(n) ) < Cn-3

ned—4

log(n)
ned—4

dominated by €2 when n is sufficiently large. Similarly, for the denomlnator we have

n
=1

“IX By (i) — dvol
> mol@) = [ (vl > 2

Recall that [z e %dvol, = p(z)|B% + O(e?). Thus, we have

k- (s,l) —
i Z y (1) B Zz 1 Q e dXBE )(:E )
k D (:)
m n i=1 XBE('Z) ?

1 o) —d log(n)
- 55, O XBE(Z’(x)dV‘ﬂ”O( e

— (14 0(?) Q@Ddvol, + O ( log@ )

d
Be(2) ne

and hence a control of LD4p = O ( 105,1( 4) with probability higher than 1 —Cn~3 for some C' > 0

when n is sufficiently large.

Besides Y,$™ = (qum)s(qm )i, We have to control terms like Y5 := (qm)s, Y™ := (qum)(qm )i,
Yt = (dm)s(Am)i(Qm)e, ete. The computation is similar and can be summarized by the
following lemma. Since the proof of this lemma is the same as the above, we omit details.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose X1,...,X,, are i.i.d. sampled from a random variable X. Let ¢ > 0 and
A € N. Suppose E(X) =0, |X| < a=0(e) and Var(X) = O(¢~42?}). Then we have
log(n) -3
P[5 2 D}sm

Jor some C' > 0 when n is sufficiently larger if € — 0 and ”5 0 hold when n — oo.
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Note that the control of LD4p is a special case of Lemma [5.6. Based on this Lemma, the other
terms of LD can be computed similarly and we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Denote w := % to simplify the notation. Then
LDsy LDsp LDsc LDap 0 Oew) O(f%w) O(g%w)
ID— — LD LDgc LDgp | | — O(c%w) O(e%w) O(w)
- - —  LDcc LDop | | — - O(g'w) O(e'w)
_ _ —  LDpp - - - O(e'w)

with probability higher than 1 — Cn=3 for some C' > 0 when n is sufficiently large if ¢ — 0 and

long"'(i) — 00 hold when n — 0.

To simplify the heavy notation, from now on we follow the same notation relationship used in
(@3), (I4) and ([d3) and consider notations Y= (q)? if there are a € N s in the superscript
of Y, yiEst-t (qm)‘j(qm)f if there are « € N s and 8 € N [ in the superscript of Y,,,

Vg — ()2 ()P Q) if there are 0 € N's, 3 € Nl and v € N ¢ in the superscript of
Y,., etc., and the associated ) and X notations with the proper superscripts.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that LD44 = 0. For each of the other terms, we have to compute the crucial
term Var(X) as follows.

o Lap: Let Yo = (qm) and X = QVemdyp. ) (X:) — E(QVe x5, (X)) Tt follows
from Theorem [5.1] that

2
Var(X®) = E_Qd/quZVOlp — g </§ qldvolp)

Bd
_ p<2)| |€—d+2 + O(E_d+4) — @(€—d+2)

d—+2
and, by Lemma [5.6] LD4p = O(cw).
e L, c: By a direct computation as that in Theorem [B.1, we consider v, = (qm)? and

derive

2
Var(X) = 52d/~q?dvolp — g (/~ q?dvolp>
B B

30(2)|BY  _uu (p(2)|BY 5\ 6
T d+4d+2)° _( d+2 5) +0()
:@(87d+4)

and thus LDac = O(c%w).

e L,p: We had shown that Var(X D) = ©(¢~9*4) in the previous paragraph.

e Lgp: The computation of Lgp involves exactly the same terms as L ¢ and L,p. So the
variance is also in ©(g~4+1).

Similarly, it is easy to check that Var(X ") and Var(X®!)) are of ©(~9+%) while Var(X (1),
Var(X (i) and Var(X©®441) are all of ©(¢~9*8). Therefore, using Lemma [5.6, we obtain the
desired large deviations. O
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With the relationship assumption of n and ¢, from Lemmas and 0.7, we conclude that éZ Tz
satisfies

1
— 77 =1+ X +1D

k.

