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Abstract: We introduce an estimator for distances in a compact Rie-
mannian manifold M based on graph Laplacian estimates of the Laplace-
Beltrami operator. We upper bound the `2-loss for the ratio of the estimator
over the true manifold distance, or more precisely an approximation of man-
ifold distance in non-commutative geometry (cf. [Connes and Suijelekom,
2020]), in terms of spectral errors in the graph Laplacian estimates and,
implicitly, several geometric properties of the manifold. We consequently
obtain a consistency result for the estimator for samples equidistributed
from a strictly positive density on M and graph Laplacians which spec-
trally converge, in a suitable sense, to the Laplace-Beltrami operator. The
estimator resembles, and in fact its convergence properties are derived from,
a special case of the Kontorovic dual reformulation of Wasserstein distance
known as Connes’ Distance Formula.

1. Introduction

Data in a variety of domains is most naturally regarded as drawn from a distri-
bution on a possibly non-Euclidean space. For example, electrical impedences
of capacitors are most naturally studied as points in a negatively curved hyper-
boloid (Huckemann et al. (2010)), radar bearings are most naturally studied as
points in the space of (3 × 3) special orthogonal matrices (Barbaresco (2011)),
and diffusion tensoring images are most naturally studied as points in the space
of semidefinite positive (3× 3)-matrices (Rahman et al. (2005)). In many situa-
tions, that space M is unknown but is embedded in some Euclidean space RN ;
thus while the samples are just ordinary vectors X1, X2, . . . , Xn ∈ RN , latent
dependencies between the covariates are encoded as the restriction of the sup-
port of the generating distribution to M ⊂ RN . For example, the sample data
might consist of coordinates in R3 for some points of a smooth but unknown
3-dimensional object M scanned by a digital camera. For another example, the
sample data might encode k covariates for each node in a social network (eg.
age, height, weight for a friendship network), the subspace M would then encode
hidden dependencies between those covariates. In this setup, the identification
of M as a geometric object is an important, if not the most important, part of
statistical inference. As an intrinsic geometric object, M is a metric space in
which the intrinsic distance distM (x, y) between a pair of points x, y ∈M is the
length of the shortest path connecting x to y within M . In fact, link generation
in statistical networks is naturally modelled as a function of intrinsic distance
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between nodes in a latent space M (McCormick and Zheng (2015), Krioukov
et al. (2010), Asta and Shalizi (2015).) In the case the latent space M , and, often
also its estimates, are smooth (manifolds), estimation of M is called manifold
learning (eg. (Genovese et al. (2012)).) The identification of the latent space
M is a form of non-linear dimensionality reduction in the case dim M � N ,
with substantial applications in classification (Begelfor and Werman (2005); Cox
and Cox (2008); Ramsay (1982); Lu et al. (2015)), prediction (Cheng and Wu
(2013)), and visualization.

In the non-parametric setting, the estimate itself is usually not a practical but
instead an important theoretical tool. For example, a non-parametric smooth
estimate of a manifold M based on sample points X1, X2, . . . , Xn uniformly
drawn from M would be a space with infinitely many points (Genovese et al.
(2012).) Dropping the requirement that the estimates themselves be smooth, we
can simply estimate M as a finite metric space of its samples {X1, X2, . . . , Xn}
equipped with an estimate of its n(n−1)/2 pairwise intrinsic distances. Even this
finite data is impractically large for n� 0. Nontheless, non-parametric estimates
of M are sufficient statistics for quantities of increasing and practical interest
in the applications, such as curvature, volume, diameter, genus, or more gen-
eral topology (numbers and dimensions of holes) of M . For example, the mean
curvature of M can be estimated from the eigenvalues of the (n×n)-matrix of es-
timated distances between samples. In this manner, for example, upper bounds
on convergence rates for non-parametric manifold estimators give constraints
on all sorts of geometric estimators.

This paper gives a finite non-parametric estimator for the intrinsic distances
between samples equidistributed from a strictly positive (and possibly unknown)
density on an unknown compact submanifold M ⊂ RN , based only on the sam-
ples and their extrinsic, Euclidean distances between them. This paper gives
what, to the best knowledge of the author, are the first stochastic convergence
results and rates for non-parametric distance estimation at this level of gener-
ality (cf. (Bernstein et al., 2000, Main Theorem B).) The trick is to use existing
graph Laplacian estimates of the Laplacian operator ∆M associated to a man-
ifold M in a novel way. Graph Laplacians, matrices defined in terms of sam-
ple points X1, X2, . . . , Xn ∈ RN , are extensively used in machine learning and
computer graphics to infer some of the geometry of M (cf. Belkin and Niyogi
(2004); Nadler et al. (2005); Zhou et al. (2005).) The stochastic convergence of
these graph Laplacians to ∆M have been extensively studied in the literature
(Belkin and Niyogi (2007); Berry and Giannakis (2020); Ting, Huang and Jor-
dan (2010).) However, typical applications of graph Laplacians fail to recover
the complete geometry of the latent space. This may be because while nearly
every existing application is based on properties of graph Laplacians as linear
operators, it is impossible to get the complete geometry of M from the prop-
erties of the Laplacian ∆M , such as its spectrum of eigenvalues, as an abstract
linear operator alone.

It has been observed that certain quadratic expressions involving ∆M actully
fully encode the complete geometry of M in an algebraic manner. This observa-
tion suggests that graph Laplacians can, in principle, be used directly to give in-
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formation about M previously obtained indirectly from multi-stage algorithms.
For example in recent years, the global topology of M has often been inferred by
thickening the sample points X1, . . . , Xn into small balls and studying the ac-
tual shape of the union of those balls (Edelsbrunner et al. (2008).) In contrast,
that same data can be computed more directly in terms of graph Laplacians
(Berry and Giannakis (2020).) For another example, the Riemannian metric or
infinitesimal lengths of paths in M can be estimated from sample points through
various algorithms (Arvanitidis, Hansen and Hauberg (2017); Berry and Gian-
nakis (2020); Perraul-Joncas and Meilâ (2013)), some of which even directly use
graph Laplacians (Berry and Giannakis (2020).) There do not currently exist
stochastic convergence results for such estimates, much less estimates of global
intrinsic distances across M . The fact that graph Laplacians can even estimate
the Lapalce-Beltrami operator not only linearly but also quadratically depends
crucially on some recent results in geometry (Wyman (2022).)

Our estimate for distM (Xa, Xb) from samples X1, X2, . . . , Xn is strikingly

simple to define. Let d̂L;q;r(a, b) solve the following optimization problem de-
fined in terms of tuning parameters 0 6 q 6 r 6 n and a diagonalizable negative
(n× n) graph Laplacian L; here v(i) denotes the projection of a vector v ∈ Rn
onto the span of the first i eigenspaces of L, ‖v‖∞ = maxi |vi|, and � denotes
the coordinate-wise (Hadamard) product for vectors:

maximize
(

1/2‖L((v�2)(r))− 2(v � Lv)(r)‖∞
)−1/2 |va − vb|

under constraints v = v(q)

The estimator resembles, and is based upon, Connes’ Distance Formula

distM (x, y) = sup‖∇Mf‖≤1|f(x)− f(y)| (1)

a supremum over smooth functions M → R instead of as an infimum over paths
in M (Connes (1989).) In this manner, the Connes’ Distance Formula motivates
operator-based definitions of distances between quantum states, through which
it does not make sense to talk about smooth paths. It is natural that Connes’
Distance Formula also motivates estimators for distances between sample points,
through which it also does not make sense to talk about smooth paths. In fact,
Connes’ Distance Formula naturally suggests a generalization distM ;q (Connes
and van Suijlekom (2021)) of distance under limited resolution of the manifold
M , where the f ’s are required to having vanishing ith Fourier coefficients for
i > q. As the resolution improves, the manifold comes into focus [Theorem
2]. One insight from our work is that stochastic convergence requires that in
the discrete analogue of Connes’ Distance Formula, various vectors must be
projected onto either the first r eigenspaces or the first q < r eigenspaces,
depending on whether the graph Laplacian is used linearly or quadratically, for
suitable choices of parameters q, r.

