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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 [DG03, KSH09, SGWJ18, 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
[M05, S06a, S06b], etc. On the application side, it has been applied in the unsupervised learning
like Hessian locally linear embedding (HLLE) [DG03], semi-supervised learning [KSH09], computer
graphics [SGWJ18, SJWG20], 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 [FG96]
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 [DG03] 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

d. 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 3.1, 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 [DG03] is not impacted by the nonuniform sampling and the discrepancy between the
intrinsic geodesic distance and Euclidean distance caused by curvature since their manifold model
is curvature-free. Our Theorem 3.1 is thus an extension of the work in [FG96, DG03].
We will systematically use the following notations. When a function h(t) satisfies c1 ≤ h(t)t−λ ≤

c2 for some c1, c2 > 0 and λ ∈ Z as t → 0, we denote h = Θ(tλ). When c1 = 0, we denote h = O(tλ).
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
d. Let f : Rd → R be a C2 function

around x. Without loss of generality, we assume x = 0. Let q1, · · · ,qk be k points in R
d, and we

write qj = [(qj)1, · · · , (qj)d]
T ∈ R

d for all j. In terms of the standard basis, we denote




qT
1
...
qT
k




k×d

=




(q1)1 · · · (q1)d
...

. . .
...

(qk)1 · · · (qk)d


 =




(y1)1 · · · (yd)1
...

. . .
...

(y1)k · · · (yd)k


 =

[
y1 · · · yd

]
k×d

,

that is, yi ∈ R
k records the i-th coordinates of all k vectors. When yj are all close to 0, Taylor’s

expansion of f at 0 gives




f(q1)
...

f(qk)


 ≈




f(0) + (∇f(0))Tq1 +
1
2
qT
1Hfq1

...
f(0) + (∇f(0))Tqk +

1
2
qT
kHfqk




=
[
1k×1 (y1 · · · yd)k×d (ys ◦ ys)1≤s≤d (ys ◦ yt)1≤s<t≤d

]
k×(1+d+d+ d(d−1)

2
)

·
[
f(0) ∇f(0)1×d

1
2
(hss)1≤s≤d (hst)1≤s<t≤d

]T
1×(1+d+d+ d(d−1)

2
)
,

whereHf = (hst) =
(

∂2f
∂xs∂xt

∣∣
0

)
∈ R

d×d is the Hessian of f at the origin, each ys◦yt is the Hadamard

product of ys and yt, namely the k-dimensional vector [(ys)1(yt)1 (ys)2(yt)2 · · · (ys)k(yt)k ]T ,

and [(ys ◦ys)1≤s≤d (ys ◦yt)1≤s<t≤d] is a k× d(d+1)
2

matrix. In particular, for any j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k},
we see that
∑

1≤s≤d

(ys ◦ ys)j
1

2
hss +

∑

1≤s<t≤d

(ys ◦ yt)jhst =
∑

1≤s≤d

(qj)s(qj)s
1

2
hss +

∑

1≤s<t≤d

(qj)s(qj)thst = qT
j Hfqj.
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Throughout this paper, we introduce the following notations to simplify the discussion. We define
the Hessian vector of f at 0 by

Kf :=

[
1

2
h11 · · ·

1

2
hdd h12 h13 · · · h(d−1)(d)

]
,

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

Z = [ZA ZB ZC ZD] =
[
1k×1 (y1 · · · yd)k×d (ys ◦ ys)1≤s≤d (ys ◦ yt)1≤s<t≤d

]
∈ R

k×(1+d+d+ d(d−1)
2

)

as the base matrix, where

ZA = 1k×1, ZB =




| |
y1 · · · yd

| |


 =




— q1 —
...

— qk —


 ,

ZC =




| |
y1 ◦ y1 · · · yd ◦ yd

| |


 , and ZD =




| |
y1 ◦ y2 · · · yd−1 ◦ yd

| |


 .

Note that, by Taylor’s approximation, Kf is the vector which minimizes
∥∥∥
[
f(q1) · · · f(qk)

]T
− Z

[
f(0) ∇f(0)1×d K

]T∥∥∥
2

among all d(d+1)
2

-vectors K. Hence, when given f(q1), . . . , f(qk), and Z, one can solve the mini-
mization problem

min
G∈R(1+d+

d(d+1)
2 )×1

∥∥∥
[
f(q1) · · · f(qk)

]T
− ZG

∥∥∥
2

2

and thus obtain an estimate of the Hessian vector Kf from the solution G∗. Therefore, Kf is our
discrete Hessian estimator. It is well-known that the minimization can be solved with the solution
as the normal equation

G∗ = (ZTZ)−1ZT
[
f(q1) · · · f(qk)

]T
,

as long as ZTZ is invertible. The convergence of this estimator can be found in [FG96, DG03].

2.2. Manifold case. From now on we assume that our data is stored in R
p and distributes in a

d-dimensional Riemannian submanifold M with d < p; that is, M is isometrically embedded in R
p

via ι. Consider a point cloud {xi}
n
i=1 ⊂ ι(M) ⊂ R

p that is sampled i.i.d. from a random variable
with the range ι(M). Consider a point z ∈ ι(M) and the Euclidean ball Bε(ι(M)) ⊂ R

p centered
at ι(M). Denote Bε(ι(M))∩{xi}

n
i=1 = {xz,j}

kz
j=1, where kz is the number of sample points lying in

Bε(ι(z)). We call Bε(ι(z))∩ ι(M) the ε-neighborhood and xz,1, . . . , xz,kz the ε-neighbors of z. Let
TzM be the tangent space of M at z and ι∗(TzM) ⊂ R

p the embedded tangent space in R
p. Denote

the projection of xz,j on ι∗(TzM) ⊂ R
p as q̃j , where j = 1, . . . , kz. By choosing an orthonormal

basis {e1, . . . , ed, ed+1, . . . , ep} of Rp, where e1, . . . , ed ∈ ι∗(TzM) and ed+1, . . . , ep ∈ (ι∗(TzM))⊥,
we can express

q̃j = ((q̃j)1, . . . , (q̃j)d, 0, . . . , 0) and xz,j = ((q̃j)1, . . . , (q̃j)d, (xi,j)d+1, . . . , (xi,j)p).

We shall clarify the notation a bit. While we shall use the embedding map ι to denote the
submanifold as ι(M) ⊂ R

p, however, to alleviate the notational burden, we usually omit the
notation ι and simply denote ι(M) by M when there is no danger of confusion. Similarly, we use
z ∈ M and ι(z) ∈ R

p interchangeably, and omit the notation ι∗ when we discuss the tangent space
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because we always consider the tangent space as an affine subspace embedded in R
p and identify

its origin to the point z.
Take a C2-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

G̃ := (Z̃T Z̃)−1Z̃T f ,(1)

where f :=
[
f(xz,1) · · · f(xz,kz)

]T
∈ R

kz , and Z̃ =
[
Z̃A Z̃B Z̃C Z̃D

]
∈ R

kz×(1+d+d+
d(d−1)

2
) is

also called the base matrix associated with z with

Z̃A = 1kz×1, Z̃B =




| |
ỹ1 · · · ỹd

| |


 =




— q̃1 —
...

— q̃kz —


 ,(2)

Z̃C =




| |
ỹ1 ◦ ỹ1 · · · ỹd ◦ ỹd

| |


 , and Z̃D =




| |
ỹ1 ◦ ỹ2 · · · ỹd−1 ◦ ỹd

| |


 .

However, in practice, we do not have an access to the manifold parametrization, nor the tangent
space. Instead, we have only the point cloud {xi}

n
i=1. Thus, to apply this idea, we need to

estimate TzM , particularly an orthonormal basis of TzM . Since the full information of the manifold
continuum is unknown, we can only estimate the tangent space TzM by using sample points near
z. This can be done by the local principal component analysis (PCA) idea [SW12, KM14, AL19].
Indeed, one may perform PCA on the ε-neighbors of z, {xz,j}

kz
j=1, and obtain an orthonormal

basis by the first d dominant principal directions, denoted as {ul}
d
l=1, that spans a d-dimensional

vector space, denoted as Vz, as an estimate of TzM . With this basis, we could project the samples
within the ε-neighborhood of z onto Vz, and obtain an estimate of their coordinates associated
with the basis. Specifically, we denote the projection of xz,j’s by qj ∈ R

d. Note that the estimated
coordinate qj is expected to be close to q̃j by the measurement in R

p if the orthonormal basis of
TzM , denoted as {el}

d
l=1, is properly chosen. Indeed, it has been stated in Theorem B.1 in [SW12]

that there exists an orthonormal basis {el}
d
l=1 of TzM so that

(q̃j)l = 〈xz,j − z, el〉 = 〈xz,j − z, ul〉+O(ε3) = (qj)l +O(ε3) .(3)

With the estimated coordinates of neighboring points, qj ∈ Vz, we consider an estimate of the
base matrix at z, denoted as

Z = [ZA ZB ZC ZD] ,(4)

where

ZA = 1kz , ZB =




— q1 —
...

— qkz —


 =




| |
y1 · · · yd

| |


 ∈ R

kz×d,

ZC =




| |
y1 ◦ y1 · · · yd ◦ yd

| |


 ∈ R

kz×d
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and

ZD =




| |
y1 ◦ y2 · · · yd−1 ◦ yd

| |


 ∈ R

kz×d(d−1)/2.

Note that the notation here is abused to be coincide with the Euclidean case in Section 2.1. The
only difference is that {qj}

k
j=1 in Section 2.1 could be any points around the center, while the

specific {qj}
kz
j=1 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

(ZTZ)−1ZT f .

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 ⊂ R
p and we i.i.d. sample n

points from X, denoted as {xi}
n
i=1 ⊂ M . Let f : M → R be a C4-function. Consider z ∈ M and

denote all points in z’s ε-neighborhood Bε(z) ⊂ R
p as xz,j, where j = 1, . . . , kz and kz ∈ N is the

number of nearest neighbors of z. Denote the base matrix generated by local PCA as Z. Rewrite

(ZTZ)−1ZT =




E

grad

Hess


 ,

where E, grad, and Hess be the 1× kz, d× kz, and
d(d+1)

2
× kz matrices, respectively. Then grad

is an estimator of the gradient at z and Hess is an estimator of the Hessian at z.

The proposed algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 1. In the next section, we will show that
under proper conditions, grad f converges to the vector consisting of partial derivatives ∂

∂xlf with

respect to the normal coordinates {xl}dl=1, which fits {el}
d
l=1 at z and Hess f converges to the

Hessian vector of f . This result justifies the nomination.

Algorithm 1 Hessian estimator

Input z ∈ R
p and {xi} ⊂ R

p, where i = 1, . . . , n.
Step 1: Find k ε-neighbors of z, xz,1, . . . , xz,k.
Step 2: Run SVD Xp×k = [xz,1 − z · · · xz,k − z] = UΛV T .
Step 3: Take the left singular vectors corresponding to the d largest singular values, u1, . . . , ud.

Step 4: Construct Ud = [u1 · · · ud].

Step 5: Set Yd =




| |
y1 · · · yd

| |


 = XTUd as the first d projected coordinates of every xz,j.

Step 6: Set Z =




| | | | | | |
1kz y1 · · · yd y1 ◦ y1 · · · yd ◦ yd y1 ◦ y2 · · · yd−1 ◦ yd

| | | | | | |


 .

Step 7: Evaluate




E1×kz

gradd×kz

Hessd(d+1)/2×kz


 = (ZTZ)−1ZT .

Output grad, Hess

Before closing this section, we shall mention its relationship with other existing algorithms. For
example, in the Hessian eigenmap [DG03], the calculation of (ZTZ)−1 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 ZT

Z = I. Thus, Hess f = (ZTZ)−1ZT f = Z
T f because (ZTZ)−1ZT is

the projection map from R
kz to the column space of Z and the Gram-Schmidt process does not

change the column space. Note that we need to assume kz ≥ 1+d+ d(d+1)
2

to avoid the invertibility
issue of ZTZ.

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 : (Ω,F ,P) → R

p that we will sample from.

Assumption 3.1. Assume that the range X is supported on a d-dimensional compact smooth

Riemannian manifold (Md, g) that is isometrically embedded in R
p via ι : Md →֒ R

p and boundary

free.

The random vector X induces a probability measure supported on ι(Md), denoted by P̃X .