Lha Lhp Lic Lip Xaa Xap Xac Xap LDaa LDap LDac LDap
_ - Lyp Lye Liyp 4 — X Xpc Xbpp n — LDpp LDpc LDpp
- - Lc L(((:JD - —  Xcc Xop — —  LDce LDep
- - - Lpp - - - Xpp - — — LDpp

1 L% L% O 0 O(Y) 0 0O(?) 0 Oew) O(F%w) O(e*w)

_ | - LYy L% O I O(e?) 0(%) 0O(e?) I O(e%w) O(g3w) O(3w)

- - LYy O - = 0(% 0 - - O(e*w) O(s'w)

- - - Y, - = - 09 — — — O(e'w)

with probability higher than 1 — Cn™3 for some C > 0 when n is sufficiently large. Recall that
L% is the vector ap=*Vp, LY, is the vector a1k, LY, = al; where I, is the identity matrix,

(’91,0
LY. = BXY, where X = p! Y = (21, +117), LY, = BY, LY, = 6](1((12—1),
dap
and w = /20 Tt is worthwhile to mention that we put the O(*)-term in Xpp, instead of LY,

so that it is easier to compute the inverse of L° in the next step.

5.6. Step 3: The inverse of k—lzZTZ. Recall (1)) and denote

F .= X +LD;
that is, éZTZ = L’ + E. To alleviate the heavy notation burden, we denote p := p(z) and
Orp
9jp == V;pls, j = 1,...,d. Recall L° defined in ([@). Let X = p~* , Y =
Dap
3 1 --- 1
L3 € R%4, Then the inverse of L can be computed directly as
S
1 1 3
A0 T 0
— Kun Ky 0
0y—1 _
(17) U I
— — — l[d(dfl)
B
A+ vad =1

where A and v satisty { X+ vB(d+2) =0

1 1 1 2
Ky =2 (1+2xvQyx), K=K = —1XYQ, Kp=1q+ 11",
Q « Q 15} A

11171

=Y '-F '+
Q +1+1TF*11

=Y '+ 0(?),
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and 1 = X?(2X?% — %,02])_1. By a direct expansion, we have

Fl = —gp_QX2 + O(e*)

and
d+1 -1 - -1
,1: 1 —1 d—|—1 S . :1[_ 1 11T
2(d+2) : R | 2 2(d+2)
—1 e =1 d+1
To evaluate the inverse of éZTZ = LY + E, we consider the Taylor’s expansion
(18) (LO + E)*1 = (LO)*l _ <L0)71E<L0)71 + [(Lo)flE]Q(LO)fl L

but to achieve this expansion, we need the control of the norm of (L°)~*E. A direct computation
gives

(L°)'E
v1TEca AEap +v1TEcn AEac + v1T Ecce AEap +v1TEcp
| KnnEpa+ Ki2Eca KiuEpp + Ki2EcB K1 Epc + Ki2Ecc KuFEpp + Ki2Ecp
Ko1Epa+ KooFEca v1Eap+ Ko1Epp + KooEcp v1Eac + K21Epec + KooEcc v1Eap + Ko1Epp + Koo FEcp |
%EDA %EDB %EDC %EDD

where we decompose E into blocks in the same way as that in (I2) and use the associated notation.
Recall that

06 0L o > 08 ol oty
(L)™' = B -~ O(e— 0 and E=| % O(=%) O(%) + LD
— — — 0(5_4) — — - 0(86)
Therefore, we have
20 29 201 22
UDTE=100) o) o) o) |
O(1) 0(@1) 0(?) 0
and hence
o o 2y
W= WDTEEDT= o) o) 0E?) o) |
0(1) 0(2) 0(?) 0=
(19) Q= [(L(])ilE]z(LO)il: 0(e?) O(1) 0(1) o0(1) )
| O(e%) 0(1) 0O(1) O(7?)
2 0 20 o
Q= [ETERE T =1 o2 o) o) o) |
| 0(=) o) o) o)
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Denote
(Qn)aa Q)as (Un)ac (Qn)ap
O = (Qm)BA (Qm>BB (Qm)BC (Qm>BD
" (Un)ea (U)o (Qn)ece ()b
(Qm)DA (Qm)DB (Qm)DC (Qm)DD