Our main result bounds the multiplicative `2-loss of the estimator in terms of
the covering radius δ of the sample points and a measure εL̂;r of spectral error
in estimating the Laplacian ∆M with a graph Laplacian L.
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Theorem 4. Fix natural numbers n,N . Then(
1− d̂L;q;r(a, b)

distM ;q(xa, xb)

)
∈ O(r4diam2

M (

∞∑
`=r

`−N + εL̂;r + δ)),

for δ-net x1, . . . , xn ∈ M and finite rank negative semidefinite operator L on
C∞(x1, . . . , xn) and extension of L̂ to an operator L̂ on the vector space C∞(M)
of smooth real-valued functions on M , where q is the maximum natural number
such that 2|λq;L| < |λr;L| where λ0;L ≥ λ1;L ≥ · · ·λn;L are the eigenvalues of L.

The rates at which the right hand side terms shrink to 0 depend on manifold
geometry (eg. Reznikov and Saff (2016)) and rates of spectral convergence for
graph Laplacians (eg. Wang (2015)). Under some equidistribution conditions
which include Poisson processes and independence, we obtain a strong form of
stochastic convergence.

Corollary 5. There exist qn →∞ and rn →∞ such that(
1− d̂L;q;r(a, b)

distM ;qn(xa, xb)

)
n→0−−−→ 0 a.s.

for samples X1, X2, . . . equidistributed from a smooth positive density on M
and for each n, a linear operator Ln on C∞(X1, . . . , Xn) which extends to an
operator L̂ on the vector space C∞(M) of smooth real-valued functions on M
such that εL̂n;i → 0 as n→∞ almost surely.

The optimization problem is non-convex. In practice, even simple Monte
Carlo simulations fail to approximate the estimator. Even without an algorithm
for computing the estimator, we can still empirically observe stochastic conver-
gence by replacing both the spectrally truncated manifold distances distM ;q and
their estimates with oracle heuristics to get an approximate empirical risk plot
[Figure 4].

The result of this paper suggests several lines of continuation. Convex relax-
ations should yield computable estimates; their convergence properties are there-
fore of great practical interest. The general strategy of restricting eigenspaces to
obtain stochastic convergence results for quadratic expressions involving graph
Laplacians applies more generally for other Laplacian-based, recent estimates
of local manifold geometry (Berry and Giannakis (2020).) Future refinements of
current stochastic convergence results for graph Laplacians should yield upper
bounds on the Mean Integrated Square Error of the estimator. The Kontorovic
dual reformulation of Wasserstein distances, generalizations of Connes’ Distance
Formula, suggests generalizations of the estimator for hard-to-compute Wasser-
stein distances. Variation in the choice of graph Laplacian gives a theoretical
approach to comparing properties of different distance estimators in the litera-
ture. And in practical terms, computable functions of our hard-to-compute es-
timators should yield non-parametric, consistent estimates of curvature, genus,
and any other geometric invariant of interest in the applications.
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2. Conventions

For an operator T with discrete non-positive spectrum,

λ1;T ≥ λ2;T ≥ . . .

will denote the set of non-zero eigenvalues of T , including multiplicities, let
Ei;T denote the eigenspace of T corresponding to eigenvalue λi, and let rkT
denote the rank of T . We write ‖ − ‖ for the usual vector norm in Euclidean
space. An extended norm on a vector space is defined just like an ordinary
norm, except that it can possibly take the value ∞. For a sequence of distinct
points x1, x2, . . . , xn in some set, write C∞(x1, . . . , xn) for the vector space of
all functions {x1, . . . , xn} → R and make the identification

C∞(x1, . . . , xn) ∼= Rn

under the linear isomorphism sending the characteristic function on xi to the
ith standard basis vector.

3. Background

There is extensive literature on taking as input a distance d1 onX1, X2, . . . , Xn ∈
Rp and learning another distance d2 on that same set of points X1, X2, . . . , Xn

which satisfies some given criteria (cf. Yang and Jin (2006).) Typically d1 is
Euclidean distance. And typically d2 is often given in terms of a metric space
M by

d2(φ(x), φ(y)) = distM (x, y)

Distance learning naturally breaks up into some distinct categories. If M =
Rp and that latter function φ is required to be linear, then d2 is necessary a
Mahalanobis distance function, of the form d2(x, y) = (x − y)TM(x − y) for
some symmetric positive-semidefinite (n × n)-matrix M ; in the case learning
d2 amounts to learning a symmetric positive-semidefinite (n× n)-matrix which
satisfies some given criteria. If M is a non-compact Riemannian manifold and φ
is an open smooth immersion, then d2 can be indirectly learned by first learning
the Riemannian metric on M Aalto and Verma (2019). If M is some infinite
dimensional Hilbert space and φ is nonlinear, then d2 can often be expressed in
terms of a kernel. If M is some q-manifold for q � p, then learning a function φ
that minimizes some distortion between d1 and d2 is often called dimensionality
reduction Sorzano, Vargas and Montano (2014). Conversely, many dimension-
ality reduction algorithms for finding some optimal φ are, or at least can be,
obtained by first learning the distance d2 and obtaining an eigendecomposi-
tion to a matrix whose (i, j)th entry is a function of distM (xi, xj) Begelfor and
Werman (2005); Cox and Cox (2008).

This paper is concerned with a special but important case of dimensionality
reduction. We assume that there is some unknown connected, compact smooth
q-submanifold M ⊂ Rp for which X1, . . . , Xn are drawn from M (φ(x) = x for
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all x ∈ M). This is the case, for example, in certain continuous latent space
models of networks (eg. Hoff, Raftery and Handcock (2002).) This is also the
case, for example, in the data of radar bearings (eg. Barbaresco (2011).)

In this case, d2 = distM is determined by the Riemannian metric on M , the
data of infinitesimal distances on M encoded as a positive definite (q×q)-matrix
for each point ofM . There are many techniques, parametric and non-parametric,
for estimating the Riemmanian metric of M at each of the points X1, . . . , Xn,
the data of n positive-definite (dimM ×dimM )-matrices Arvanitidis, Hansen and
Hauberg (2017); Berry and Giannakis (2020); Perraul-Joncas and Meilâ (2013).
However, it is not clear whether any of these proposed techniques are consistent,
and regardless, whether any of those estimates can be used to indirectly obtain
a consistent estimator of d2(Xp, Xq).