Assumption 3.2. Assume that P̃X is absolutely continuous with respect to the Riemannian mea-

sure on ι(M), denoted by ι∗dvol(x), which by the Radon-Nikodym theorem leads to dP̃X(x) =
ρX(ι

−1(x))ι∗dvol(x) for a nonnegative function ρX defined on M .

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

ρX = 1, we call X uniform; otherwise nonuniform. Note that since P̃X is an induced probability
measure, we immediately have VolρX (M) :=

∫
M
ρX(ι

−1(x))ι∗dvol(x) = 1, which implies Vol(M) =∫
M
ι∗dvol(x) = 1.

Assumption 3.3. Assume ρX satisfies ρX ∈ C4(Md) and infx∈Md ρX(x) > 0.

Assumption 3.4. Assume that the observed data set X = {xi}
n
i=1 ⊂ R

p is i.i.d. sampled from

X.

We adopt normal coordinates {xj} and the basis {ej := ∂
∂xj } of TξM to compare Hess f and

Hess(f). Note that Hess(f)(ξ) depends on the Christoffel symbol of M , which can be set to 0 at
ξ when the normal coordinate centered at ξ is used. On the other hand, the computation ofHess f

involves numerical approximation, and the curvature is involved in the tangent space estimate.
Hence Hess f and Hess(f)(ξ) 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 → ∞.

Theorem 3.1 (Quadratic fitting theorem). Assume Assumptions 3.1-3.4 hold for the sample data

{xi}
n
i=1. Let f : M → R be a C4-function. Consider z ∈ M and denote the sample points in the

ε-neighborhood Bε(z) ⊂ R
p as xz,j, where j = 1, . . . , kz. Denote the base matrix generated by local

PCA as Z. Suppose ε = ε(n) so that ε → 0 and nεd

log(n)
→ ∞ when n → ∞. Then, with the
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probability greater than 1− O(n−3), we have

(ZTZ)−1ZT




f(xz,1)
...

f(xz,kz)


 =




f(z) +O(ε2) +O(
√

log(n)
nεd

)

∇1f |z +O(ε2) +O(
√

log(n)
nεd+2 )

...

∇df |z +O(ε2) +O(
√

log(n)
nεd+2 )

1
2
∇1∇1f |z +O(ε) +O(

√
log(n)
nεd+4 )

...

1
2
∇d∇df |z +O(ε) +O(

√
log(n)
nεd+4 )

∇1∇2f |z +O(ε) +O(
√

log(n)
nεd+4 )

...

∇d−1∇df |z +O(ε) +O(
√

log(n)
nεd+4 )




.

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 → ∞, almost surely we can recover the Hessian
operator at all {xi}

n
i=1 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

first step of evaluating (ZTZ)−1ZT




f(xz,1)
...

f(xz,kz)


 is finding the top principal vectors {ul}

d
l=1 at z by

using the local PCA. Then construct the base matrix Z by using {ul}
d
l=1. Secondly, we compute

the bias and variance between ( 1
kz
ZTZ)−1 and its continuous counterpart which is derived from

the tangent vectors {el}
d
l=1 (see Section 5.5). We also need to compute the bias and variance

between 1
kz
ZT




f(xz,1)
...

f(xz,kz)


 and its continuous counterpart (see Lemma 5.9). Combining these,

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 ǫ2,
while the bias of the estimate of the Hessian is of order is of order ǫ. This comes from the error
originated from the tangent space estimation via local PCA. See the detailed calculation around
equation (10) 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 [DG03].
Recall that the authors in [DG03] 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 manifoldM is isometric to a connected open subset in R

d. 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 f̃ = f + th, where t ∈ (−ε, ε) and h : M → R is
a perturbation function. The variation of Hessian energy is

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

∫

M

|Hess(f̃)|2 dvol =

∫

M

2〈∇i∇jh,∇i∇jf〉 dvol =

∫

M

2〈h,∇j∇i∇i∇jf〉 dvol.

By using the traced second Bianchi identity, we have

∇j∇i∇i∇jf = ∇j (∇j∇i∇if +Ric(ej ,∇f))

= ∆2f + divRic(∇f, ·)

= ∆2f + 〈Ric,Hess(f)〉+
1

2
〈∇S,∇f〉,

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) ∆2f + 〈Ric,Hess(f)〉+
1

2
〈∇S,∇f〉 = 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

L := ∆2 +Ric · ∇2 +
1

2
∇S · ∇.

Note that when M is an Euclidean space or a flat manifold, L 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 [DG03].
In general, although the order of L is high, it is linear and self-adjoint. Note that every eigenvalue

λ of L is nonnegative because

λ‖f‖2 =

∫

M

λf 2dvol =

∫

M

(Lf)fdvol =

∫

M

∣∣∇2f
∣∣2 dvol ≥ 0.

Moreover,

〈〈u, v〉〉 :=

∫

M

〈∇2u,∇2v〉+ µuv dvol =

∫

M

∆u∆v −Ric(∇u,∇v) + µuv dvol(6)
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defines an inner product on the Sobolev space H2(M) for any µ > 0. Given ϕ ∈ L2(M). Recall
that a weak solution of the equation (L+ µI)f = ϕ is a function f ∈ H2(M) that satisfies

〈〈f, v〉〉 =

∫

M

〈∇2f,∇2v〉+ µfv dvol =

∫

M

ϕv dvol

for all v ∈ C∞
c (M). Define a functional Fϕ : H2(M) → R by Fϕ(v) :=

∫
M
ϕv dvol. Since Fϕ is

bounded, using Riesz representation theorem, we know that there exists a unique f ∈ H2(M) such
that Fϕ(v) = 〈〈f, v〉〉 for all v ∈ H2(M). Such f is a weak solution to the equation (L+µI)f = ϕ.
Thus the inverse operator (L+µI)−1, which sends ϕ to f , is well-defined. Analogue to the classical
theory of Laplacian, the operator (L+µI)−1 is compact because the embedding H2(M) →֒ L2(M)
is compact. The compactness implies that L 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 (5). Although a fourth order equation probably has many solutions, it is challenging
to solve (5) 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 = Λg, Λ > 0, equation (5) becomes ∆(∆f+Λf) = 0. Note that such
manifolds must be compact and there are no non-constant harmonic functions on them. From
Lichnerowicz theorem (cf. [Li12, Theorem 5.1]), we know that −Λ is not an eigenvalue of ∆, so
the kernel of ∆ + Λ is trivial. Hence, using Fredholm alternative, ∆f + Λf = F has a unique
solution f ∈ H1(M) for any given non-zero function F ∈ L2(M). Note that such solution f

must be smooth by the elliptic regularity. Thus ∆(∆f + Λf) = ∆F = 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 ∆f +Λf = F is the constant f = Λ−1F . Therefore, Lf = 0 only has constant
solutions, i.e., the eigenvalue 0 of L 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 L before making a conclusion. For manifolds with Λ < 0,
ker(∆ + Λ) is again trivial because −∆ 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 (5).
We shall mention that if our data is modeled locally on a Ricci flat manifold, i.e., Λ = 0, then

the Euler-Lagrange equation becomes the well-understood biharmonic equation ∆2f = 0. Har-
monic map and biharmonic map arise naturally because they are critical points of Dirichlet energy
E(u) :=

∫
M
|du|2dvol and bienergy E2(u) =

∫
M
|∆u|2dvol, respectively. They have very strong

regularity. For instance, continuous biharmonic maps must be smooth (cf. [CWY99a, CWY99b]).
Some related results about biharmonic maps can be found in [GK90, H06, MO06]. 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, H06], numerical compu-
tation [D91, LTZ01], theoretical physics [N11, S87], geometric processing [SGWJ18, 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 L
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 [Lee12] for details.
Recall that a d-dimensional Ck-manifold M is a collection of open domains with local charts,

whose overlapping regions satisfy the Ck transition condition, and each domain is Ck-diffeomorphic
to an open ball in R

d 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 ξ ∈ U ⊂ M and a chart (or coordinate) function ϕ : U → ϕ(U) ⊂ R

d. For
a C2-function f : M → R, the partial derivative of f at ξ is defined as the derivative of f ◦ ϕ

at ϕ(ξ). Specifically, if we denote ϕ(ξ) = (x1(ξ), . . . , xd(ξ)) as the coordinate function, we have
∂f
∂xk (ξ) :=

∂(f◦ϕ)
∂xk (ϕ(ξ)). 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 = vk ∂
∂xk in TξM , the directional derivative of f with respect

to v at ξ is defined by vf := vk ∂f
∂xk . 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) := vf for all v ∈ TξM . 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 {xj}dj=1, can be computed as

Ddf = D(fjdx
j) = fijdx

i ⊗ dxj − fjΓ
j
ikdx

i ⊗ dxk = (fij − fkΓ
k
ij)dx

i ⊗ dxj,

where fj :=
∂(f◦ϕ)
∂xj , fij :=

∂2(f◦ϕ)
∂xi∂xj , and Γk

ij 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 Γk
ij . This

can be achieved by using normal coordinates, i.e., ϕ is chosen to be the inverse of the exponential
map, denoted as exp−1 : U → TξM . In this case, xj ’s are called normal coordinates and all Γk

ij

vanish at ξ. Hence the Hessian operator is expressed as

Hess(f) = fijdx
i ⊗ dxj =

∂2f

∂xi∂xj
dxi ⊗ dxj

at ξ under the normal coordinates. In particular, when we compute the Hess(f) at ξ ∈ U ⊂ M ,
the Christoffel symbol does not play a role under the normal coordinates centered at ξ, but it is
possible that Γk

ij(ζ) 6= 0 for some ζ ∈ U that is different from ξ under the same normal coordinates.

Note that to simplify the notation, usually researchers use ∂2f
∂xi∂xj (ξ) as the shorthand for ∂2(f◦exp)

∂xi∂xj

at exp−1(ξ) ∈ TξM . 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 Bd
r be the ball of radius r in R

d, Sd−1 be the unit sphere and |Bd| denote the

volume of the unit ball. Given an orthonormal basis {Ei} ∈ T0R
d = R

d, for x ∈ R
d and θ ∈ Sd−1
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we denote xi := 〈x, Ei〉 and θi := 〈θ, Ei〉. Then

IIB(r) :=

∫

Bd
r

(xi)4dx =
3

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)
|Bd|rd+4,

JIB(r) :=

∫

Bd
r

(xj)2(xi)2dx =
1

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)
|Bd|rd+4,

IIS :=

∫

Sd−1

(θi)4dSθ =
3

d+ 2
|Bd|,

JIS :=

∫

Sd−1

(θj)2(θi)2dSθ =
1

d+ 2
|Bd|,

IIIS :=

∫

Sd−1

(θi)6dSθ =
15

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)
|Bd|,

JJIS :=

∫

Sd−1

(θj)4(θi)2dSθ =
3

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)
|Bd|,

KJIS :=

∫

Sd−1

(θk)2(θj)2(θi)2dSθ =
1

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)
|Bd|,

JJIIS :=

∫

Sd−1

(θj)4(θi)4dSθ =
9

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)(d+ 6)
|Bd|.

Proof. Using spherical coordinates, one has

Vol(Bd
r ) =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

· · ·

∫ π

0

∫ r

0

ρd−1 sind−2 ϕd−1 sin
d−3 ϕd−2 · · · sinϕ2dρdϕd−1 · · · dϕ2dϕ1

=
rd

d
· 2π ·

(∫ π

0

sind−2 ϕdϕ

)
· · ·

(∫ π

0

sinϕdϕ

)
.

By using formulas Cd :=
∫ π/2

0
sind tdt =

√
πΓ(d+1

2
)

2Γ(d
2
+1)

and
∫ π

0
cos2m ϕ sind−2 ϕdϕ =

Γ( 2m+1
2

)Γ(d−1
2

)

Γ( 2m+d
2

)
, one

can derive ∫

Bd
r

(xi)2mdx =
1 · 3 · · · · · (2m− 1)

(d+ 2)(d+ 4) · · · (d+ 2m)
|Bd|rd+2m.