Note that only (L°)71, Q1, () an, (Q2)Ba, ()85, (22)5c, (2)cn, and (22)pp contain the first

and the second lowest order terms, and the remaining terms inside Q,, := [(L°)"*E]™(L%)~!, m >
2, are of higher order compared to (L°)~! — Q. To be precise, if we denote
0 (Q2)aB 0 0
o (70N-1 (2)pa () (22)B 0
0 0 0 (Q2)pp
then the higher order terms are
O(e) O(e") O(e?) O(e?)
_ O(eh) O(e?) 0O(e?) 0(1)
0 1_
2y LB EE= o) o) on) o
O o) o) o)

We shall mention that although non-zero entries in (L°)~! dominate their corresponding entries
in € and s, we cannot discard terms in €2; and some entries in {25 because at the vary last step
of the proof when we put everything together, some of those dominated entries will play a critical
role via canceling each other. See the proof of Theorem (2] particularly (22)), for details. We
also use Lemma [5.8(ii) for the cancellation. In the following paragraph, (£2;)ca and (£2;)cc in G
are computed explicitly because they will be used later, while other terms in €2; and €25 are kept
implicit. Namely, the matrix in (20) can be expressed as

Gaa Gap Gac Gap
O — Gpa Gpp Gpce Gpp
Gea Gep Gee Gep |
Gpa Gpp Gpe Gpp
where the first row is
Gaa=X— (1) aa,
Gag= — ()ap + (22) a5,
Gac = v1" — (D) ac,
Gap = — (91)AD;
the second row is
Gpa= — ()pa+ (22)pa,
Gps = K11 — (1)ss + (22) BB,
Gpe = K12 — (1) go + () B
Gpp = — (S41)BD;
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the third row is

Goa = vl — (AKy1Ega + AKooEca + v1Eacvl + Koy Egovl + Koo Eccvl)
Geop = Ko1 — (11)e + (S2)cB,
Goo = Koy — (K21EBAV1 + Ky FEoavl )

— [(V1Eap + Ko1 Epp + Ky Ecp) Kio + (V1Eac + KnEpc + KnEcc) Ka),
Gep = — (1)ep;

and the fourth row is

1
GDA = — B ()\EDA + Epcv]_) s
1
Gpp = — 3 (EppKi1 + EpcKa),
1 T
Gpec= — 3 (Epav1" + EppKis + EpcKa)
1
Gpp = B[ — () pp + (22)pp

In the following computation, we use K9, to denote the leading order terms of Koy = %Q+”7211T =
I+ 2117+ 0(e7?), de, KS, = 2Y 1+ 117, Similarly, K9, = 1T and K, = K = —1X.
For later use, we need the following formulas which can be derived by routine computations, and
we omit the details.

Lemma 5.8. Denote A = ﬁ%’ V= m. Then we have

-« ,d+4

0 5

) - =———— = "——.

N [d+2)B  C d+2

(ii) v1 + ak9%1 =0.

1
(iii) 25 1 +avl + K91 = d+ 21.

(iv) EDBKlla[V]n]dxl Bp NV pVin + VipV ] A1) s where n might be f or p.
)

(V EDBK&O[I = —Bp*Q[Vsthp + thvsp] d(d2—1) <1

f(@21)
5.7. Step 4: The estimate for (Z”Z)~'Z"f. In the following, we will compute - Z" :
f('rzykz)
and express it as
1 f(@21)
T : LY LT
—7 : = L%+ X 4+ LD.
k.
f('rzykz)

By using similar computation we have done in previous steps, we obtain the following estimation.
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Lemma 5.9. Let o = %2, g = m and w = %. Then
1 f(l‘z,l) L
2" : — (I9+X)+1ID
- f(xz,k)
i F(2) + Lo (Af(2) + 29 1V £, V) (2)) + O 1 [ OWw) ]
a (Vifl:+p71(2) f(2)Viplz) + O() O(ew)
o (Vafl. + p~ () (=) Vapl2) + O(=) O(ew)

af () + 697 () (VUL + 3AUDE) - 5 1()A0(E)) + Bl f(2) + OE) | | | O(ct)

af(z)+ Bp () (VA0 + FAUPE) — 55 F ()A0(2) ) + Blhaaf () + O() O(c)

Bp~IV1Va(fp)l: + BV1 2f(2) + O(E%) O(e’w)

Bp~*NVa-1Va(fp)l- ﬁL'ﬂVdedf(Z) +O0(e°) . L 0(8.2(«0) i

where Uy; = 2N — SH - T(ej, ¢;) and Vsy = —3H - T(ey, e,), with probability higher than 1 — Cn™?

for some C' >0 if e - 0 and 107;5(2) — 00 holds when n — oo.