In this case, d2 = distM is also expressible in terms of a first-order differen-
tial Dirac operator on smooth functions and more general smooth forms on M
called Connes’ Distance Formula. While there is a proposed discrete analogue
of Connes’ Distance Formula for graphs Requardt (1997), it is not clear whether
that analogue converges in any statistical sense. An estimator of one Dirac op-
erator, the Hodge-Dirac operator, can be constructed for samples X1, . . . , Xn on
M Berry and Giannakis (2020). To the best knowledge of the author, a corre-
sponding plug-in estimator for distances has not yet been investigated. However,
the cited estimator for the Hodge-Dirac operator is based on a more fundamen-
tal estimate of a second-order differential Laplace-Beltrami operator. Moreover,
Connes’ Distance Formula turns out to be reformulatable purely in terms of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator. We will focus on the relevant background needed
to understand Connes’ Distance Formula, the Laplace-Beltrami operator, and
their estimates by graph Laplacians.

3.1. Geometry

For accessibility, we recall all relevant concepts in Riemannian Geometry purely
in terms of multivariate calculus and linear algebra and make no explicit mention
of Riemannian metrics. We refer the interested reader to other sources for the
general theory (eg. Chavel (2006).) In this spirit, we take a smooth submanifold
of Rp to be the preimage of 0 under a smooth function Rp → R which does not
map any critical point to 0.

Example 1. An example is the unit n-dimensional sphere

Sn = {x ∈ Rn+1 | ‖x‖ = 1} ⊂ Rn+1

Let M be a compact, connected smooth submanifold of Rp of dimension d.
A function f : M → R is smooth if f ◦ i : Rm → R is smooth for all smooth
functions i : Rm → Rn with image in M . Write C∞(M) for the vector space of
all smooth real-valued functions M → R. For each f ∈ C∞(M), define

‖f‖∞ = sup
x∈M
|f(x)|.



D. M. Asta/Manifold Learning 7

For x, y ∈M , write distM (x, y) for the intrinsic manifold distance

distM (x, y) = inf
γ

∫
‖γ′(t)‖ dt (2)

where the infimum is taken over all smooth paths γ : I → Rp from x to y
whose image lies in M . The diameter of M is supx,y∈M distM (x, y). An isometry
ϕ : U → M from an open subset U ⊂ Rq is a smooth function U → Rp
with image in M such that distM (ϕ(x), ϕ(y)) = ‖x − y‖ for all x, y ∈ U . The
dimension dimM of M is the unique number q such that the intersection of
every sufficiently small neighborhood of a point in M with M is isometric to
an open subset of Rq. Integration over M can be defined as the operator

∫
M

on
C∞(M) such that for each isometry ϕ : U → M from an open subset U ⊂ Rq
and f ∈ C∞(M) taking the value 0 outside the image of ϕ,∫

M

f =

∫
U

f ◦ ϕ.

The L2-inner product is defined on C∞(M) as the integral

〈f, g〉 =

∫
M

fg.

The volume of M is the volM =
∫
M

1.

Example 2. For the unit circle S1 ⊂ R2, we have that

2diamS1 = volS1 = 2π.

For each f ∈ C∞(M), let ∇Mf denote the gradient function

∇Mf =


∂f/∂x1

∂f/∂x2

...
∂f/∂xp

 : M → Rp,

The function dx = distM (x,−) : M → R satisfies |dx(x)−dx(y)| = distM (x, y).
But while dx is smooth almost everywhere and satisfies ‖∇Mdx‖ ≤ 1 wherever
∇Mdx is defined, dx is not smooth everywhere. However, dx can be uniformly
approximated by smooth functions whose gradients are bounded by 1 Greene
and Wu (1979). The formula for distances below follows.

Connes’ Distance Formula. For x, y ∈M ,

distM (x, y) = sup
f
|f(x)− f(y)|,

where the supremum is taken over all f ∈ C∞(M) such that ‖∇Mf‖∞ ≤ 1.
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The proof follows by noting that the left side upper bounds the right side by
the Mean Value Theorem and the left side lower bounds the right side by taking
smooth 1-Lipschitz approximations f of the 1-Lipschitz function distM (x,−) :
M → R. Connes Distance Formula suggests the following natural generalization
of distance under imperfect resolution as determined by a parameter q.

Definition 1. For each x, y ∈M , let

distM ;q(x, y) = sup
f
|f(x)− f(y)|,

over all f ∈ C∞(M) such that ‖∇Mf‖∞ ≤ 1 and f̂i = 0 for all i > q.

Theorem 2. For each fixed pair x, y ∈M ,(
1− distM ;q(x, y)

distM (x, y)

)
q→∞−−−→ 0.

Proof. Let d be the 1-Lipchitz function

d = distM (x,−) : M → R.

There exists a sequence f1, f2, . . . : M → R of smooth 1-Lipschitz functions
that uniformly converge to d. Let gi = (fi)(i). Then g1, g2, . . . uniformly con-
verges to d. Moreover ‖∇gn − ∇fn‖ → 0 as n → ∞ because partial Fourier
sums of smooth functions converge in the Sobolev norm to the infinite Fourier
series. Let hn = max(‖∇gn‖∞, 1)−1gn. Then h1, h2, . . . are smooth functions
that uniformly converge to d. And ‖∇hn‖∞ ≤ 1 for each n by construction.
And |hq(x) − hq(y)| ≤ distM ;q(x, y) ≤ distM (x, y) for each q. Therefore the
result follows.

The precise rate of convergence is dependent on particular geometric features
of M , such as its local dimension d, curvature, volume, and conjugate pairs of
points, and even the particular choice of pairs of points x, y.

3.2. Laplace-Beltrami Operator

We will take the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆M for M to mean the negative
definite operator on C∞(M) (instead of the larger vector space of L2-integrable
functions) characterized by the following identity for all f, g ∈ C∞(M):∫

M

f∆Mg = −
∫
M

∇Mf · ∇Mg

The operator ∆M acts on products by the formula

∆M (fg) = f∆Mg + g∆Mf + 2(∇Mf · ∇Mg).

It turns out that we can actually recover ‖∇Mf‖ from ∆M , f , and f2.
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Proposition 3. For each f ∈ C∞(M) and x ∈M ,

‖∇Mf‖2 = 1/2∆Mf
2 − f∆Mf : M → R. (3)

Proof. Observe that

1/2∆Mf
2 − f∆Mf = 1/2(2f∆Mf + 2‖∇Mf‖2)− f∆Mf = ‖∇Mf‖2.

We can then reformulate Connes’ Distance Formula purely in terms of ∆M .

Connes’ Distance Formula. For x, y ∈M ,

distM (x, y) = sup
f
|f(x)− f(y)|,

where the supremum is taken over all f ∈ C∞(M) satisfying ‖1/2∆Mf
2 −

f∆Mf‖∞ ≤ 1.

The eigenvalues of ∆M form a discrete subset of non-positive real numbers
because M is compact.

Example 3. The non-zero eigenvalues of ∆S1 , counting multiplicities, are

−1,−1,−2,−2,−3,−3, . . .

Respective choices of eigenfunctions are the functions sending (cos θ, sin θ) ∈ S1

to sin θ, cos θ, sin 2θ, cos 2θ, . . .

Let λi = λi;∆M
. Fix a choice e1, e2, . . . of eigenfunctions for ∆M that are

orthonormal with respect to the L2-inner product such that ei ∈ Eλi∆M . For

each f ∈ C∞(M), write f̂i for the ith Fourier coefficient

f̂i = 〈f, ei〉.

For each f ∈ C∞(M) and k = 1, 2, . . ., let f(k) be the Fourier partial sum

f(k) =

k∑
i=1

f̂iei.

For each f ∈ C∞(M), f =
∑∞
k=1 f̂iei in the sense that

‖f − f(k)‖∞
k→∞−−−−→ 0.