Note that
∫
Bd

1
(xi)4dx =

∫
Sd−1

∫ 1

0
t4(θi)4td−1dtdSθ =

∫
Sd−1(θ

i)4dSθ ·
1

d+4
, so IIS =

∫
Sd−1(θ

i)4dSθ =
3

d+2
|Bd|. All other integrals can be derived by similar computations. �

Note that all integrals with some odd powers of θj are zero because of the symmetries of θ and
Sd−1. For instance,

∫
Sd−1(θ

j)(θi)2dSθ = 0 and
∫
Sd−1(θ

k)(θj)2(θi)3dSθ = 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 ∈ Md

and any orthonormal basis {ej}
d
j=1 of TxM , we have

∫

Sd−1

Tx(θ, θ)dSθ = |Bd|trTx,

∫

Sd−1

Tx(θ, θ)〈θ, e1〉
2dSθ =

|Bd|

d+ 2
(2Tx(e1, e1) + trTx) ,

and ∫

Sd−1

Tx(θ, θ)〈θ, e1〉〈θ, e2〉dSθ =
2|Bd|

d+ 2
Tx(e1, e2),
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where Sd−1 ⊂ TxM is the unit sphere centered at 0 = exp−1(x). In particular,
∫

Sd−1

∇2
θf(x)dSθ = |Bd|∆f(x) and

∫

Sd−1

Ricx(θ, θ)dSθ = |Bd|S(x),

where f ∈ C2(M), Ricx is the Ricci tensor at x and S(x) is the scalar curvature at x.

Proof. We omit the subscript x of Tx. Let T be diagonalized at x by an orthonormal basis which
can be extended into a local frame {Ej}

d
j=1 around x. Let ej =

∑d
k=1 η

k
jEk and θ =

∑d
k=1 θ

kEk.

Note that
∑d

k=1(η
k
j )

2 = 1 for any j. Then

∫

Sd−1

T (θ, θ)〈θ, e1〉
2dSθ =

∫

Sd−1

d∑

j=1

Tjj(θ
j)2

d∑

k=1

(θk)2(ηk1)
2dSθ =

d∑

j,k=1

Tjj(η
k
1)

2

∫

Sd−1

(θj)2(θk)2dSθ.

Recall that terms with odd orders of θi vanish by symmetry. Lemma 5.1 says that
∫
Sd−1(θ

j)2(θk)2dSθ =

IIS when k = j and
∫
Sd−1(θ

j)2(θk)2dSθ = JIS when k 6= j. So

∫

Sd−1

T (θ, θ)〈θ, e1〉
2dSθ =

d∑

j,k=1;k 6=j

Tjj(η
k
1 )

2 · JIS +
d∑

j=1

Tjj(η
j
1)

2 · IIS

=

d∑

k,j=1

Tjj(η
k
1)

2 · JIS +

d∑

j=1

Tjj(η
j
1)

2 · (IIS − JIS)

= trT · JIS + T (e1, e1) · (IIS − JIS) ,

where the last equality comes from the symmetry of T . We get the claim by plugging Lemma 5.1.
Other statements can be similarly derived. �

Lemma 5.3. Denote the square norm of the second fundamental form IIx by |A|2(x) and the mean

curvature vector by Hx := trIIx. We have

∫

Sd−1

|IIx(θ, θ)|
2dSθ =

|Bd|

d+ 2

(
2|A|2(x) + |Hx|

2
)
,

∫

Sd−1

|IIx(θ, θ)|
2〈θ, e1〉

2dSθ =
|Bd|

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)

(
12Hx · IIx(e1, e1)− 8Ricx(e1, e1) + 2|A|2(x) + |Hx|

2
)

and
∫

Sd−1

|IIx(θ, θ)|
2〈θ, e1〉〈θ, e2〉dSθ =

|Bd|

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)
(12Hx · IIx(e1, e2)− 8Ricx(e1, e2))

for any orthonormal basis {ej}
d
j=1 of TxM

Proof. Since all the tensors are evaluated at the point x, we may omit the notation x in Ricx, IIx,
Hx and |A|2(x) in this proof. Let II be diagonalized at x by an orthonormal basis {Ej}

d
j=1 ⊂ TxM .

Extend {Ej} to be a local frame around x. Denote θ =
∑d

j=1 θ
jEj and II(Ej, Ej) =

∑p
α=d+1 h

α
jjeα,

where {ej}
p
j=d+1 is an orthonormal basis of NxM , the normal space at x. In the following, we

assume the codimension p − d is 1 and denote II(Ej , Ej) simply by hjj. The general case can be
derived in exactly the same way and has the same conclusion.
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Recall that |A|2 =

d∑

i=1

h2
jj and |H|2 =

(
d∑

i=1

hjj

)2

=

d∑

j,k=1

hjjhkk, one can derive

∫

Sd−1

|II(θ, θ)|2dSθ =

d∑

j,k=1

hjjhkk

∫

Sd−1

(θj)2(θk)2dSθ

=
d∑

j=1

hjjhjj

∫

Sd−1

(θj)4dSθ +
∑

j 6=k

hjjhkk

∫

Sd−1

(θj)2(θk)2dSθ

=

d∑

j=1

hjjhjj · IIS +
∑

j 6=k

hjjhkk · JIS

=

d∑

j=1

hjjhjj · IIS +

d∑

j,k=1

hjjhkk · JIS −

d∑

j=1

hjjhjj · JIS

= (IIS − JIS) ·
d∑

j=1

hjjhjj + JIS ·
d∑

j,k=1

hjjhkk

=
1

d+ 2
|Bd|

(
2|A|2 + |H|2

)
.

Let ej =
∑d

k=1 η
k
jEk. Recall that Gauss-Codazzi equation for a submanifold in R

p gives

d∑

j=1

II(es, Ej)II(et, Ej) = H · II(es, et)−Ric(es, et)

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

∫

Sd−1

|II(θ, θ)|2〈θ, e1〉
2dSθ =

d∑

j,k,l=1

hjjhkk(η
l
1)

2

∫

Sd−1

(θj)2(θk)2(θl)2dSθ

=
d∑

j=1

hjjhjj(η
j
1)

2 · IIIS +
d∑

l 6=j;j,l=1

hjjhjj(η
l
1)

2 · JJIS

+ 2

d∑

k 6=j;j,k=1

hjjhkk(η
j
1)

2 · JJIS +

d∑

l 6=k 6=j;j,k,l=1

hjjhkk(η
l
1)

2 ·KJIS

= (H · II(e1, e1)− Ric(e1, e1)) · (IIIS − 3JJIS + 2KJIS)

+ (2H · II(e1, e1) + |A|2) · (JJIS −KJIS) + |H|2 ·KJIS

=
|Bd|

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)

(
12H · II(e1, e1)− 8Ric(e1, e1) + 2|A|2 + |H|2

)
.

The last equation can be similarly derived. �

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

d∑

s=1

d∑

j=1

II(es, Ej)II(es, Ej) =

d∑

s=1

d∑

j=1

II(

d∑

k=1

ηksEk, Ej)II(

d∑

k=1

ηksEk, Ej) =

d∑

j=1

d∑

s=1

(ηjshjj)
2 = |A|2
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equals to
∑d

s=1 (H · II(es, es)− Ric(es, es)) = |H|2−S. Hence the scalar curvature S = |H|2−|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 s, l ∈ {1, . . . , d} and any orthonormal basis {ej}
d
j=1 of TxM , we

have ∫

Sd−1

〈IIx(θ, θ), IIx(θ, es)〉〈θ, el〉dSθ =
|Bd|

d+ 2
(3Hx · IIx(es, el)− 2Ricx(es, el)) .

Proof. We omit the lower subscript x for all tensors. Using frames {Ej} and {ej} as in the previous
lemmas, we have

∫

Sd−1

〈II(θ, θ), II(θ, es)〉〈θ, el〉dSθ =
d∑

j,k,m=1

hjjhkk

∫

Sd−1

(θj)2θkηksθ
mηml dSθ

=

d∑

j,k=1

hjjhkkη
k
sη

k
l

∫

Sd−1

(θj)2(θk)2dSθ

=
d∑

j=1

II(Ej , es)II(Ej , el)
2|Bd|

d+ 2
+H · II(es, el)

|Bd|

d+ 2

=
|Bd|

d+ 2
(3H · II(es, el)− 2Ric(es, el)) .

�

5.3. Integration on the data manifold. We embed the manifold into R
p via the inclusion map

ι. Consider x ∈ ι(M) ∩ Bp
ε (z), where Bp

ε (z) is a Euclidean ball in R
p with center z and radius

ε. Choose ε small enough so that x lies in the injective region of the exponential map. Then
x = expz(tθ) for some t ∈ R and θ ∈ Sd−1 ⊂ TzM . The value f(x) can be approximated by its
Taylor expansion

f(x) = f(z) + f1(θ)t+ f2(θ)t
2 + f3(θ)t

3 +O(t4),(7)

where f1(θ) = ∇f |z ·θ, f2(θ) =
1
2
∇2f |z(θ, θ), etc. The position of x in R

p can also be approximated
by

ι ◦ expz(tθ)− ι(z) = K1(θ)t+K2(θ)t
2 +K3(θ)t

3 +K4(θ)t
4 +O(t5),

where K1(θ) = ι(θ), K2(θ) =
1
2
IIz(θ, θ), K3(θ) =

1
6
∇θIIz(θ, θ), etc. Note that ι−1(ι(M) ∩ Bp

ε (z)) is
not a geodesic ball in M and the radial segment from z to the boundary can be approximated by

ε̃(θ) = ε+H1(θ)ε
3 +H2(θ)ε

4 +O(ε5),

where H1(θ) =
1
24
|IIz(θ, θ)|

2, H2(θ) =
1
24
∇θIIz(θ, θ) · IIz(θ, θ), etc. See [WW18, Lemma B.3] for a

proof of this expansion. At last, the volume form on a local region can be approximated by

dvol =
(
td−1 +R1(θ)t

d+1 +R2(θ)t
d+2 +O(td+3)

)
dtdSθ,

where R1(θ) = −1
6
Ricz(θ, θ), R2(θ) = − 1

12
∇θRicz(θ, θ), etc. (cf. Corollary 2.10 in [G73]). Inte-

grating it and deriving from Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.3 that
∫

Sd−1

R1(θ) + (d+ 2)H1(θ)dSθ = |Bd|

(
−
1

6
S(z) +

1

12
|A|2(z) +

1

24
|Hz|

2

)
=: −|Bd|(d+ 2)Λ,
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where

Λ =
1

8(d+ 2)

(
|Hz|

2 − 2|A|2(z)
)
,

one obtains

Vol(ι(M) ∩Bp
ε (z)) =

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃(θ)

0

td−1 +R1(θ)t
d+1 +R2(θ)t

d+2 +O(td+3)dtdSθ

= εd|Bd|
(
1− Λε2 + O(ε3)

)
,

(cf. Theorem 3.1 in [G73]).
Suppose that there is a weighted function ρ(x) ∈ C4(M) on M , e.g. the probability density

function (p.d.f.) associated with a random vector, we can similarly compute the weighted volume

Volρ(ι(M) ∩ Bp
ε (z))

=

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃(θ)

0

(ρ(z) + ρ1(θ)t+ ρ2(θ)t
2 +O(t3))(td−1 +R1(θ)t

d+1 +O(td+2))dtdSθ

= εd|Bd|

(
ρ(z) + ε2

(
−Λρ(z) +

1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ(z)

)
+O(ε4)

)
.

(8)

Hence,

1

Volρ(ι(M) ∩B
p
ε (z))

=
1

εd|Bd|

(
ρ−1 + ε2ρ−2

(
Λρ−

1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ

)
+O(ε4)

)
.

Theorem 5.1. Let α = ε2

d+2
, β = ε4

(d+2)(d+4)
, and Bp

ε (z) ⊂ R
p be the ε-ball centered at z. Let {ej}

d
j=1

be an orthonormal basis of TzM and B̃ := ι(M) ∩Bp
ε (z). Suppose that the sample distribution on

M is govern by the density function ρ(x) and denote ρ(x)dvol by dvolρ. Then
(i)

−

∫

B̃

f(x)dvolρ = f(z) +
1

2
α
(
∆f(z) + 2ρ−1(z)〈∇f,∇ρ〉(z)

)
+O(ε4).

(ii) For all j = 1, . . . , d,

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, ej〉f(x)dvolρ = α
(
∇jf |z + ρ−1(z)f(z)∇jρ|z

)
+O(ε4).