Proof. The proof is similar to the above, so we sketch it without providing all details. Denote

[ f(z21) Na
iZT . e NB
k., : Neg |7
L f(@n.) Np
F Lk -
=D (@) f )
1 e Z =1
where Ny = [k—Zf(xzvj)],NB: : ,
Z j=1 1 ks
7 (aj)af(z=;)
L 7 =1 i
1 & ] 1 & |
> ()i f (=) = PRICHACHECH
z 50 Z j=1
Ne = : and Np = : . The computation and
e e
= (a;)af (=) o > (@)a-1(ay)af (@=;)
L 7=t § L 7=t .

control of L9, X and LD follow the same steps as the above. We first approximate i Zf; (aj)if(xz,)

by their continuous counterparts L0+ X via the large deviation. For instance, fix any [ = 1,...,d,



34 CHIH-WEI CHEN AND HAU-TIENG WU

thanks to Theorem (.1l we have

1 &
l{?_z lf xZ]
7=1

z

k

1 z

= k_ E qj 1+ O sz_] - ZH) ('TZJ)
J=1

z

S S

- (x — z,¢;) f(x)dvol +][ O(e®)||z — z|| f(z)dvol, + L.D.
B

(x — 2, &) f(x)dvol, + O(?)

Vol(B [Sd / (t+O(t*)(f(2) + O(t))dtdSy + L.D.

= a(Vifl.+p ' fVip) + O(e") + L.D.,

where L.D. means the large deviation of é Zf;(qj)lf(xz,j). Other terms also follow from The-
orem [B.J] immediately. Now we figure out the large deviation terms. As before, we denote

log(n)

W = TLEd .

e The first block:
Let X, := f(X))e Xp.()(Xi) — B (f(X))e X p.((Xi)). Then |X;| < a=0(c%) and

2
Var()? 2d/ f2dvol, — e~ (/~ fdvolp)
B

= = p(2)| B (f?(z) 20 (AP(2) + 207 () (VA V) (2)) + 0<e4>)

PRI (1) + 0 (A1) + 207 (VL T(E) + ()
= p()|BY () + O,

Using Corollary [B.6] we can derive

{z

under the relationship assumption of € and n, which leads to

7)< o

Zf Tom)— (14 O0(e ))]{B()f(x)dvolp >

= 0(e?) + O (w)

kizzz f(am) — £(2)

with probability greater than 1 — Cn=3 if ¢ — 0 and 1028 ) when n — oo.
e The second block:
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Let £ = QU F(Xi)e xp.(Xs) = B (Q F(Xi)e xp.((Xy) ). Then [X] < a =
O(e7%*1) and by Theorem [5.1] we can show that

Var()/(\'i(l)) = 62d/

B

(x — z,e)% f2dvol, — e~ </~<x — 2, el)fdvolp)

B

=B (5 P02 +0E) - o)

= 0(e74?).
Thus,
kiz Zz(qm)lf(xzvm) —a(Vifl. +p7 ' (2)f(2)Vipl) | = O(e") + O (ew)

ne

with probability greater than 1 — Cn=3 if ¢ — 0 and @ — oo when n — o0.
e The third block:
Let )/(\'i(”) = qu)f(Xl-)g_dXBE(z) (X;) — FE (lel)f(Xi)g_dXBg(z) (XZ)> Then by the same

calculation we have [ X"| < a = ©(c~%*2) and Var(X") = ©(c~9), which implies

(2

D@ )
~af(:) 4 870e) (THIA + 5AUPC) - 55 () + Blaf ()
= 0(") + O (c%w)

d
1"5 — 00 when n — oo.
og(n)

with probability higher than 1 — Cn=2 if ¢ — 0 and
e The fourth block:

Let X = QU J(X)e . (X0) = B (QF(X)e™Xp.((X:) ). Then, by the

same calculation, we have |)?i(8’t)| < a = O(e7%?) and Var()?i(s’t)) = O(e74*). This
implies that

i i(qm>s<qm)tf<xz,m> - (ﬁpilvsvt<fp>|z + ﬁV1,2f<z))

W =0(£%) + O (e°w)

m=1

with probability higher than 1 — Cn=3 if ¢ — 0 and 10’;5(2) — 0o when n — o0.

By putting the above calculation together, we have
f(z21) -
(ztz)tz* : = (G +h.ot)(LY+ X +1ID),
f(xz7kz)

where h.o.t. means the higher order terms. We are finally ready to finish the proof of the desired
quadratic fitting theorem, which we summarize it below for the reader’s convenience.
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Theorem 5.2 (cf. Theorem B.1]). Set w = %. From the previous lemmas, we conclude that

(@) +0E)+0w) ]

Vifl. +0(?) + O(e™'w)

. Vafl. + O + 0= w)
xz,l

(ZTz)flzT — %V1V1f‘z+0<€)+0(5_QW)

f(@2r.) :
%Vdvdf|z + 0(8) + O(e_Qw)

V1V2f|z + O(E) + O(s_Zw)

| Va1Vafl|. + O(s) +O0(ew) |

with probability higher than 1 —Cn=3 for some C' > 0 if ¢ — 0 and 2~ — oo holds when n — oco.

£
log(

d
n)
Proof. (Finish the proof of Theorem B11)

The leading terms of (Z7Z)~'ZTf can be computed separately as follows.

The constant part: The leading O(1)-term is A\f + v17af1 = f because A + vad = 1. The
second order terms are in O(g?).

The gradient part: We multiply the matrix in éZTf by [Gpa Gpp Gpc Gppl. The leading
term is

K?l [O‘(ij + /flfvjp)]dxl + K?Z(Xflu

which can be simplified and becomes the solely [V flax.

The Hessian part: Now we multiply the matrix in kiZZTf by [Goa Gep Goe Geop). The
product contains many terms and only leading terms are presented here. Recall that v € O(e72),
A€ O(), K),K), K, € O(e7?), K, = %Yfl + ”—;11T € O(e™*). Moreover, Ky — K9, =
Lp72X2 + 0(1) € O(e7?). We denote K3, := £p ?X2.

e The O(s7?)-term v1f + Kyaf1 vanishes by Lemma [B.8[(ii).
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e The O(1)-terms of [Goa Gep Geoe Gep) - iZTf can be gathered as

1
Vlozap_l [A(fp) — fAP] — (AK9yEca + v1Eacvl + K Eccrl) f

d+4

1
+ Kap [V (fplwa + KB | V(o) + 5A(F0) = grmy A0
dx1

+ K%8[Uj; flaxi + Ky laf — (KgyEcavl” + v1Eac K + KhEccKS) laf

1 1
= BEY, [VI(£0)] oy + 507" (0l + BEG1) A(fp) = 5o avd fAp

2
—1, 70 1 d+4, 0 L oy
+p a5 [Vi(fp)laxi — 2P d+26K221pr+fﬁK22[ ]j]dxl + ap X laf

— [ (AK%Eca + V1Escvl + K9 Eccrl)
— [ (K5,Ec A1l + V1B oK, + K9 EccK) 1a

o1 N7
=) 1553{ HpVEf 2V p+ [VEp] L+ %XHT NACDIPS

1
+ 507 (oL + BER1) Afp) = 5p7" (awd + a®K351) fAp

— N =

- =X[V (fp)]dleffﬁKQOz[ ]j]dxl+fp ( jp)21

— [ (K,Eca(A+ avl™1) + v1Eac (vl + aKH1) + K, Ecc (vl + aKjp1)) .