In fact, f(k) → f in the order 1 uniform Sobolov norm in the sense that also

‖∇f −∇f(k)‖∞
k→∞−−−−→ 0.

Let cijk denote the Riemannian triple product

cijk = 〈eiej , ek〉 =

∫
M

eiejek
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the kth Fourier coefficient of the product function eiej . In the Appendix, we will
review facts about Fourier coefficients, including certain decay rates for triple
products [Theorem 27]. These decay rates imply a high concentration of the
Fourier coefficients for ∆Mf

2 lie in a range determined by where the Fourier
coefficients of f are concentrated [Lemma 8]. This is the key observation that
allows for a consistent, discrete analogue of the non-linear operator ‖∇M‖2
defined by (3), in terms of discrete estimates of ∆M .

3.3. Distributions

A smooth density on M is a function f ∈ C∞(M) such that∫
M

f = 1 f ≥ 0.

A sequence of random quantities X1, X2, . . . on M is equidistributed from
a smooth density f on M if the averages of the first n Dirac point-masses of
X1, X2, . . . weakly converges to f in the sense that for each g ∈ C∞(M), the
following holds almost surely:

lim
n→∞

1

n

n∑
i=1

g(Xi) =

∫
M

fg

3.4. Geometric Estimatation

There are a number of estimators for various features of a manifold. We restrict
ourselves to estimators for distance, gradients, and Laplacians.

3.4.1. Distance Estimation

There are a number of methods for estimating those intrinsic distances them-
selves. All of these estimators rely on the assumption that M is smooth. Smooth-
ness guarantees that small Euclidean distances approximate small intrinsic man-
ifold distances. For this reason, all latent distance estimators are defined in terms
of a bandwidth parameter h > 0, an estimate of how fast extrinsic Euclidean
distances converge to intrinsic manifold distances as the points get closer and
closer. For instance, we can estimate distM (Xp, Xq) as the length of the short-
est path from Xp to Xq in the sample network defined by adding an edge from
Xi to Xj with weight ‖Xi −Xj‖ if ‖Xi −Xj‖ < h and not connecting Xi, Xj

otherwise. This estimate is known to be close to distM (Xp, Xq) with high prob-
ability under certain assumptions on the distribution in terms of the bandwidth
h and for manifolds M which are isometric to a convex subset of Euclidean space
(Bernstein et al., 2000, Main Theorem B). The latter condition on the latent
space M excludes manifolds with non-trivial geometry, such as compact mani-
folds or manifolds with non-trivial curvature. An additional challenge is to give
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a data-driven way of actually choosing the bandwidth h. The usual method of
cross-validation does not apply because while there are multiple (often, but not
always independent) sample nodes X1, X2, . . ., there is usually only one given
independent sample network.

3.4.2. Gradient Estimation

Connes’ Distance Formula demonstrates how the gradient fully encodes the
geometry of M . The incidence matrix of a sample network is intuitively an
estimate for the gradient. However, the literature lacks convergence results for-
malizing this intuition, perhaps for reasons of technical convenience and effi-
ciency. Firstly, incidence matrices are linear transformations defined between
two distinct vector spaces of generally differing dimensions. Secondly, the sizes
of incidence matrices grow cubically in sample size.

3.4.3. Laplacian Estimation

Graph Laplacians are square matrices that have been proven to converge to
the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆M in various senses. Unlike incidence matrices,
graph Laplacians are operators on a single vector space and grow quadrati-
cally in sample size. These graph Laplacians, loosely, are defined as the negative
semidefinite difference A−D between an adjacency matrix A and a diagonal de-
gree matrix D. In the context of samples X1, X2, . . . , Xn ∈ RN restricted to an
unknown latent subspace M ⊂ RN , our sample networks have edge weights de-
fined by a kernel function and consequently the graph Laplacians have possibly
non-integral values for their entries. In turn, the kernel function is parametrized
by a bandwidth parameter h. Like before, the usual method of cross-validation
cannot be used to tune the bandwidth h. Instead, some of the heuristics for
choosing the bandwidth h are based on estimates of various geometric features
of the latent spaceM , like curvature. However, an adaptation of Lepski’s Method
Chazal, Giulini and Michel (2016) actually comes with some theoretical guar-
antees for the graph Laplacian as an estimator for ∆M .

Most constructions of graph Laplacians based on samples X1, X2, . . . , Xn ∈
RN , (n× n)-matrices, are most naturally regarded as linear operators over the
random n-dimensional vector space C∞(X1, X2, . . . , Xn) of real-valued func-
tions on the set of sample points. When the edge weights of a sample network
and hence graph Laplacians are implicitly defined in terms of a kernel and band-
width, we can extend these linear operators to finite rank “out-of-sample” linear
operator on the entire vector space C∞(M) of smooth functions without chang-
ing the eigenvalues and simply extending the eigenfunctions using the kernel to
“out-of-sample” smooth eigenfunctions. For this reason, we define a notion of
spectral deviation εT ;r in terms of a general negative semidefinite linear operator
T on C∞(M) whose non-zero eigenvalues are λ1;T ≥ λ2;T ≥ · · · , as follows. Let
ei;T denote (a choice of) ith eigenvector of T corresponding to λi;T . For each
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operator T on C∞(M), let

εT ;r = max1≤i≤r max (|λi;T − λi|, ‖ei;T − ei‖∞) .

It is possible to define kernel-based graph Laplacians Ln, in terms of possibly
non-uniformly drawn samples X1, X2, . . . , Xn equidistributed from a strictly
positive density on compact Riemannian submanifolds M of RN , for which
their out-of-sample extensions L̂n admit spectral convergence in the sense that
L̂n

n→∞−−−−→ 0 almost surely (eg. Tao and Shi (2020); Berry and Giannakis (2020)).
Because graph Laplacians are so fundamental to our estimation process, the
simplest possible case of such a convergent construction as follows. Consider a
graph (network) with n ordered nodes and edge weight wij = wji between the
ith node and jth node. This network can be usefully encoded as the (n × n)
negative semidefinite graph Laplacian matrix:

L =


−
∑
i w1i w12 · · · w1n

w21 −
∑
i w2i · · · w2n

...
...

...
...

wn1 wn2 · · · −
∑
i wni


Consider a sequence x1, . . . , xn ∈ M . Note that L can be intepreted as an

operator on C∞(x1, . . . , xn). When the weights wij are defined in terms of ‖xi−
xj‖, this operator L can be extended to an out-of-sample negative semidefinite
operator ∆ on C∞(M) in the sense that for each f ∈ C∞(M), L sends the
restriction of f to a restriction of ∆f . Pick a bandwidth parameter h > 0. We
give a particular definition Lh;(x1,...,xn) for such an operator by the definition

(Lh;(x1,...,xn)f)(x) = (volM/(2
√
πnh2+dimM ))

n∑
i=1

e−
‖x−xi‖

2

4h2 f(xi)

This operator Lhn;(X1,...,Xn) converges to ∆M in a suitable operator norm
(where the domain is equipped with an order 3 uniform Sobolov norm and the
range is equipped with the uniform norm) when X1, X2, . . . are drawn uniformly
and independently on M Giné and Koltchinskii (2006) and nhn+2

n / ln n → ∞,
nhn+4

n / ln n → 0. But the kind of convergence that Corollary 5 requires is a
convergence in eigenvalues and eigenvectors as follows.