(iii) For all j = 1, . . . , d,

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, ej〉
2f(x)dvolρ

= αf(z) + βρ−1(z)

(
∇2

j (fρ)|z +
1

2
∆(fρ)(z)−

d+ 4

2(d+ 2)
f(z)∆ρ(z)

)
+ βUjjf(z) +O(ε6)

= αf(z) + β

(
∇2

jf |z +
1

2
∆f(z)

)

+ βρ−1(z)

(
2∇jf∇jρ|z + 〈∇f,∇ρ〉(z) + f(z)∇2

jρ|z −
1

d+ 2
f(z)∆ρ(z)

)

+ βUjjf(z) +O(ε6),
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where Ujj = 2Λ− 1
2
Hz · IIz(ej, ej).

(iv) For all s, l = 1, . . . , d and s 6= l,

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, es〉〈x− z, el〉f(x)dvolρ = βρ−1(z)∇s∇l(fρ)|z + βVs,lf(z) +O(ε6)

= β∇s∇lf |z + βρ−1(z) (∇sf∇lρ+∇lf∇sρ+ f∇s∇lρ) |z

+ βVs,lf(z) +O(ε6),

where Vs,l = −1
2
Hz · IIz(es, el).

(v)

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, es〉〈x− z, el〉
2dvolρ =

{
βρ−1(z)∇sρ|z +O(ε6), s 6= l

3βρ−1(z)∇sρ|z +O(ε6), s = l
.

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, ej〉〈x− z, es〉〈x− z, el〉dvolρ = O(ε6) when j, s, l are mutually distinct.

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

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, es〉
2〈x− z, el〉

2dvolρ =
{

β +O(ε6), s 6= l

3β +O(ε6), s = l
.

When s, t, l,m are mutually distinct, −
∫
B̃
〈x − z, es〉〈x − z, el〉

3dvolρ, −
∫
B̃
〈x − z, es〉〈x − z, et〉〈x −

z, el〉
2dvolρ and −

∫
B̃
〈x− z, es〉〈x− z, et〉〈x− z, el〉〈x− z, em〉dvolρ are all of O(ε6).

Proof. For the sake of simplicity, we sometimes omit the subscript z of tensors evaluated at z,
namely, we denote Ricz, Hz, IIz and |A|2(z) simply by Ric, H, II and |A|2. We also omit the
inclusion map ι and do not distinguish M and ι(M). Note that K1, K3 and R2 are odd functions
of θ, R1 is an even function of θ, and K2 is the second fundamental form and thus is perpendicular
to any tangent vector el.
(i) Since

∫
Sd−1(fρ)1dSθ =

∫
Sd−1〈∇(fρ), θ〉dSθ = 0 and R2 is an odd function of θ, by the

symmetry of sphere, one has

−

∫

B̃

f(x)dvolρ

=
1

Volρ(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃

0

(
f(z)ρ(z) + (fρ)1t+ (fρ)2t

2 +O(t3)
) (

td−1 +R1t
d+1 +O(td+2)

)
dtdSθ

=
1

Volρ(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃

0

f(z)ρ(z)td−1 + td+1 ((fρ)R1 + (fρ)2) +O(td+3)dtdSθ

=
1

Volρ(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

εd

d
f(z)ρ(z) +

εd+4

d+ 2
[f(z)ρ(z)(R1 + (d+ 2)H1) + (fρ)2] +O(εd+3)dSθ.

Recall that
∫
Sd−1 ∇

2(fρ)|zdSθ = |Bd|∆(fρ)(z) (cf. Lemma 5.2) and

εd+2

d+ 2

∫

Sd−1

R1 + (d+ 2)H1dSθ =
εd+2

d+ 2
|Bd|

(
−
1

6
S +

1

12
|A|2 +

1

24
|H|2

)
= −εd+2|Bd|Λ,
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one has

−

∫

B̃

f(x)dvolρ

=

(
ρ−1(z) + ε2ρ−2(z)

(
Λρ(z)−

1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ

)
+O(ε4)

)
f(z)ρ(z)

+
1

εd|Bd|

(
ρ−1(z) +O(ε2)

) [
−εd+2|Bd|Λ(f(z)ρ(z) +

εd+2

d+ 2

∫

Sd−1

1

2
∇2(fρ)|zdSθ +O(εd+4)

]

= f(z) + ε2
[
f(z)Λ− ρ−1 1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ− Λf(z) + ρ−1 1

2(d+ 2)
∆(fρ)

]
+O(ε4)

= f(z) +
ε2

2(d+ 2)

(
∆f(z) + 2ρ−1〈∇f,∇ρ〉(z)

)
+O(ε4).

(ii) For simplicity we omit the notation z and denote f(z) and ρ(z) by f and ρ.

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, ej〉f(x)dvolρ

=
1

Volρ(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃

0

〈K1t +K3t
3 +O(t4), ej〉 ·

(
fρ+ (fρ)1t + (fρ)2t

2 + (fρ)3t
3 +O(t4)

)

·
(
td−1 +R1t

d+1 +R2t
d+2 +O(td+3)

)
dtdSθ

=
1

εd|Bd|

(
ρ−1 + ε2ρ−2

(
Λρ−

1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ

)
+O(ε4)

)
εd+1

d+ 1

∫

Sd−1

〈K1, ej〉fρdSθ

+
1

εd|Bd|

(
ρ−1 + ε2ρ−2

(
Λρ−

1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ

))
εd+2

d+ 2

∫

Sd−1

〈K1, ej〉(fρ)1dSθ

+
1

εd|Bd|

εd+3

d+ 3
ρ−1

∫

Sd−1

〈K1, ej〉(fρ)2 + 〈K3, ej〉fρ+ 〈K1, ej〉fρ(d+ 3)H1

+ 〈K1, ej〉fρR1dSθ

+
1

εd|Bd|

εd+4

d+ 4
ρ−1

∫

Sd−1

〈K1, ej〉(fρ)3 + 〈K3, ej〉(fρ)1 + 〈K4, ej〉f + 〈K1, ej〉fρ(d+ 4)H2

+ 〈K1, ej〉(fρ)1(d+ 4)H1 + 〈K1, ej〉(fρ)1R1 + 〈K1, ej〉fρR2dSθ

+O(ε5)

=
1

εd|Bd|

(
ρ−1 + ε2ρ−2

(
Λρ−

1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ

))
εd+2

d+ 2

∫

Sd−1

〈K1, ej〉(fρ)1dSθ

+
1

εd|Bd|

εd+4

d+ 4
ρ−1

∫

Sd−1

〈K1, ej〉(fρ)3 + 〈K3, ej〉(fρ)1 + 〈K4, ej〉f + 〈K1, ej〉fρ(d+ 4)H2

+ 〈K1, ej〉(fρ)1(d+ 4)H1 + 〈K1, ej〉(fρ)1R1 + 〈K1, ej〉fρR2dSθ

+O(ε5).
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Applying the divergence theorem, we have

∫

Sd−1

〈K1, ej〉(fρ)1dSθ =

∫

Sd−1

〈〈θ, ej〉∇(fρ)|z, θ〉dSθ

=

∫

Bd

div(〈x, ej〉∇(fρ)|z)dx

=

∫

Bd

∇j(fρ)|zdx

= |Bd| · ∇j(fρ)|z.

Therefore,

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, ej〉f(x)dvolρ =
ε2

d+ 2

(
∇jf |z + ρ−1f∇jρ|z

)
+O(ε4).

(iii) As before, we denote f(z) and ρ(z) by f and ρ. Using the fact that the second fundamental
form is a normal vector, i.e., 〈II(θ, θ), ej〉 = 0, we can derive

〈K3, ej〉 =
1

6
〈∇θII(θ, θ), ej〉 = −

1

6
〈II(θ, θ),∇θej〉 = −

1

6
〈II(θ, θ), II(θ, ej)〉

and thus, by Lemma 5.4,
∫
Sd−1〈K1, ei〉〈K3, ej〉dSθ = − |Bd|

6(d+2)
(3H · II(ej , ej)− 2Ric(ej, ej)). There-

fore,

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, ej〉
2f(x)dvolρ

=
1

Volρ(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃

0

〈K1t+K3t
3 +O(t4), ej〉

2 ·
(
fρ+ (fρ)1t+ (fρ)2t

2 + (fρ)3t
3 +O(t4)

)

·
(
td−1 +R1t

d+1 +R2t
d+2 +R3t

d+3 +O(td+4)
)
dtdSθ

=
ε2

(d+ 2)|Bd|

(
ρ−1 + ε2ρ−2

(
Λρ−

1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ

)
+O(ε4)

)∫

Sd−1

〈K1, ej〉
2fρdSθ

+
ε4

(d+ 4)|Bd|
ρ−1

∫

Sd−1

2〈K1, ej〉〈K3, ej〉fρ+ 〈K1, ej〉
2 ((fρ)2 + fρ(d+ 4)H1 + fρR1) dSθ

+O(ε6)

=
ε2

d+ 2
f + ε4ρ−1

[
1

d+ 2
f

(
Λρ−

1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ

)
−

1

3(d+ 2)(d+ 4)
(3H · II(ej , ej)− 2Ric(ej , ej))fρ

+
1

(d+ 4)|Bd|

∫

Sd−1

〈θ, ej〉
2 ((fρ)2 + fρ(d+ 4)H1 + fρR1) dSθ

]
+O(ε6).
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Recall that (fρ)2 = 1
2
∇2

θ(fρ)|z, H1 = 1
24
|II|2, and R1 = −1

6
Ric(θ, θ). So, using Lemma 5.2 and

Lemma 5.3, all Ric are coincidentally cancelled and one obtains

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, ej〉
2f(x)dvolρ

=
ε2

d+ 2
f +

ε4

d+ 2
fρ−1

(
Λρ−

1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ

)

+
ε4

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)

[
f

(
−
1

2
H · II(ej, ej)− (d+ 2)Λ

)
+ ρ−1

(
∇2

j(fρ) +
1

2
∆(fρ)

)]
+O(ε6)

=
ε2

d+ 2
f +

ε4

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)

(
∇2

jf |+
1

2
∆f

)

+
ε4

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)
ρ−1

(
2∇jf∇jρ+ 〈∇f,∇ρ〉+ f∇2

jρ−
1

d+ 2
f∆ρ

)

+
ε4

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)

(
2Λ−

1

2
H · II(ej , ej)

)
f +O(ε6).

(iv)

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, es〉〈x− z, el〉f(x)dvolρ

=
1

Volρ(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃(θ)

0

〈K1t +K3t
3 +O(t4), es〉〈K1t +K3t

3 +O(t4), el〉

·
(
fρ+ (fρ)1t+ (fρ)2t

2 + (fρ)3t
3 +O(t4)

)

·
(
td−1 + R1t

d+1 +R2t
d+2 +O(td+3)

)
dtdSθ

=
ε2

(d+ 2)|Bd|

(
ρ−1 + ε2ρ−2

(
Λρ−

1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ

)
+O(ε4)

)∫

Sd−1

〈K1, es〉〈K1, el〉fρdSθ

+
ε3

(d+ 3)|Bd|

(
ρ−1 + ε2ρ−2

(
Λρ−

1

2(d+ 2)
∆ρ

)
+O(ε4)

)∫

Sd−1

〈K1, es〉〈K1, el〉(fρ)1dSθ

+
ε4

(d+ 4)|Bd|
ρ−1

∫

Sd−1

〈K1, es〉〈K3, el〉fρ+ 〈K1, el〉〈K3, es〉fρ

+ 〈K1, es〉〈K1, el〉 ((fρ)2 + fρ(d+ 4)H1 + fρR1) dSθ

+O(ε5).