A

Recall that Y™!' =17 — 117, A+ avd =1 and, by Lemma B8, v1 + oK1 = 0 and

2(d+2

1

2 1
“sa AU+ BN+ 5 (cw + FER1) Alfp) =0,

Hence this O(1)-term can be simplified as

1 1 1 _
[§V?f]dx1 + [;ijvjp]dxl + [%fvg/)]dxl - p11t [V?(fp)]dxl

1

2(d+2)
2

+ p’lﬁ%llT (V2(fo)] ., + %pl (avl + BK51) A(fp)

1
e ViV i(f o) s + FBESy Uisl gy + Fp72(Vp)*1 = fK5y Eca

1 1 1
= §[V§f]dx1 + ;[ijvjp]dxl + %f[vip]dxl

- pi [ij(ijf + fvjp)]dxl + fP_Q(ij)Zl + fBKSQ [ujj]dxl - ngZECA

= [V flaxa + f[V plas1 + fBK, U iilax1 — K5 Eca.
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Finally, since the leading term of Ega is 3 [p'Vip — ﬁp_lAp_Fuj]}Xm and 6”—/\2 —
4 this O(1)-term becomes

1(d+2)’
l[sz] 1 f[v laxi — p o f Y*1+BV—211T V2 ENENN
oLV ldx1 iPldx1 — P h\ iP d+0 deI
_ 1 f 1 V2 1
=553+ 350%3on =1 (57 (05 ~ g ) 107 [T,
1 1 V2 2
:W?f]d“*{‘m*(ﬂrzu ) (73 o
:%[v?f]dxl-

Now we multiply the matrix in k—lzZTf by [Gpa Gps Gpe Gpp|. As before, we only demonstrate
the leading terms, which are of O(1). Recall that Eps = B[p~'VVip + Ve 4] aa-1) l

1 1
~3 (AEpa + Epcrl) f — BEDBK%(O[(vjf +p ' fV;p))
1
— B (EDAI/]_T + EDBK?Q + EDchz) afl + [p_lvsvt(fp) + fv&t] d(d2—1) «1
1 T 0 -1 0 0
-5/ (AEDA + aBpa1Tl + Eperl—aBpsKS p ' V,p — aEppK%1  + aEDCK221)
1
+ [sttf] d(d2—1) e BEDBK 1aV f+- [V fVip+VepVif + [V th] d(d D + f[ st] d(d D
1
= — Bf (EDA()\ + dav) + Epc(vl + QKSQD) + [VsVif] ad=1) g + ;[fvsvtp] ad=1) g + f[Vs,t] dd=1) , g
1 1
= [sttf] d(d2—1) «1 + ;[fvsvtp]wxl + f[v&t]@xl - EfEDA

1
= [sttf] d(d2—1) ‘1 + ;[fvsvtp] d(d2—1) ‘1 + f[Vsﬂg] d(d;l) w1l f[pflvsvtp + Vs,t] d(d2—1) 1
= [sttf] dd=1) , |

To finish the proof, we check the residue terms (2I). By a direct calculation, [(L° + E)~! —
G- Z"f becomes

O(eh) O(eh) 0(e?) 0O(e?) O(1) O(eY)
(22) O(e*) O(e?) O(?) O(1) | | O@E) | _ | O

O(?) 0O(e?) 0(1) 0) O(£?) 0 |

o) o o o | |oe | | o)

which shows that they are all of higher orders and can be ignored asymptotically.
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At last, recall (L°)~! from (I7), we can figure out the large deviation terms which come from

O(w)
Jpp— O(e7w)
0\—177 —
(L°)~'LD = O(e~w) and
O %w)
O(w) O(sw)  O(s%w) O(c*w) O(1) O(w)
_ 1,55 O(e'w) Ow) Ofew) Ofew) O(1) O(e7w)
0\—1 0\—1 0 _ _
[(2°)~'10] [(2)(79)] = O(e2) O(w) Ow) Ow) ||oeE? |~ o2
O(c™w) O(e7'w) OWw) Ow) O(1) O(e2w)
o Jom) |
Ow) o /e
_y O lw) | . : ned+2
Therefore, the large deviation terms are O(e—2 , i.e., the claimed term
(5 w) 10, log(n)
0(5_2w) ned+4
o/
We thus finish the proof. ) )
O
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