Theorem 2.1, Belkin and Niyogi (2004). Note

εLhn;(X1,...,Xn);rn
n→0−−−→ 0

for uniformly drawn X1, . . . , Xn ∼iid M .

In fact, recent work gives precise rates of convergence for the ith eigenvalue
and ith eigenvector, for a fixed i (Wang (2015).) In order to obtain concrete
stochastic upper bounds on the MISE for our estimator, we require more delect
rates of convergence as a function of i as well.
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4. Estimator

We formalize a discrete analogue of the Connes’ Distance Formula as follows.
Let L denote a symmetric negative (n × n) semidefinite matrix. For each such

L and parameters r, τ, ε > 0, define d̂L;τ ;ε(p, q) to be the solution to the follow-
ing optimization problem, where v(i);L denotes the projection of v ∈ Rn onto
E1;L + · · ·+ Er;L and � denotes coordinate-wise (Hadamard) products:

maximize
(

1/2‖L((v�2)(r))− 2(v � Lv)(r)‖∞
)−1/2 |va − vb|

under constraints v = v(q)

The expression involving the square root rescales the vector v ∈ Rn to act
like a vector of manifold distances from some fixed point. The constraint con-
trols errors coming from using L to estimate ∆M linearly and quadratically.
We note that the above optimization problem can be completely formulated
in the language of a Spectral (Exterior) Calculus (SEC) Berry and Giannakis
(2020), where estimates of local geometric features on M , such as its Rieman-
nian metric, based on n sample points are expressed in terms of the first m� n
eigenvectors of L. In order to obtain stochastic convergence results, an addi-
tional complication for our estimator and other estimators in the SEC is that
there are implicitly two choices of m, depending on whether we are using L to
estimate the behavior of ∆M as a linear operator (m = r � n) or as part of a
quadratic expression (m = q � r).

The vector v should be regarded as a discrete analogue of a function f ∈
C∞(M). The maximum value of q satisfying the first constraint is an esti-
mate for the number of eigenvectors on whose products L accurately models
∆M whenever the first r eigenvectors of L accurately models the corresponding
eigenfunctions of ∆M . The parameter τ > 0 controlling the second constraint
can be arbitrarily chosen. For this reason, the optimization problem can be re-
formulated in the following manner amenable to numerical approximation. Let
e0;L, e1,L, . . . , en;L denote the n orthonormal eigenvectors of L corresponding to
the respective eigenvalues 0 = λ0 > λ1 > . . . λn of L, normalized so that their
first non-zero coordinate is positive. Let

cijk;L;� = ei;L � ej;L � ek;L.

We think of a q-vector v̂ as a vector of Fourier coefficients for a potential
distance function f : M → R; an estimate of ‖∇f‖∞ directly in terms of the
discrete v̂ analogue of a Fourier transform for a function is therefore

∇̂L;q;rv̂ =

√√√√√max
i

 r∑
k=1

∑
06i,j6q

(λ̂k/2− λ̂j)cijk;L;�v̂iv̂jek,L


i

.

Then for all choices of τ̂ > 0, it follows algebraically that

d̂L;q;r(a, b) = sup
v̂∈[−1,+1]q

∣∣∣∣∣
q∑

k=1

v̂k ((ek;L)a − (ek;L)b)

∣∣∣∣∣ (∇̂L;q;rv̂)−1. (4)
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One advantage of this distance estimator over the calculation of shortest path
lengths in some suitably weighted network of sample points is that the different
estimated distances d̂L;q;r(a, b), for different choices of a and b, can be simul-
taneously approximated within the same loop in a Monte Carlo optimization
without changing the time-complexity of the calculation. In other words, we
start with an (n× n)-matrix D = (‖Xi −Xj‖)ij and then update D entry-wise
by the following rule until we exhibit sufficient convergence and thus obtain an
estimate D for the matrix of intrinsic distances:

Dij ← max
(
Dij , |vi − vj |(∇̂L;q;rv̂)−1

)
. (5)

There are several sources for error in the estimator: error in the estimation
of ∆M , additional error in the estimation of the quadratic ‖∇M‖2, error in the
additional estimation of ‖∇M‖2∞ from ‖∇M‖2 on the sample points, and error in
estimating ‖f‖∆M

for a smooth interpolation f of functions in C∞(X1, . . . , Xn).
Our main result is that these errors asymptotically and uniformly vanish.

Theorem 4. Fix natural numbers n,N . Then(
1− d̂L;q;r(a, b)

distM ;q(xa, xb)

)
∈ O(r4diam2

M (

∞∑
`=r

`−N + εL̂;r + δ)),

for δ-net x1, . . . , xn ∈ M and finite rank negative semidefinite operator L on
C∞(x1, . . . , xn) and extension of L̂ to an operator L̂ on the vector space C∞(M)
of smooth real-valued functions on M , where q is the maximum natural number
such that 2|λq;L| < |λr;L| where λ0;L ≥ λ1;L ≥ · · ·λn;L are the eigenvalues of L.

The covering radius of a set x1, x2, . . . , xn ∈ M is the minimum δ > 0 for
which x1, x2, . . . , xn is a δ-net of M .

Corollary 5. There exist qn →∞ and rn →∞ such that(
1− d̂L;q;r(a, b)

distM ;qn(xa, xb)

)
n→0−−−→ 0 a.s.

for samples X1, X2, . . . equidistributed from a smooth positive density on M
and for each n, a linear operator Ln on C∞(X1, . . . , Xn) which extends to an
operator L̂ on the vector space C∞(M) of smooth real-valued functions on M
such that εL̂n;i → 0 as n→∞ almost surely.

We run some simulations to test the estimator on a unit circle, embedded
in the usual way in R2, as follows. We sample n points independently and uni-
formly, construct a idealized oracle graph Laplacian, and approximate both the
estimator and q-resolved distances to obtain an approximation of an empirical
plot of `2-loss.
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Fig 1. Empirical Loss. The figure above plots an approximation of the empirical `2-loss 1−
d̂qn;n;Ln (X1, X2)/distS1;qn (X1, X2) for points X1, X2, . . . , Xn uniformly sampled from the
unit circle embedded in the plane against n = 10, 11, . . . , 28, where qn is the maximal integer
such that 2|λq | < |λn|. Here the q-resolved distance distS1;qn is approximated by the value of
the objective function in (1) by the qnth partial Fourier series f associated to the distance

function distS1 (X1,−), rescaled so that ‖∇Mf‖∞ ≤ 1. Here the estimator d̂qn;n;Ln (X1, X2)
is approximated by the oracle value of the objective function in (4) by a vector of the first

qnth Fourier coefficients of the distance function distS1 (X1,−), where the estimate ∇̂L is
calculated from an idealized graph Laplacian, whose n eigenvalues correspond exactly to the
first n eigenvalues of ∆S1 and whose eigenvectors correspond to restrictions of the first n
eigenfunctions of ∆M .

5. Proofs

For each operator T on vector space of the form C∞(X) and f ∈ C∞(X), define

∇T ;rf =
√

1/2T (f2)(r);T − (fTf)(r);T . (6)

We write ∇2
T ;rf for the square of (6). Proposition 3 implies that

∇∆M ;∞f = ‖∇Mf‖ : M → R.

The operator ∇T ;r, while not linear, respects scalar multiplication.

Lemma 6. Fix r 6 rkT . For each λ ∈ R and f ∈ C∞(M),

∇T ;rλf = λ∇T ;rf.