Note that all the terms of odd order are zero. Moreover, the first term is also zero because∫
Sd−1〈θ, es〉〈θ, el〉dSθ =

∑d
m,j=1 η

m
s η

j
l

∫
Sd−1 θ

mθjdSθ =
∑d

m=1 η
m
s η

m
l

∫
Sd−1(θ

m)2dSθ = 〈es, el〉|B
d| =

0. Indeed, it can be seen easily by using the symmetry of Sd−1. On the other hand, by using
Lemma 5.4, we see that

∫

Sd−1

〈K1, es〉〈K3, el〉+ 〈K1, el〉〈K3, es〉dSθ =
|Bd|

d+ 2

(
2

3
Ric(es, el)−H · II(es, el)

)
,
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hence

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, es〉〈x− z, el〉f(x)dvolρ

=
ε4

(d+ 4)(d+ 2)
ρ−1

(
2

3
Ric(es, el)−H · II(es, el)

)
fρ

+
ε4

(d+ 4)|Bd|
ρ−1

∫

Sd−1

〈θ, es〉〈θ, el〉

(
1

2
∇2

θ(fρ)|z +

(
d+ 4

24
|II(θ, θ)|2 −

1

6
Ric(θ, θ)

)
fρ

)
dSθ +O(ε6)

=
ε4

(d+ 4)(d+ 2)

(
2

3
Ric(es, el)−H · II(es, el)

)
f

+
ε4

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)

(
ρ−1∇s∇l(fρ)|z +

(
H ·

1

2
II(es, el)−

2

3
Ric(es, el)

)
f

)
+O(ε6)

=
ε4

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)

(
ρ−1∇s∇l(fρ)|z −

1

2
H · II(es, el)f

)
+O(ε6).

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

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, ej〉〈x− z, ek〉
2dvol

=
1

Vol(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃(θ)

0

〈K1t+K3t
3 +O(t4), ej〉〈K1t +K3t

3 +O(t4), ek〉
2

· (td−1 + td+1R1 +O(td+2))dtdSθ

=
1

Vol(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

εd+3

d+ 3
〈θ, ej〉〈θ, ek〉

2 +
εd+5

24
|II|2〈θ, ej〉〈θ, ek〉

2

+
εd+5

d+ 5

(
〈
1

6
∇θII, ej〉〈θ, ek〉

2 + 2〈θ, ej〉〈θ, ek〉〈
1

6
∇θII, ek〉+ 〈θ, ej〉〈θ, ek〉

2−1

6
Ric(θ, θ)

)

+O(εd+6) dSθ

= O(ε6),

because
∫
Sd−1〈θ, ej〉〈θ, el〉

2dSθ,
∫
Sd−1 |II|

2〈θ, ej〉〈θ, el〉
2dSθ, and other explicit terms written in the

above integrals are odd integrals and thus vanish.
In general, when the density is nonuniform, one has

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, ej〉〈x− z, ek〉
2dvolρ

=
1

Volρ(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃(θ)

0

〈K1t +K3t
3 +O(t4), ej〉〈K1t+K3t

3 +O(t4), ek〉
2

· (td−1 + td+1R1 +O(td+2))(ρ(z) + ρ1t+O(t2))dtdSθ
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and now the term ρ1t = t∇θρ will produce an O(ε4)-term

1

Volρ(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃(θ)

0

〈K1, ej〉〈K1, ek〉
2td+3∇θρ dtdSθ

=
1

Volρ(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

εd+4

d+ 4
〈θ, ej〉〈θ, ek〉

2∇θρ dSθ

=
1

Volρ(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

εd+4

d+ 4
〈θ, ej〉〈θ, ek〉

2〈∇ρ, θ〉 dSθ.

As in (ii), using the divergence theorem and
∫
Bd x

2
kdx = 1

d+2
|Bd|, one can show that this O(ε4)-

term is
1

Volρ(B̃)

εd+4

d+ 4

∫

Bd

(
〈x, ek〉

2 + 〈x, ej〉〈x, ek〉
)
∇jρ|zdx = βρ−1∇jρ|z when j 6= k and is

1

Volρ(B̃)

εd+4

d+ 4

∫

Bd

3〈x, ej〉
2∇jρ|zdx = 3βρ−1∇jρ|z when j = k. The second integral can be shown

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

Volρ(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃(θ)

0

〈K1, es〉
2〈K1, el〉

2td+3ρ dtdSθ =
{

β +O(ε6), s 6= l

3β +O(ε6), s = l
.

Other integrals can be similarly derived. �

5.4. Step 1: The bias term of 1
kz
ZTZ. In the following, we use dashes to indicate the lower

triangular portion of a symmetric matrix.
Recall that {xz,j}

kz
j=1 are kz neighbors of z and qj is the projection of xz,j onto the subspace

Vz = span{us}
d
s=1 that is derived from the local PCA. Thus, (qj)s = 〈ι(xz,j) − ι(z), us〉. Denote

B̃ = ι(M)∩Bp
ε (z) and dvolρ = ρ(x)dvol as before. Also, denote J to be the 1-1 map that indexing

the upper triangular matrix of size d× d by 1, . . . , d(d−1)
2

.

To study the asymptotic behavior of 1
kz
ZTZ, we divide it into two steps. The first step is

evaluating its bias from the desired asymptotic quantity, and the second step is evaluating its
large deviation from the desired quantity. First of all, under the manifold assumption and the law
of large number, asymptotically when n → ∞, we expect that 1

kz
ZTZ converges to

L =




1 LAB LAC LAD

− LBB LBC LBD

− − LCC LCD

− − − LDD


 ∈ R

(1+d+d+
d(d−1)

2
)×(1+d+d+

d(d−1)
2

),

where LAB is a d-dim vector
[
−
∫
B̃
〈ι(x)− ι(z), u1〉dvolρ · · · −

∫
B̃
〈ι(x)− ι(z), ud〉dvolρ

]
,

LAC is a d-dim vector
[
−
∫
B̃
〈ι(x)− ι(z), u1〉

2dvolρ · · · −
∫
B̃
〈ι(x)− ι(z), ud〉

2dvolρ
]
,

LAD is a d(d−1)
2

-vector
[
−
∫
B̃
〈ι(x)− ι(z), u1〉〈ι(x)− ι(z), u2〉dvolρ · · · −

∫
B̃
〈ι(x)− ι(z), ud−1〉〈ι(x)− ι(z), ud〉dvolρ

]
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LBB is a d× d diagonal matrix



−
∫
B̃
〈ι(x)− ι(z), u1〉

2dvolρ 0
. . .

0 −
∫
B̃
〈ι(x)− ι(z), ud〉

2dvolρ


 ,

LBC is a d× d matrix with the (s, t)-th entry, s, t = 1, . . . , d,
∫

B̃

〈ι(x)− ι(z), us〉〈ι(x)− ι(z), ut〉
2dvolρ ,

LBD is a d× d(d−1)
2

matrix with the (s, J(k, l)) entry, s = 1, . . . , d, k, l = 1 . . . , d and k 6= l,
∫

B̃

〈ι(x)− ι(z), us〉〈ι(x)− ι(z), uk〉〈ι(x)− ι(z), ul〉dvolρ ,

LCC is the d× d matrix with the (s, t)-th entry, s, t = 1, . . . , d,
∫

B̃

〈ι(x)− ι(z), us〉
2〈ι(x)− ι(z), ut〉

2dvolρ ,

LCD is the d× d(d−1)
2

matrix with the (s, J(k, l))-th entry, s = 1, . . . , d, k, l = 1 . . . , d and k 6= l,
∫

B̃

〈ι(x)− ι(z), us〉
2〈ι(x)− ι(z), uk〉〈ι(x)− ι(z), ul〉dvolρ ,

and LDD is the d(d−1)
2

× d(d−1)
2

matrix with the (J(s, t), J(k, l))-th entry, s, t = 1, . . . , d, s 6= t,
k, l = 1 . . . , d and k 6= l,

∫

B̃

〈ι(x)− ι(z), us〉〈ι(x)− ι(z), ut〉〈ι(x)− ι(z), uk〉〈ι(x)− ι(z), ul〉dvolρ .

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

L0 =




1 αρ−1∂1ρ · · · · · · αρ−1∂dρ α · · · · · · α 0

− α 0 · · · 0 3βρ−1∂1ρ βρ−1∂1ρ · · · βρ−1∂1ρ 0

− −
. . .

. . .
... βρ−1∂2ρ

. . .
... 0

− − −
. . . 0

...
. . . βρ−1∂d−1ρ 0

− − − − α βρ−1∂dρ · · · · · · 3βρ−1∂dρ 0

− − − − − 3β β · · · β 0

− − − − − −
. . .

. . .
... 0

− − − − − − −
. . . β 0

− − − − − − − − 3β 0

− − − − − − − − − βI d(d−1)
2




,

(9)

with α = ε2

d+2
, β = ε4

(d+2)(d+4)
, ρ := ρ(z) and ∂jρ denoting partial derivative ∇jρ|z, j = 1, . . . , d.

In this manner we say that L approximates L0, and the approximation bias will be quantified
precisely.
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Lemma 5.5. Let Ujj = 2Λ − 1
2
H · II(ej , ej) and Vs,t = −1

2
H · II(es, et). Define L0 as in above.

Then

X := L− L0 =




XAA XAB XAC XAD

− XBB XBC XBD

− − XCC XCD

− − − XDD


 =




0 O(ε4) X0
AC +O(ε5) X0

AD +O(ε5)
− O(ε4) O(ε6) X0

BD +O(ε6)
− − O(ε6) O(ε6)
− − − O(ε6)


 ,

where [X0
AC ]j = β

(
ρ−1∇2

jρ−
1

d+2
ρ−1∆ρ+ Ujj

)
, X0

AD :=
[
[X0

AD]11 [X0
AD]12 · · · [X0

AD](d−1)d

]
is a

1× d(d−1)
2

matrix with [X0
AD]st = β(ρ−1∇s∇tρ+ Vs,t), and

X0
BD = βρ−1




∂2ρ ∂3ρ ∂4ρ · · · ∂dρ 0 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 0 · · · 0 0 0
∂1ρ 0 · · · · · · 0 ∂3ρ ∂4ρ · · · ∂dρ 0 · · · 0 · · · 0 0 0

0
. . .

... ∂2ρ 0 · · · 0 ∂4ρ · · · ∂dρ · · · 0 0 0
...

. . .
... 0

. . .
... ∂3ρ · · · 0 · · · ∂d−1ρ ∂dρ 0

...
. . . 0

...
. . . 0

...
. . .

... · · · ∂d−2ρ 0 ∂dρ

0 · · · · · · 0 ∂1ρ 0 · · · 0 ∂2ρ 0 · · · ∂3ρ · · · 0 ∂d−2ρ ∂d−1ρ




.

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

easy to see that XAA = −

∫

B̃

1dvolρ−1 = 0. Now we compute XAB. By Theorem 5.1(ii) with f = 1,

we have −

∫

B̃

〈x− z, ej〉dvolρ = αρ−1∂jρ+O(ε4). Recall that 〈x− z, ej〉 = 〈x− z, uj〉+O(ε3)‖x− z‖,

so one can derive that XAB = LAB − L0
AB is a vector of O(ε4).

As for XAC , by using Theorem 5.1(iii) with f = 1, we have

−

∫

B̃

〈x− z, ej〉
2dvolρ = α + β

(
ρ−1∇2

jρ−
1

d+ 2
ρ−1∆ρ+ Ujj

)
+O(ε6).

Since 〈x− z, ej〉
2 = 〈x− z, uj〉

2+O(ε3)‖x− z‖2, we know that entries in the vector XAC = LAC −

L0
AC are −

∫

B̃

〈x − z, uj〉
2dvolρ − α = β

(
ρ−1∇2

jρ−
1

d+ 2
ρ−1∆ρ+ Ujj

)
+ O(ε5) =: [X0

AC ]j + O(ε5).

Similarly, using Theorem 5.1(iv), one can derive

[XAD]st = [X0
AD]st +O(ε5) = β(ρ−1∇s∇tρ+ Vs,t) +O(ε5).(10)

To find XBB, XBC , and XBD, one has to compute −

∫

B̃

〈x−z, uj〉〈x−z, uk〉dvolρ, −

∫

B̃

〈x−z, uj〉〈x−

z, uk〉
2dvolρ, and −

∫

B̃

〈x−z, uj〉〈x−z, us〉〈x−z, ut〉dvolρ, respectively. Indeed, XBB = LBB−L0
BB =

−

∫

B̃

〈x − z, uj〉〈x − z, uk〉dvolρ − αI = O(ε4) can be easily derived from Theorem 5.1(iii)(iv) and

the deviation between ej ’s and uj’s. Similarly, XBC = O(ε6) and the matrix XBD can be derived
from Theorem 5.1(v). Other terms such as LCC and LDD are similarly obtained by using Theorem
5.1(vi). �

5.5. Step 2: The large deviation estimate for 1
kz
ZTZ. Next, we study the large deviation of

1
kz
ZTZ caused by the random samples. Write

1

kz
ZTZ = L+ LD = L0 +X + LD,(11)
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where LD indicates the large deviation. We will divide LD into blocks

LD =




LDAA LDAB LDAC LDAD

− LDBB LDBC LDBD

− − LDCC LDCD

− − − LDDD


 ∈ R

(1+d+d+ d(d−1)
2

)×(1+d+d+ d(d−1)
2

) ,(12)

where LDAA ∈ R, LDAB, LDAC ∈ R
1×d, LDAD ∈ R

1×d(d−1)/2, LDBB, LDBC , LDCC ∈ R
d×d, LDBD, LDCD ∈

R
d×d(d−1)/2, and LDDD ∈ R

d(d−1)/2×d(d−1)/2 , and bound each term separately with high probability
using the Bernstein’s inequality.
We first provide detailed computation of LDAD ∈ R

1×d(d−1)/2. Recall the notations Z, y and q

from (4). Fix s, l = 1, . . . , d and s 6= l, and denote

Y (s,l)
m := (ys)m(yl)m = (qm)s(qm)l ,(13)

for m = 1, . . . , kz, where {ys}
d
s=1 are the column vectors given by local PCA and {qm}

kz
m=1 are

row vectors of the (kz × d)-matrix [y1 · · · yd]. Denote

Q(s,l) := 〈X − z, es〉〈X − z, el〉 and Q
(s,l)
i = 〈xi − z, es〉〈xi − z, el〉 = (qi)s(qi)l .(14)

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

1

kz

kz∑

m=1

Y (s,l)
m =

1
n

∑kz
m=1 Y

(s,l)
m

1
n

∑kz
m=1 1

=
1
n

∑n
i=1Q

(s,l)
i ε−dχBε(z)(xi)

1
n

∑n
i=1 ε

−dχBε(z)(xi)
.

Note that ε−d in front of χBε(z)(Xi) is a normalization so that ε−dχBε(z)(Xi) is a proper ker-

nel function for the approximation of identity purpose. Also note that Q
(s,l)
i ε−dχBε(z)(Xi) 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 X1, . . . , Xn are i.i.d. sampled from a random

variable X, where E(X) = 0, |X| ≤ a and Var(X) < ∞. Then for δ > 0 we have

P

{∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

Xi

∣∣∣∣∣ > δ

}
≤ 2 exp

(
−

nδ2

2Var(X) + 2
3
aδ

)
.

Now, denote

X
(s,l)
i := Q

(s,l)
i ε−dχBε(z)(Xi)− E

(
Q

(s,l)
i ε−dχBε(z)(Xi)

)
,(15)

where i = 1, . . . , n. Note that E(X
(s,l)
i ) = 0, |X

(s,l)
i | ≤ ε−d‖q‖2 ≤ a = Θ(ε−d+2) and

Var(X
(s,l)
i ) = ε−2d

∫

B̃

q2
sq

2
l dvolρ − ε−2d

(∫

B̃

qsqldvolρ

)2

= ε−d
(
βρ(z)|Bd|+O(ε6)

)
−
(
βρ−1∇s∇lρ+ βVs,l +O(ε5)

)2
ρ(z)2|Bd|2

=
ρ(z)|Bd|

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)
ε−d+4 +O(ε−d+6) = Θ(ε−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 ε2, we focus on the
region δ ≪ ε2 when we apply Bernstein’s inequality; that is, the deviation caused by the random
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sampling should be much smaller than ε2, and we also hope that this bound happens with a high
probability. To this goal, note that we have

nδ2

2Var(X
(s,l)
i ) + 2

3
aδ

≥
nδ2

4Var(X
(s,l)
i )

,

and we set

nδ2

4Var(X
(s,l)
i )

= 3 log(n)

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

δ = Θ

(√
log(n)

nεd−4

)
,(16)

and achieve the bound

P

(∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

Q
(s,l)
i ε−dχBε(z)(xi)−

∫

M

Q(s,l)ε−dχBε(z)(x)dvolρ

∣∣∣∣∣ >
√

log(n)

nεd−4

)
≤ Cn−3

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

log(n)
→ ∞,

√
log(n)
nεd−4 is

dominated by ε2 when n is sufficiently large. Similarly, for the denominator we have

P

(∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

ε−dχBε(z)(xi)−

∫

M

ε−dχBε(z)(x)dvolρ

∣∣∣∣∣ >
√

log(n)

nεd

)
≤ Cn−3 .

Recall that
∫
B̃
ε−ddvolρ = ρ(z)|Bd|+O(ε2). Thus, we have

1

kz

kz∑

m=1

Y (s,l)
m =

1
n

∑n
i=1Q

(s,l)
i ε−dχBε(z)(xi)

1
n

∑n
i=1 ε

−dχBε(z)(xi)

=
1

ρ(z)|Bd|

∫

M

Q(s,l)ε−dχBε(z)(x)dvolρ +O

(√
log(n)

nεd−4

)

= (1 +O(ε2))−

∫

Bε(z)

Q(s,l)dvolρ +O

(√
log(n)

nεd−4

)

and hence a control of LDAD = O

(√
log(n)
nεd−4

)
with probability higher than 1−Cn−3 for some C > 0

when n is sufficiently large.

Besides Y
(s,l)
m = (qm)s(qm)l, we have to control terms like Y

(s)
m := (qm)s, Y

(ss,l)
m := (qm)

2
s(qm)l,

Y
(s,l,t)
m := (qm)s(qm)l(qm)t, etc. 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, . . . , Xn are i.i.d. sampled from a random variable X. Let ε > 0 and

λ ∈ N. Suppose E(X) = 0, |X| ≤ a = Θ(ε−d+λ) and Var(X) = Θ(ε−d+2λ). Then we have

P

{∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

Xi

∣∣∣∣∣ >
√

log(n)

nεd−2λ

}
≤ Cn−3

for some C > 0 when n is sufficiently larger if ε → 0 and nεd

log(n)
→ ∞ hold when n → ∞.
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Note that the control of LDAD 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 ω :=
√

log(n)
nεd

to simplify the notation. Then

LD =




LDAA LDAB LDAC LDAD

− LDBB LDBC LDBD

− − LDCC LDCD

− − − LDDD


 =




0 O(εω) O(ε2ω) O(ε2ω)
− O(ε2ω) O(ε3ω) O(ε3ω)
− − O(ε4ω) O(ε4ω)
− − − O(ε4ω)




with probability higher than 1 − Cn−3 for some C > 0 when n is sufficiently large if ε → 0 and
nεd

log(n)
→ ∞ hold when n → ∞.

To simplify the heavy notation, from now on we follow the same notation relationship used in

(13), (14) and (15) and consider notations Y
(s...s)
m := (qm)

α
s if there are α ∈ N s in the superscript

of Ym, Y
(s...s,l...l)
m := (qm)

α
s (qm)

β
l if there are α ∈ N s and β ∈ N l in the superscript of Ym,

Y
(s...s,l...l,t...t)
m := (qm)

α
s (qm)

β
l (qm)

γ
t if there are α ∈ N s, β ∈ N l and γ ∈ N t in the superscript of

Ym, etc., and the associated Q and X notations with the proper superscripts.

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

• LAB: Let Y
(l)
m := (qm)l and X

(l)
i := Q

(l)
i ε−dχBε(z)(Xi) − E(Q

(l)
i ε−dχBε(z)(Xi)). It follows

from Theorem 5.1 that

Var(X(l)) = ε−2d

∫

B̃

q2
l volρ − ε−2d

(∫

B̃

qldvolρ

)2

=
ρ(z)|Bd|

d+ 2
ε−d+2 +O(ε−d+4) = Θ(ε−d+2)

and, by Lemma 5.6, LDAB = O(εω).

• LAC : By a direct computation as that in Theorem 5.1, we consider Y
(ll)
m := (qm)

2
l and

derive

Var(X(ll)) = ε−2d

∫

B̃

q4
l dvolρ − ε−2d

(∫

B̃

q2
l dvolρ

)2

=
3ρ(z)|Bd|

(d+ 4)(d+ 2)
ε−d+4 −

(
ρ(z)|Bd|

d+ 2
ε2
)2

+O(ε6)

= Θ(ε−d+4)

and thus LDAC = O(ε2ω).
• LAD: We had shown that Var(X(s,l)) = Θ(ε−d+4) in the previous paragraph.
• LBB : The computation of LBB involves exactly the same terms as LAC and LAD. So the
variance is also in Θ(ε−d+4).

Similarly, it is easy to check that Var(X(s,ll)) and Var(X(s,l,t)) are of Θ(ε−d+6) while Var(X(ss,ll)),
Var(X(ss,l,t)), and Var(X(s,l,t,r)) are all of Θ(ε−d+8). Therefore, using Lemma 5.6, we obtain the
desired large deviations. �
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With the relationship assumption of n and ǫ, from Lemmas 5.5 and 5.7, we conclude that 1
kz
ZTZ

satisfies

1

kz
ZTZ = L0 +X + LD

=




L0
AA L0

AB L0
AC L0

AD

− L0
BB L0

BC L0
BD

− − L0
CC L0

CD

− − − L0
DD


+




XAA XAB XAC XAD

− XBB XBC XBD

− − XCC XCD

− − − XDD


+




LDAA LDAB LDAC LDAD

− LDBB LDBC LDBD

− − LDCC LDCD

− − − LDDD




=




1 L0
AB L0

AC 0

− L0
BB L0

BC 0

− − L0
CC 0

− − − L0
DD


+




0 O(ε4) O(ε4) O(ε4)
− O(ε4) O(ε6) O(ε4)
− − O(ε6) O(ε6)
− − − O(ε6)


+




0 O(εω) O(ε2ω) O(ε2ω)
− O(ε2ω) O(ε3ω) O(ε3ω)
− − O(ε4ω) O(ε4ω)
− − − O(ε4ω)




with probability higher than 1 − Cn−3 for some C > 0 when n is sufficiently large. Recall that
L0
AB is the vector αρ−1∇ρ, L0

AC is the vector α1T
d , L

0
BB = αId where Id is the identity matrix,

L0
BC = βXY, where X = ρ−1




∂1ρ
. . .

∂dρ


, Y = (2Id + 11T ), L0

CC = βY, L0
DD = βI d(d−1)

2
,

and ω =
√

log(n)
nεd

. It is worthwhile to mention that we put the O(ε4)-term in XBD, instead of L0
BD,

so that it is easier to compute the inverse of L0 in the next step.

5.6. Step 3: The inverse of 1
kz
ZTZ. Recall (11) and denote

E := X + LD ;

that is, 1
kz
ZTZ = L0 + E. To alleviate the heavy notation burden, we denote ρ := ρ(z) and

∂jρ := ∇jρ|z, j = 1, . . . , d. Recall L0 defined in (9). Let X = ρ−1




∂1ρ
. . .

∂dρ


, Y =




3 1 · · · 1

1 3
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . . 1

1 · · · 1 3


 ∈ R

d×d. Then the inverse of L0 can be computed directly as

(L0)−1 =




λ 0 ν1T 0
− K11 K12 0
− K21 K22 0
− − − 1

β
I d(d−1)

2


 ,(17)

where λ and ν satisfy

{
λ+ ναd = 1
λα + νβ(d+ 2) = 0

,

K11 =
1

α

(
I +

β

α
XYQYX

)
, K12 = KT

21 = −
1

α
XYQ, K22 =

1

β
Q+

ν2

λ
11T ,

Q = Y−1 − F−1 +
F−111TF−1

1 + 1TF−11
= Y−1 +O(ε2),
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and F−1 = X2(2X2 − α
β
ρ2I)−1. By a direct expansion, we have

F−1 = −
β

α
ρ−2X2 +O(ε4)

and

Y−1 =
1

2(d+ 2)




d+ 1 −1 · · · −1

−1 d+ 1
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . . −1

−1 · · · −1 d+ 1


 =

1

2
I −

1

2(d+ 2)
11T .