Proof. Observe that

∇2
T ;rλf = 1/2T (λ2f2)(r) − λ(fTλf)(r)

= λ2(1/2T (f2)(r) − (fTf)(r))

= λ2∇2
T ;rf.

For convenience, write ν(r,N) for the quantity

ν(r,N) =

∞∑
`=r

`−N . (7)

Henceforth N will denote a fixed large integer N � 0. Then ν(r,N)
r→∞−−−→ 0.
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5.1. Derivative bounds

We review some basic observations about smooth functions on M , obtained
by using Fourier expansions and basic facts about eigenfunctions for ∆M . In
particular, we give hard bounds on derivatives up to order 3 for finite linear
combinations of e1, e2, · · · and their squares.

Lemma 7. For each f ∈ C∞(M) and i = 1, 2, · · · ,

|f̂i| ∈ O (‖f‖∞) .

Proof. We have the string of inequalities

|f̂i| = |
∫
M

fei| ≤ ‖f‖2‖ei‖2 = ‖f‖2 ∈ O(‖f‖∞).

The following pair lemmas are the key observations that allow us to extend
applications of graph Laplacians as discrete estimates of ∆M as a linear operator
to discrete estimates of ∆M in quadratic expressions. The next lemma bounds
the error in truncating the Laplacian of a product.

Lemma 8. If 2|λq| < |λr| then for all N � 0,

‖∆Mf
2 −∆M ((f2)(r))‖∞ ∈ O

(
r3‖f‖2∞ν(r,N)

)
,

for all f ∈ E1;∆M
+ · · ·+ Eq;∆M

.

Proof. Let d = dimM . Lemmas 7 and 28 imply that

‖∆Mf
2 −∆M ((f2)(r))‖∞ ≤ ‖

∑
i,j≤q

f̂if̂j(∆M (eiej)− (∆M (eiej))(r))‖∞

∈ O
(
q2‖f‖2∞|λq|

(d−1)/2ν(r,N)
)

Weyl’s Law implies q ∈ O(r) and |λr| ∈ O(r2/d), giving the result.

The next lemma bounds the error in truncating the gradient of the Laplacian
of a product. The proof is virtually identical, except that Lemma 29 is used in
place of Lemma 28.

Lemma 9. If 2|λq| < |λr| then for all N � 0,

‖∇∆Mf
2 −∇∆M ((f2)(r))‖∞ ∈ O

(
r3‖f‖2∞ν(r,N)

)
,

for all f ∈ E1;∆M
+ · · ·+ Eq;∆M

.

Proof. Lemmas 7 and 29 imply that

‖∇∆Mf
2 −∇∆M ((f2)(r))‖∞ ≤ ‖

∑
i,j≤q

f̂if̂j(∇∆M (eiej)−∇(∆M (eiej))(r))‖∞

≤ O
(
q2‖f‖2∞|λq|

(d−1)/2ν(r,N)
)

Weyl’s Law implies q ∈ O(r) and |λr| ∈ O(r2/d), giving the result.
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Lemma 10. For all k and f ∈ E1;∆M
+ · · ·Ek;∆M

,

‖∇Mf‖∞ ∈ O
(
k

3/2‖f‖∞
)
.

Proof. Lemma 7 and Corollary 26 imply that

‖∇Mf‖∞ = ‖
k∑
i=1

f̂i∇Mei‖

∈ O
(
k‖f‖∞ max

1≤i≤k
‖∇ei‖∞

)
⊂ O

(
k‖f‖∞|λk|

(d+1)/4
)

Weyl’s Law implies |λk| ∈ O(k2/d), giving the result.

Lemma 11. For all k and f ∈ E1;∆M
+ · · ·Ek;∆M

,

‖∇M∆Mf‖∞ ∈ O
(
k

3/2‖f‖∞
)
.

Proof. Lemma 7 and Corollary 26 imply that

‖∇M∆Mf‖∞ = ‖
k∑
i=1

λif̂i∇Mei‖

∈ O
(
k‖f‖∞|λk| max

1≤i≤k
‖∇ei‖∞

)
⊂ O

(
k‖f‖∞|λk|

(d+5)/4
)
.

Weyl’s Law implies |λk| ∈ O(k2/d), giving the result.

Lemma 12. For all k > 0 and f ∈ E1;∆M
+ · · ·Ek;∆M

,

‖∇M∆Mf
2‖∞ ∈ O

(
k2‖f‖∞(1 + k‖f‖∞ν(k,N)

)
.

Proof. Let q = k. Choose r so that |λr| > 2|λq|. Then

‖(∇M∆Mf
2)‖∞ ≤ ‖(∇M∆M (f2)(r)‖∞ + ‖∇M∆Mf

2 − (∇M∆M (f2)(r)‖∞

Note that Lemma 11 gives

‖(∇M∆Mf
2)(r)‖∞ ∈ O

(
r‖f‖∞|λr|

d/2
)

For each N > 0, Lemma 9 gives that

‖∇M∆Mf
2 −∇∆M ((f2)(r))‖∞ ∈ O

(
q2‖f‖2∞|λq|

(d−1)/2ν(r,N)
)
,

Weyl’s Law gives that the minimum possible choice of r lies inside

r ∈ O(k)

and that |λr| ∈ O(r2/d). Combining these observations yields the result.
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5.2. Discretizations

Consider x1, x2, · · · , xn ∈Mn. In general

‖f‖∞ ≥ max
i
|f(xi)|.

The absolute value of the different between both sides of the inequality above is
controlled by ∇f and the maximum distance between a general point in M and
a sample point xi by a straightforward application of the Mean Value Theorem.

Proposition 13. Suppose x1, · · · , xn is a δ-net of M . For each f ∈ C∞(M),

‖f‖∞ −max
i
‖f(xi)‖∞ ≤ δ‖∇f‖∞.

Lemma 14. Suppose x1, · · · , xn is a δ-net of M . Then

‖∇Mf‖2∞ −max
i
‖∇Mf(xi)‖2 ∈ O

(
δk2‖f‖∞(1 + k‖f‖∞ν(k,N))

)
.

for each k and all f ∈ E1;∆M
+ · · ·+ Ek;∆M

,

Proof. Lemmas 11 and 12 imply that

∇M‖∇Mf‖2 = ∇M (1/2∆Mf
2 − f∆Mf)

= 1/2∇M∆Mf
2 −∇M∆Mf

∈ O
(
k2‖f‖∞(1 + k‖f‖∞ν(k,N)

)
+O

(
k

3/2‖f‖∞
)

⊂ O
(
k2‖f‖∞(1 + k‖f‖∞ν(k,N))

)
An application of Proposition 13 yields the result.

5.3. Perturbations

Let T be a finite rank negative semidefinite operator on C∞(M). Let

f̂i;T = 〈f, ei;T 〉 f(k);T =

k∑
i=1

f̂i;T ei;T f∗ =

∞∑
i=1

f̂i;T ei

for each f ∈ C∞(M).

Lemma 15. For each f ∈ C∞(M) and 1 ≤ i ≤ r ≤ rkT ,

|f̂i − f̂i;T | ∈ O (‖f‖∞εr;T ) .

Proof. Note that

|f̂i − f̂i;T | ≤ 〈f, ei − ei;T 〉 ≤ ‖f‖2‖ei − ei;T ‖2
∈ O(‖f‖∞‖en − en;T ‖∞)

⊂ O (‖f‖∞εr;T )

where the second inequality follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz Inequality.
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Let qT ;r;ε be the maximum positive integer q for which

2|λq;T |+ ε < |λr;T |.