To evaluate the inverse of 1
kz
ZTZ = L0 + E, we consider the Taylor’s expansion

(L0 + E)−1 = (L0)−1 − (L0)−1E(L0)−1 + [(L0)−1E]2(L0)−1 − · · · ;(18)

but to achieve this expansion, we need the control of the norm of (L0)−1E. A direct computation
gives

(L0)−1
E

=









ν1TECA λEAB + ν1TECB λEAC + ν1TECC λEAD + ν1TECD

K11EBA +K12ECA K11EBB +K12ECB K11EBC +K12ECC K11EBD +K12ECD

K21EBA +K22ECA ν1EAB +K21EBB +K22ECB ν1EAC +K21EBC +K22ECC ν1EAD +K21EBD +K22ECD
1
β
EDA

1
β
EDB

1
β
EDC

1
β
EDD









,

where we decompose E into blocks in the same way as that in (12) and use the associated notation.
Recall that

(L0)−1 =




O(1) 0 O(ε−2) 0
− O(ε−2) O(ε−2) 0
− − O(ε−4) 0
− − − O(ε−4)


 and E =




0 O(ε4) O(ε4) O(ε4)
− O(ε4) O(ε6) O(ε4)
− − O(ε6) O(ε6)
− − − O(ε6)


+ LD.

Therefore, we have

(L0)−1E =




O(ε2) O(ε) O(ε4) O(ε4)
O(ε2) O(ε2) O(ε4) O(ε2)
O(1) O(ε2) O(ε2) O(ε2)
O(1) O(1) O(ε2) O(ε2)


 ,

and hence

Ω1 := (L0)−1E(L0)−1 =




O(ε2) O(ε2) O(1) O(1)
O(ε2) O(1) O(1) O(ε−2)
O(1) O(1) O(ε−2) O(ε−2)
O(1) O(ε−2) O(ε−2) O(ε−2)


 ,

Ω2 := [(L0)−1E]2(L0)−1 =




O(ε4) O(ε2) O(ε2) O(ε2)
O(ε2) O(1) O(1) O(1)
O(ε2) O(1) O(1) O(1)
O(ε2) O(1) O(1) O(ε−2)


 ,

Ω3 := [(L0)−1E]3(L0)−1 =




O(ε6) O(ε4) O(ε4) O(ε2)
O(ε4) O(ε2) O(ε2) O(1)
O(ε4) O(ε2) O(ε2) O(1)
O(ε2) O(1) O(1) O(1)


 , etc.

(19)
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Denote

Ωm :=




(Ωm)AA (Ωm)AB (Ωm)AC (Ωm)AD

(Ωm)BA (Ωm)BB (Ωm)BC (Ωm)BD

(Ωm)CA (Ωm)CB (Ωm)CC (Ωm)CD

(Ωm)DA (Ωm)DB (Ωm)DC (Ωm)DD


 .

Note that only (L0)−1, Ω1, (Ω2)AB, (Ω2)BA, (Ω2)BB, (Ω2)BC , (Ω2)CB, and (Ω2)DD contain the first
and the second lowest order terms, and the remaining terms inside Ωm := [(L0)−1E]m(L0)−1, m ≥
2, are of higher order compared to (L0)−1 − Ω1. To be precise, if we denote

G := (L0)−1 − Ω1 +




0 (Ω2)AB 0 0
(Ω2)BA (Ω2)BB (Ω2)BC 0

0 (Ω2)CB 0 0
0 0 0 (Ω2)DD


 ,(20)

then the higher order terms are

(L0 + E)−1 −G =




O(ε4) O(ε4) O(ε2) O(ε2)
O(ε4) O(ε2) O(ε2) O(1)
O(ε2) O(ε2) O(1) O(1)
O(ε2) O(1) O(1) O(1)


 .(21)

We shall mention that although non-zero entries in (L0)−1 dominate their corresponding entries
in Ω1 and Ω2, we cannot discard terms in Ω1 and some entries in Ω2 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 5.2, particularly (22), for details. We
also use Lemma 5.8(ii) for the cancellation. In the following paragraph, (Ω1)CA and (Ω1)CC in G

are computed explicitly because they will be used later, while other terms in Ω1 and Ω2 are kept
implicit. Namely, the matrix in (20) can be expressed as

G =




GAA GAB GAC GAD

GBA GBB GBC GBD

GCA GCB GCC GCD

GDA GDB GDC GDD


 ,

where the first row is

GAA = λ− (Ω1)AA,

GAB = − (Ω1)AB + (Ω2)AB,

GAC = ν1T − (Ω1)AC ,

GAD = − (Ω1)AD;

the second row is

GBA = − (Ω1)BA + (Ω2)BA,

GBB = K11 − (Ω1)BB + (Ω2)BB,

GBC = K12 − (Ω1)BC + (Ω2)BC ,

GBD = − (Ω1)BD;
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the third row is

GCA = ν1− (λK21EBA + λK22ECA + ν1EACν1 +K21EBCν1+K22ECCν1) ,

GCB = K21 − (Ω1)CB + (Ω2)CB,

GCC = K22 −
(
K21EBAν1

T +K22ECAν1
T
)

− [(ν1EAB +K21EBB +K22ECB)K12 + (ν1EAC +K21EBC +K22ECC)K22] ,

GCD = − (Ω1)CD;

and the fourth row is

GDA = −
1

β
(λEDA + EDCν1) ,

GDB = −
1

β
(EDBK11 + EDCK21) ,

GDC = −
1

β

(
EDAν1

T + EDBK12 + EDCK22

)
,

GDD =
1

β
I − (Ω1)DD + (Ω2)DD.

In the following computation, we useK0
22 to denote the leading order terms ofK22 =

1
β
Q+ ν2

λ
11T =

1
β
Y−1 + ν2

λ
11T +O(ε−2), i.e., K0

22 =
1
β
Y−1 + ν2

λ
11T . Similarly, K0

11 =
1
α
I and K0

12 = K0
21 = − 1

α
X.

For later use, we need the following formulas which can be derived by routine computations, and
we omit the details.

Lemma 5.8. Denote λ = (d+2)β
(d+2)β−α2d

, ν = −α
(d+2)β−α2d

. Then we have

(i)
ν

λ
=

−α

(d+ 2)β
= ε−2d+ 4

d+ 2
.

(ii) ν1 + αK0
221 = 0.

(iii) 2β
ν2

λ
1 + αν1+ βK0

221 =
1

d+ 2
1.

(iv) EDBK
0
11α[∇jη]d×1 = βρ−1[∇sρ∇tη +∇tρ∇sη] d(d−1)

2
×1
, where η might be f or ρ.

(v) EDBK
0
12α1 = −βρ−2[∇sρ∇tρ+∇tρ∇sρ] d(d−1)

2
×1
.

5.7. Step 4: The estimate for (ZTZ)−1ZT f . In the following, we will compute 1
kz
ZT




f(xz,1)
...

f(xz,kz)




and express it as

1

kz
ZT




f(xz,1)
...

f(xz,kz)


 = L0 +X + LD.

By using similar computation we have done in previous steps, we obtain the following estimation.
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Lemma 5.9. Let α = ε2

d+2
, β = ε4

(d+2)(d+4)
and ω =

√
log(n)
nεd

. Then

1

kz
ZT




f(xz,1)
...

f(xz,kz)


 = (L0 +X) + LD

=




f(z) + 1
2α
(
∆f(z) + 2ρ−1〈∇f,∇ρ〉(z)

)
+O(ε4)

α
(
∇1f |z + ρ−1(z)f(z)∇1ρ|z

)
+ O(ε4)

...

α
(
∇df |z + ρ−1(z)f(z)∇dρ|z

)
+O(ε4)

αf(z) + βρ−1(z)
(
∇2

1(fρ)|z +
1
2∆(fρ)(z)− d+4

2(d+2)f(z)∆ρ(z)
)
+ βU11f(z) +O(ε5)

...

αf(z) + βρ−1(z)
(
∇2

d(fρ)|z +
1
2∆(fρ)(z)− d+4

2(d+2)f(z)∆ρ(z)
)
+ βUddf(z) +O(ε5)

βρ−1∇1∇2(fρ)|z + βV1,2f(z) +O(ε5)
...

βρ−1∇d−1∇d(fρ)|z + βVd−1,df(z) +O(ε5)




+




O(ω)

O(εω)
...

O(εω)

O(ε2ω)
...

O(ε2ω)

O(ε2ω)
...

O(ε2ω)




,

where Ujj = 2Λ − 1
2
H · II(ej , ej) and Vs,t = −1

2
H · II(es, et), with probability higher than 1 − Cn−3

for some C > 0 if ε → 0 and nεd

log(n)
→ ∞ holds when n → ∞.

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

1

kz
ZT




f(xz,1)
...

f(xz,kz)


 =




NA

NB

NC

ND


 ,

where NA =

[
1

kz

kz∑

j=1

f(xz,j)

]
, NB =




1

kz

kz∑

j=1

(qj)1f(xz,j)

...

1

kz

kz∑

j=1

(qj)df(xz,j)




,

NC =




1

kz

kz∑

j=1

(qj)
2
1f(xz,j)

...

1

kz

kz∑

j=1

(qj)
2
df(xz,j)




and ND =




1

kz

kz∑

j=1

(qj)1(qj)2f(xz,j)

...

1

kz

kz∑

j=1

(qj)d−1(qj)df(xz,j)




. The computation and

control of L0,X and LD follow the same steps as the above. We first approximate 1
kz

∑kz
j=1(qj)lf(xz,j)

by their continuous counterparts L0+X via the large deviation. For instance, fix any l = 1, . . . , d,
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thanks to Theorem 5.1 we have

1

kz

kz∑

j=1

(qj)lf(xz,j)

=
1

kz

kz∑

j=1

(
(q̃j)l +O(ε3)‖xz,j − z‖

)
f(xz,j)

= −

∫

B̃

〈x− z, el〉f(x)dvolρ +−

∫

B̃

O(ε3)‖x− z‖f(x)dvolρ + L.D.

= −

∫

B̃

〈x− z, el〉f(x)dvolρ +O(ε3)
1

Vol(B̃)

∫

Sd−1

∫ ε̃

0

(t +O(t2))(f(z) +O(t))dtdSθ + L.D.

= α(∇lf |z + ρ−1f∇lρ) +O(ε4) + L.D. ,

where L.D. means the large deviation of 1
kz

∑kz
j=1(qj)lf(xz,j). Other terms also follow from The-

orem 5.1 immediately. Now we figure out the large deviation terms. As before, we denote

ω :=
√

log(n)
nεd

.

• The first block:

Let X̂i := f(Xi)ε
−dχBε(z)(Xi)− E

(
f(Xi)ε

−dχBε(z)(Xi)
)
. Then |X̂i| ≤ a = Θ(ε−d) and

Var(X̂i) = ε−2d

∫

B̃

f 2dvolρ − ε−2d

(∫

B̃

fdvolρ

)2

= ε−dρ(z)|Bd|

(
f 2(z) +

1

2
α
(
∆f 2(z) + 2ρ−1(z)〈∇f 2,∇ρ〉(z)

)
+O(ε4)

)

− ρ(z)2|Bd|2
(
f(z) +

1

2
α
(
∆f(z) + 2ρ−1(z)〈∇f,∇ρ〉(z)

)
+O(ε4)

)2

= ρ(z)|Bd|f 2(z)ε−d +O(ε−d+2).

Using Corollary 5.6, we can derive

P

(∣∣∣∣∣
1

kz

kz∑

m=1

f(xz,m)− (1 +O(ε2))−

∫

Bε(z)

f(x)dvolρ

∣∣∣∣∣ >
√

log(n)

nεd

)
≤ Cn−3

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

∣∣∣∣∣
1

kz

kz∑

m=1

f(xz,m)− f(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ = O(ε2) +O (ω)

with probability greater than 1− Cn−3 if ε → 0 and nεd

log(n)
→ ∞ when n → ∞.

• The second block:
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Let X̂
(l)
i := Q

(l)
i f(Xi)ε

−dχBε(z)(Xi) − E
(
Q

(l)
i f(Xi)ε

−dχBε(z)(Xi)
)
. Then |X̂

(l)
i | ≤ a =

Θ(ε−d+1) and by Theorem 5.1 we can show that

Var(X̂
(l)
i ) = ε−2d

∫

B̃

〈x− z, el〉
2f 2dvolρ − ε−2d

(∫

B̃

〈x− z, el〉fdvolρ

)2

= ε−dρ(z)|Bd|

(
1

d+ 2
f 2(z)ε2 +O(ε4)

)
−Θ(ε4)

= Θ(ε−d+2) .

Thus,
∣∣∣∣∣
1

kz

kz∑

m=1

(qm)lf(xz,m)− α
(
∇lf |z + ρ−1(z)f(z)∇lρ|z

)
∣∣∣∣∣ = O(ε4) +O (εω)

with probability greater than 1− Cn−3 if ε → 0 and nεd

log(n)
→ ∞ when n → ∞.

• The third block:

Let X̂
(ll)
i := Q

(ll)
i f(Xi)ε

−dχBε(z)(Xi) − E
(
Q

(ll)
i f(Xi)ε

−dχBε(z)(Xi)
)
. Then by the same

calculation we have |X̂
(ll)
i | ≤ a = Θ(ε−d+2) and Var(X̂

(ll)
i ) = Θ(ε−d+4), which implies

∣∣∣∣∣
1

kz

kz∑

m=1

(qm)
2
l f(xz,m)

−αf(z) + βρ−1(z)

(
∇2

l (fρ)|z +
1

2
∆(fρ)(z)−

d+ 4

2(d+ 2)
f(z)∆ρ(z)

)
+ βUllf(z)

∣∣∣∣
= O(ε5) +O

(
ε2ω
)

with probability higher than 1− Cn−3 if ε → 0 and nεd

log(n)
→ ∞ when n → ∞.

• The fourth block:

Let X̂
(s,t)
i := Q

(s,t)
i f(Xi)ε

−dχBε(z)(Xi) − E
(
Q

(s,t)
i f(Xi)ε

−dχBε(z)(Xi)
)
. Then, by the

same calculation, we have |X̂
(s,t)
i | ≤ a = Θ(ε−d+2) and Var(X̂

(s,t)
i ) = Θ(ε−d+4). This

implies that
∣∣∣∣∣
1

kz

kz∑

m=1

(qm)s(qm)tf(xz,m)−
(
βρ−1∇s∇t(fρ)|z + βV1,2f(z)

)
∣∣∣∣∣ = O(ε5) +O

(
ε2ω
)

with probability higher than 1− Cn−3 if ε → 0 and nεd

log(n)
→ ∞ when n → ∞.

�

By putting the above calculation together, we have

(ZTZ)−1ZT




f(xz,1)
...

f(xz,kz)


 = (G+ h.o.t.)(L0 +X + LD) ,

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 3.1). Set ω =
√

log(n)
nεd

. From the previous lemmas, we conclude that

(ZTZ)−1ZT




f(xz,1)
...

f(xz,kz)


 =




f(z) +O(ε2) +O(ω)

∇1f |z +O(ε2) +O(ε−1ω)
...

∇df |z +O(ε2) +O(ε−1ω)

1
2
∇1∇1f |z +O(ε) + O(ε−2ω)

...
1
2
∇d∇df |z +O(ε) +O(ε−2ω)

∇1∇2f |z +O(ε) +O(ε−2ω)
...

∇d−1∇df |z +O(ε) +O(ε−2ω)




,

with probability higher than 1−Cn−3 for some C > 0 if ε → 0 and nεd

log(n)
→ ∞ holds when n → ∞.

Proof. (Finish the proof of Theorem 3.1.)

The leading terms of (ZTZ)−1ZT f can be computed separately as follows.

The constant part: The leading O(1)-term is λf + ν1Tαf1 = f because λ + ναd = 1. The
second order terms are in O(ε2).

The gradient part: We multiply the matrix in 1
kz
ZT f by [GBA GBB GBC GBD]. The leading

term is

K0
11[α(∇jf + ρ−1f∇jρ)]d×1 +K0

12αf1,

which can be simplified and becomes the solely [∇jf ]d×1.

The Hessian part: Now we multiply the matrix in 1
kz
ZT f by [GCA GCB GCC GCD]. The

product contains many terms and only leading terms are presented here. Recall that ν ∈ O(ε−2),

λ ∈ O(1), K0
11, K

0
12, K

0
21 ∈ O(ε−2), K0

22 = 1
β
Y−1 + ν2

λ
11T ∈ O(ε−4). Moreover, K22 − K0

22 =
1
α
ρ−2X2 +O(1) ∈ O(ε−2). We denote K1

22 :=
1
α
ρ−2X2.

• The O(ε−2)-term ν1f +K0
22αf1 vanishes by Lemma 5.8(ii).
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• The O(1)-terms of [GCA GCB GCC GCD] ·
1
kz
ZT f can be gathered as

ν1α
1

2
ρ−1 [∆(fρ)− f∆ρ]−

(
λK0

22ECA + ν1EACν1 +K0
22ECCν1

)
f

+K0
21αρ

−1[∇j(fρ)]d×1 +K0
22βρ

−1

[
∇2

j(fρ) +
1

2
∆(fρ)−

d+ 4

2(d+ 2)
f∆ρ

]

d×1

+K0
22β[Ujjf ]d×1 +K1

221αf −
(
K0

22ECAν1
T + ν1EACK

0
22 +K0

22ECCK
0
22

)
1αf

= ρ−1βK0
22

[
∇2

j(fρ)
]
d×1

+
1

2
ρ−1

(
αν1 + βK0

221
)
∆(fρ)−

1

2
ρ−1αν1f∆ρ

+ ρ−1αK0
21[∇j(fρ)]d×1 −

1

2
ρ−1d+ 4

d+ 2
βK0

221f∆ρ+ fβK0
22 [Ujj]d×1 +

1

α
ρ−2X21αf

− f
(
λK0

22ECA + ν1EACν1 +K0
22ECCν1

)

− f
(
K0

22ECAν1
T + ν1EACK

0
22 +K0

22ECCK
0
22

)
1α

= ρ−1β
1

β
Y−1

[
ρ∇2

jf + 2∇jf∇jρ+ f∇2
jρ
]
d×1

+ ρ−1β
ν2

λ
11T

[
∇2

j (fρ)
]
d×1

+
1

2
ρ−1

(
αν1+ βK0

221
)
∆(fρ)−

1

2
ρ−1

(
αν1 + α2K0

221
)
f∆ρ

−
1

ρ
X[∇j(fρ)]d×1 + fβK0

22 [Ujj]d×1 + fρ−2(∇jρ)
21

− f
(
K0

22ECA(λ+ αν1T1) + ν1EAC(ν1+ αK0
221) +K0

22ECC(ν1+ αK0
221)

)
.

Recall that Y−1 = 1
2
I − 1

2(d+2)
11T , λ+ ανd = 1 and, by Lemma 5.8, ν1+ αK0

221 = 0 and

−
1

2(d+ 2)
∆(fρ)1+ β

ν2

λ
∆(fρ)1 +

1

2

(
αν1+ βK0

221
)
∆(fρ) = 0.

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

[
1

2
∇2

jf ]d×1 + [
1

ρ
∇jf∇jρ]d×1 + [

1

2ρ
f∇2

jρ]d×1 −
1

2(d+ 2)
ρ−111T

[
∇2

j(fρ)
]
d×1

+ ρ−1β
ν2

λ
11T

[
∇2

j (fρ)
]
d×1

+
1

2
ρ−1

(
αν1+ βK0

221
)
∆(fρ)

−
1

ρ2
[∇jρ∇j(fρ)]d×1 + fβK0

22 [Ujj]d×1 + fρ−2(∇jρ)
21− fK0

22ECA

=
1

2
[∇2

jf ]d×1 +
1

ρ
[∇jf∇jρ]d×1 +

1

2ρ
f [∇2

jρ]d×1

−
1

ρ2
[∇jρ(ρ∇jf + f∇jρ)]d×1 + fρ−2(∇jρ)

21 + fβK0
22 [Ujj ]d×1 − fK0

22ECA

=
1

2
[∇2

jf ]d×1 +
1

2ρ
f [∇2

jρ]d×1 + fβK0
22 [Ujj]d×1 − fK0

22ECA .
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Finally, since the leading term of ECA is β
[
ρ−1∇2

jρ−
1

d+2
ρ−1∆ρ+ Ujj

]
d×1

and β ν2

λ
=

d+4
4(d+2)

, this O(1)-term becomes

1

2
[∇2

jf ]d×1 +
f

2ρ
[∇2

jρ]d×1 − ρ−1f

(
Y−1 + β

ν2

λ
11T

)[
∇2

jρ−
1

d+ 2
∆ρ

]

d×1

=
1

2
[∇2

jf ]d×1 +
f

2ρ
[∇2

jρ]d×1 − ρ−1f

(
1

2
I +

(
β
ν2

λ
−

1

2(d+ 2)

)
11T

)[
∇2

jρ−
1

d+ 2
∆ρ

]

d×1

=
1

2
[∇2

jf ]d×1 +

[
−

1

2(d+ 2)
+

(
β
ν2

λ
−

1

2(d+ 2)

)(
2

d+ 2

)]
∆ρ1

=
1

2
[∇2

jf ]d×1.

Now we multiply the matrix in 1
kz
ZT f by [GDA GDB GDC GDD]. As before, we only demonstrate

the leading terms, which are of O(1). Recall that EDA = β[ρ−1∇s∇tρ+ Vs,t] d(d−1)
2

×1
.

−
1

β
(λEDA + EDCν1) f −

1

β
EDBK

0
11(α(∇jf + ρ−1f∇jρ))

−
1

β

(
EDAν1

T + EDBK
0
12 + EDCK

0
22

)
αf1+ [ρ−1∇s∇t(fρ) + fVs,t] d(d−1)

2
×1

= −
1

β
f
(
λEDA + αEDAν1

T1+ EDCν1−αEDBK
0
11ρ

−1∇jρ− αEDBK
0
121=0

+ αEDCK
0
221
)

+ [∇s∇tf ] d(d−1)
2

×1
−

1

β
EDBK

0
11α∇jf +

1

ρ
[∇sf∇tρ+∇sρ∇tf + f∇s∇tρ] d(d−1)

2
×1

+ f [Vs,t] d(d−1)
2

×1

= −
1

β
f
(
EDA(λ+ dαν) + EDC(ν1 + αK0

221)
)
+ [∇s∇tf ] d(d−1)

2
×1

+
1

ρ
[f∇s∇tρ] d(d−1)

2
×1

+ f [Vs,t] d(d−1)
2

×1

= [∇s∇tf ] d(d−1)
2

×1
+

1

ρ
[f∇s∇tρ] d(d−1)

2
×1

+ f [Vs,t] d(d−1)
2

×1
−

1

β
fEDA

= [∇s∇tf ] d(d−1)
2

×1
+

1

ρ
[f∇s∇tρ] d(d−1)

2
×1

+ f [Vs,t] d(d−1)
2

×1
− f [ρ−1∇s∇tρ+ Vs,t] d(d−1)

2
×1

= [∇s∇tf ] d(d−1)
2

×1
.

To finish the proof, we check the residue terms (21). By a direct calculation, [(L0 + E)−1 −
G] 1

kz
ZT f becomes




O(ε4) O(ε4) O(ε2) O(ε2)
O(ε4) O(ε2) O(ε2) O(1)
O(ε2) O(ε2) O(1) O(1)
O(ε2) O(1) O(1) O(1)







O(1)
O(ε2)
O(ε2)
O(ε4)


 =




O(ε4)
O(ε4)
O(ε2)
O(ε2)


 ,(22)

which shows that they are all of higher orders and can be ignored asymptotically.
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At last, recall (L0)−1 from (17), we can figure out the large deviation terms which come from

(L0)−1
LD =




O(ω)
O(ε−1ω)
O(ε−2ω)
O(ε−2ω)


 and

[
(L0)−1

LD

] [
(L0)−1(L0)

]
=




O(ω) O(εω) O(ε2ω) O(ε2ω)
O(ε−1ω) O(ω) O(εω) O(εω)
O(ε−2ω) O(ε−1ω) O(ω) O(ω)
O(ε−2ω) O(ε−1ω) O(ω) O(ω)







O(1)
O(1)
O(ε−2)
O(1)


 =




O(ω)
O(ε−1ω)
O(ε−2ω)
O(ε−2ω)


 .

Therefore, the large deviation terms are




O(ω)
O(ε−1ω)
O(ε−2ω)
O(ε−2ω)


, i.e., the claimed term




O

(√
log(n)
nεd

)

O

(√
log(n)
nεd+2

)

O

(√
log(n)
nεd+4

)

O

(√
log(n)
nεd+4

)




.

We thus finish the proof.
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