Part of our estimator requires choosing an optimal number of eigenvectors
for quadratically approximating ∆M . The following lemma tells us that this
data-driven choice is suitable so long as our eigenvector error is controlled.

Lemma 16. For each 1 ≤ r ≤ rkT , 2|λqT ;r;ε
|+ (ε− 3εT ;r) < |λr|.

Proof. Let q = qT ;r;ε. Then

2|λq|+ ε ≤ 2|λq;T |+ ε+ 2εT ;r ≤ |λr;T |+ 2εT ;r ≤ |λr|+ 3εT ;r.

5.3.1. Linear errors

We bound errors associated to treating T as a linear operator.

Lemma 17. For each 1 ≤ r ≤ rkT and f ∈ E1;T + · · ·+ Er;T ,

‖Tf −∆Mf
∗‖∞ ∈ O (rεT ;r‖f‖∞)

Proof. Let d = dimM . Note that

‖Tf −∆Mf
∗‖∞ ≤

r∑
i=1

f̂i;T (λi;T ei;T − λiei)

≤
r∑
i=1

f̂i;T (λi;T (ei;T − ei) + (λi;T − λi)ei

∈ O
(
r‖f‖∞(1 + εT ;r)(|λr|+ εT ;r)εT ;r + εT ;r|λr|

(d+1)/4
)

⊂ O
(
εT ;r‖f‖∞(r

d+2/d + r
1/2)
)

⊂ O (εT ;rr‖f‖∞)

5.3.2. Quadratic errors

We then bound the errors associated to treating T in quadratic expressions.

Lemma 18. Fix r ≤ rkT . Suppose εT ;r ≤ 1. For all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r and all k,

|cijk − cijk;T | ∈ O (εT ;r)
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Proof. Note that

|cijk − cijk;T | = |
∫
M

(eiej − ei;T ejT )ek|

≤ ‖(eiej − ei;T ej;T )‖2‖ek‖2
= ‖(eiej − ei;T ej;T )‖2
= ‖(eiej − ei;T ej;T + ei;T ej − ei;T ej‖2
= ‖(ei − ei;T )ej‖2 + ‖ei;T (ej − ej;T )‖2
≤ εT ;r‖ej‖2 + εT ;r‖ei;T ‖2
≤ εT ;r(1 +

√
µM εT ;r)

where the first inequality is a special case of the Cauchy-Schwarz Inequality.

Lemma 19. For all 1 ≤ q ≤ r ≤ rkT such that 2|λq;T |+ ε < |λr;T |,

‖T (f2)(r);T −∆M (f∗)2‖∞ ∈ O
(
r4‖f‖2∞(ν(r,N) + εT ;r)

)
for all f ∈ E1;T + · · ·+ Eq;T if εT ;r < ε/3.

Proof. Let g = (f2)(r);T . Lemma 17 implies that

‖Tg −∆Mg
∗‖∞ ∈ O (rεT ;r‖g‖∞)

Lemma 18, Theorem 24 and Weyl’s Law imply that

‖(∆M ((f∗)2)(r) −∆Mg
∗‖∞ ≤

∑
1≤i,j≤q

f̂i;T f̂j;T

r∑
k=1

|cijk − cijk;T ||λk|‖ek‖∞ (8)

∈ O
(
q2r2εT ;r(‖f‖∞ + εT ;r)

2
)

(9)

Lemma 16 implies 2|λq|+ ε < |λr|. Thus Lemma 9 implies that

‖∆M (f∗)2 − (∆M ((f∗)2)(r)‖∞ ∈ O
(
r3‖f∗‖2∞ν(r,N)

)
.

Noting that ‖g‖∞, ‖f∗‖∞ ∈ O(‖f‖∞(1 + rεT ;r)) by Lemma 15,

‖Tg −∆Mg
∗‖∞ ∈ O (rεT ;r‖f‖∞(1 + rεT ;r)))

‖∆M (f∗)2 − (∆M ((f∗)2)(r)‖∞ ∈ O
(
r3(‖f‖∞(1 + rεT ;r))

2ν(r,N)
)
.

Adding and combining these last two rates with (9) gives the result.

Lemma 20. For all 1 ≤ q ≤ r ≤ rkT with 2|λq| < |λr| and f ∈ E1;T +· · ·+Eq;T ,

‖∇2
T ;rf − ‖∇Mf‖2‖∞ ∈ O

(
r4‖f‖2∞(ν(r,N) + εT ;r)

)
.

Proof. Note that

‖∇2
T ;rf − ‖∇Mf‖2‖∞ ≤ 1/2‖T (f2)(r) −∆Mf

2‖∞ + ‖f‖∞‖Tf −∆Mf‖

Among the respective upper bounds for the summands in the last line given by
Lemmas 17 and 19, the upper bound for the first summand dominates and gives
the desired result.
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5.4. L2-loss

We can bound the error in estimating ‖∇M‖2 from ∇2
T ;r as follows.

Lemma 21. For f ∈ E1;T + · · ·+ Eq;T and δ-net x1, . . . , xn of M and ε > 0,

|max
i

(∇2
T ;rf)(xi)− ‖∇Mf∗‖2∞| ∈ O

(
r4‖f‖2∞(ν(r,N) + εT ;r + δ)

)
if |λr;T | > 2|λq;T |+ ε and εT ;r < ε/3.

Proof. Define the quantities A,B,C by

A = max
i

(∇2
T ;rf)(xi) B = max

i
‖∇Mf∗(xi)‖2 C = ‖∇Mf∗‖∞

Lemma 20 implies that

|A−B| ∈ O
(
r4‖f‖2∞(ν(r,N) + εT ;r)

)
Lemma 14 implies that

|B − C| ∈ O(δk2‖f‖∞(1 + k‖f‖∞ν(k,N))).

Then |A− C| ≤ |A−B|+ |B − C| and so the result follows.

Let [x]+ denote the positive part of a real number x, so that [x]+ = max(0, x).

Lemma 22. For each φ ∈ E1;T + · · ·+ Eq;T with ∇T ;rφ = 1,[
1− |fφ(xa)− fφ(xb)|

|φ(xa)− φ(xb)|

]
+

∈ O(r4‖f‖2∞(ν(r,N) + εT ;r + δ))

for some fφ ∈ E1;∆M
+ · · · + Eq;∆M

such that ‖∇Mfφ‖∞ 6 1, for each δ-net
x1, . . . , xn of M and 1 6 a < b 6 n.

Proof. Define smooth maps fφ and non-negative real number µ by

µ = min
(

1,
(
‖∇Mφ∗‖2∞

)−1/2
)

fφ = µφ∗

We first note that the smooth map fφ satisfies

‖∇Mfφ‖2∞ = µ2‖∇Mφ∗‖2∞
6 ‖∇Mφ∗‖−2

∞ ‖∇Mφ∗‖2∞
= 1

And for all 1 6 a 6 b 6 1,

|φ(xa)− φ(xb)| = µ|φ(xa)− φ(xb)|+ (1− µ)|φ(xa)− φ(xb)|

= µ|φ̂(xa)− φ̂(xb)|+ (1− µ)|φ(xa)− φ(xb)|
= |fφ(xa)− fφ(xb)|+ (1− µ)|φ(xa)− φ(xb)|
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Therefore by rearranging terms, we obtain[
1− |fφ(xa)− fφ(xb)|

|φ(xa)− φ(xb)|

]
+

6 1− µ = 1−µ2
/1+µ

6 1− µ2

= max(0, 1− ‖∇Mφ∗‖−2
∞ )

6 |1− ‖∇Mφ∗‖2∞|−1

= |‖∇2
T ;rφ‖∞ − ‖‖∇Mφ∗‖2‖∞|‖∇Mφ∗‖−2

∞

The numerator can be made arbitrarily small as εT ;r → 0 by Lemma 21.
Therefore for sufficiently small εT ;r, the denominator has a uniform lower bound.
It therefore follows that the last term then has the claimed growth rate by
Lemma 21 again.

Lemma 23. For each f ∈ E1;∆M
+ · · ·+ Eq;∆M

such that ‖∇Mf‖∞ = 1,[
1− |φf (xa)− φf (xb)|

|f(xa)− f(xb)|

]
+

∈ O(r4diam2
M (ν(r,N) + εT ;r + δ))

for some φf ∈ E1;T + · · · + Eq;T such that ‖∇r;Tφf‖∞ 6 1, for each δ-net
x1, . . . , xn of M and 1 6 a < b 6 n.

Proof. Let f∗ =
∑
i f̂iei;T , so that f = (f∗)

∗. Define

µ = min
(

1,
(
‖∇2

T ;rf∗‖∞
)−1/2

)
φf = µf∗

We first note that the function φf satisfies

max
i
|(∇2

T ;rφf )(xi)| = µ2 max
i
|(∇2

T ;rf)(xi)|

6
(

max
i
|(∇2

T ;rf)(xi)|
)−1

max
i
|(∇2

T ;r)f(xi)|

= 1

And for all 1 6 a 6 b 6 1,

|f(xa)− f(xb)| = µ|f(xa)− f(xb)|+ (1− µ)|f(xa)− f(xb)|
= |φf (xa)− φf (xb)|+ (1− µ)|f(xa)− f(xb)|
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Therefore by rearranging terms, we obtain[
1− |φf (xa)− φf (xb)|

|f(xa)− f(xb)|

]
+

6 1− µ = 1−µ2
/1+µ

6 1− µ2

= max

(
0, 1−

(
max
i
|(∇2

T ;rf)(xi)‖
)−1

)
6 |1−

(
max
i
|(∇2

T ;rf)(xi)‖
)−1

|

= |max
i
|(∇2

T ;rf)(xi)‖ − ‖∇Mf‖2∞|
(

max
i
|(∇2

T ;rf)(xi)|
)−1

The denominator admits a uniform lower bound by an application of Lemma
21. Therefore the last term has the clalimed growth rate by Lemma 21 again.

proof of Theorem 4. Let X = 1− d̂q;r;ε(a,b)
distM;q(xa,xb)

. Note that

|1−X| = max ([X]+,−[−X]+)) .

Lemma 22 implies that [X]+ ∈ O(r4diam2
M (ν(r,N) + εT ;r + δ)). Lemma 23 and

some algebra implies that −[−X]+ ∈ Or4diam2
M (ν(r,N) + εT ;r + δ)). Therefore

the lemma follows.

proof of Corollary 5. Equidistribution and strict positivity of the densitiy im-
ply that εL̂n;r → 0 for each r almost surely. Therefore there exists a strictly
increasing choice rn →∞ such that εL̂n;rn

→ 0 almost surely. Set qn to be the

maximal index q with 2|λq;Ln | + 1/2 < 2|λrn;Ln |. Weyl’s Law implies qn → ∞
by rn →∞. Then∣∣∣∣∣1− d̂q;r;L̂n(a, b)

distM ;q(xa, xb)

∣∣∣∣∣ ∈ O
(
r4diam2

M (

∞∑
`=r

`−N + εL̂n;r + δn)

)
.

where δn is the covering radius of the samples X1, X2, . . . , Xn. Equidistribution
together with the positivity of the density implies that δn → 0 almost surely.
Therefore the right hand side goes to 0.
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Appendix A: Harmonics

We recall some basic facts about the L2-orthonormal sequence

e1, e2, e3, . . .
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Even though 〈e2, e2〉 = 1 by definition, ei is not necessarily bounded by 1.
The following result from Hörmander (1968) gives a uniform upper bound on
ei.

Theorem 24. There exists a constant C2 > 0 such that for each i = 1, 2, · · · ,

‖ei‖∞ 6 C2λ
(dimM −1)/4
i

The following result from Shi and Xu (2010) gives a uniform upper bound on
‖∇ei‖ in terms of ‖ei‖∞
Theorem 25. There exists a constant C1 > 0 such that for each i = 1, 2, · · · ,

‖∇M ei‖∞ 6 C1λ
1/2
i ‖ei‖∞

Combining the two gives us the following uniform upper bound on ‖∇ei‖ in
terms of λi.

Corollary 26. There exists a constant C3 > 0 such that for each i = 1, 2, · · · ,

‖∇M ei‖∞ 6 C3λ
(dimM +1)/4
i .

Recall cijk denotes the triple product 〈eiej , ek〉. The following decay rate
from Wyman (2022) ensures that the Fourier coefficents cijk of eiej rapidly
decay after |λk| > |λi|+ |λj |.

Theorem 27. For all ε > 0 and n > 0, there exists Cε,n > 0 such that∑
|λi+λj |(1+ε)<|λk|

|cijk| 6 Cε,nλ
−n

for all i, j such that λi, λj 6 λ.

Weyl’s Law. There exists C3 > 0 such that

k = C3λ
dimM /2
k + o(λ

(dimM −1)/2
k ).

We can now bound the error in truncating the Laplacian of a product.

Lemma 28. For each N � 0 and all i, j, k such that 0 < λi + λj < λk,

‖∆M (eiej)− (∆M (eiej))(k)‖∞ ∈ O

( ∞∑
`=k

`−N

)
.

Proof. For each n = 1, 2, · · · ,

‖∆M (eiej)− (∆M (eiej))(k)‖∞ = ‖
∞∑
q=k

λkcijqek‖∞

∈ O

 ∞∑
q=k

|λq+1 − λq|λ−nq λ(dimM −1)/4
q


∈ O

 ∞∑
q=k

qdimM (n−1)/2


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by Theorems 27, 24, and Weyl’s Law. Then

‖∆M (eiej)− (∆M (eiej))(k)‖∞ ∈ O

( ∞∑
`=k

`−N

)
.

for N = ddimM (n− 1)/2e > 0.

We can also now bound the error in truncating the gradient of the Laplacian
of a product. The proof is virtually identical, except that we are using Corollary
26 in place of Theorem 24.

Lemma 29. For each N � 0 and all i, j, k such that 0 < λi + λj < λk,

‖∇M∆M (eiej)−∇(∆M (eiej))(k)‖∞ ∈ O

( ∞∑
`=k

`−N

)
.

Proof. For each n = 1, 2, · · · ,

‖∇∆M (eiej)−∇(∆M (eiej))(k)‖∞ = ‖
∞∑
q=k

λkcijqek‖∞

∈ O

 ∞∑
q=k

|λq+1 − λq|λ−nq λ(dimM +1)/4
q


∈ O

 ∞∑
q=k

qdimM (n−1)/2


by Theorem 27, Corollary 26, and Weyl’s Law. Then

‖∆M (eiej)− (∆M (eiej))(k)‖∞ ∈ O

( ∞∑
`=k

`−N

)

for N = ddimM (n− 1)/2e > 0.
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