
EXTRACTING MANIFOLD INFORMATION FROM POINT CLOUDS

PATRICK GUIDOTTI

Abstract. A kernel based method is proposed for the construction of signature (defining) functions
of subsets of Rd. The subsets can range from full dimensional manifolds (open subsets) to point
clouds (a finite number of points) and include bounded smooth manifolds of any codimension. The
interpolation and analysis of point clouds are the main application. Two extreme cases in terms of
regularity are considered, where the data set is interpolated by an analytic surface, at the one extreme,
and by a Hölder continuous surface, at the other. The signature function can be computed as a linear
combination of translated kernels, the coefficients of which are the solution of a finite dimensional linear
problem. Once it is obtained, it can be used to estimate the dimension as well as the normal and the
curvatures of the interpolated surface. The method is global and does not require explicit knowledge of
local neighborhoods or any other structure present in the data set. It admits a variational formulation
with a natural “regularized” counterpart, that proves to be useful in dealing with data sets corrupted
by numerical error or noise. The underlying analytical structure of the approach is presented in general
before it is applied to the case of point clouds.

1. Introduction

The main goal of this paper is to propose a method to compute geometric information about a
manifold (a hypersurface, in many cases) that is merely given as a point cloud, i.e. a set of points
that are assumed to be a sampling of the points of the given manifold. Typically such an opera-
tion is performed by considering local neighborhoods of points and using some method like principal
component analysis to estimate the tangent plane (normal vector). Futher geometric quantities are
then derived from there. Here we take a different approach and use an optimization procedure to
obtain a continuous (as opposed to discrete) defining function from which geometric quantities can
be evaluated. The main advantage of the proposed approach is that it is global and does not require
direct knowledge of the discrete neighborhood structure of the given point cloud. The method can be
viewed as a generalization of the reproducing kernel method of interpolation theory.

2. Constructing (Approximate) Defining Functions

2.1. Minimal Regularity. Let M Ă Rd be a bounded smooth oriented manifold, which will often
be taken to be a (hyper)surface, and denote by δM P E 1 Ă S 1 the compactly supported generalized
function (tempered distribution, in fact) defined by

xδM, φy “

ˆ
M
φpxq dσMpxq, φ P C8pRnq,

where dσM is the volume form onM. We are interested in a computable smooth function uM : Rd Ñ R
which has the property that

ruM “ 1s X Mδ “ M for some δ ą 0,

where Mδ is a neighborhood (δ-fattening) of M given by

Mδ “ rdp¨,Mq ă δs.

Key words and phrases. Kernel based interpolation of generalized functions, geometric properties of point clouds.
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2 PATRICK GUIDOTTI

We take two approaches to generating functions uM with the above property characterized by two
extremal choices for their global regularity. First we describe the “minimal regularity” case and
consider the optimization problems

argmin
uPH

d`1
2 pRdq,u|M”1

1

2cd
}p1 ´ 4π2∆q

d`1
4 u}22

looooooooooooomooooooooooooon

E0puq

(LRP0)

and, for α ą 0,

argmin
uPH

d`1
2 pRdq

´

E0puq `
1

α

 
M

1

2
pu´ 1q2 dσM

¯

looooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooon

Eαpuq

, (LRPα)

where cd “ Γpd ` 1q{π
d`1
2 and

ffl
Mp¨q dσM “ 1

|M|

´
Mp¨q dσM for |M| “

´
M dσM. The objective

functionals above are denoted by E0 and by Eα for α ą 0, respectively.

Lemma 2.1. The optimization problems (LRPα), α ě 0, possess a unique minimizer uαM P H
d`1
2 pRdq.

For α ą 0, the minimizer is a weak solution of the equation

AuαM :“
1

cd
p1 ´ 4π2∆q

d`1
2 uαM “

1

α|M|
p1 ´ uqδM, (2.1)

i.e. a solution of the equation in E 1 (in fact, in H´ d`1
2 pRdqq, or, explicitly it satisfies

αxAu, vy “
α

cd

ˆ
Rd

“

p1 ´ 4π2∆q
d`1
4 u

‰

pxq ¨
“

p1 ´ 4π2∆q
d`1
4 v

‰

pxq dx “

 
M

p1 ´ uqpxqvpxq dσMpxq,

for all v P H
d`1
2 pRdq. If α “ 0, then it holds that Au0M is a distribution of order 0 with supppAuMq Ă

M, that is,

Au0M “ ψ0 1

|M|
δM, (2.2)

for some ψ0 P L1pMq, where

xψ0δM, φy :“

ˆ
M
ψ0pxqγMφpxq dσMpxq, φ P H

d`1
2 pRdq,

and γMφ is the trace of φ on M.

Proof. Notice first that H
d`1
2 pRdq ãÑ BUCpRnq and thus the evaluation of functions in the Bessel

space at points in Rd is well-defined. Consequently, the constraint u
ˇ

ˇ

M ” 1 is meaningful. The energy
functional Eα, α ě 0 appearing in (LRPα) is convex and lower semi-continuous regardless of α ě 0.
Convex, lower semi-countinuous functionals on a Hilbert space are weakly lower semi-continuous.

Coercivity is also given since bounded subsets of H
d`1
2 pRdq are relatively weakly compact by the

Banach-Alaoglu Theorem. These properties ensure existence, which is unique since the functionals
are strictly convex. For the case α “ 0 it has to be observed that minimization occurs over the
closed convex (and hence weakly closed) set consisting of functions u for which upMq “ t1u. Taking
variations in direction of test functions φ P DpRdq at the minimizer and using the fact that the operator

p1 ´ 4π2∆q
d`1
4 is self-adjoint, it is seen that

0 “
d

dr

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

r“0

EαpuαM ` rφq “
1

cd

ˆ
p1 ´ 4π2∆q

d`1
4 uαMp1 ´ 4π2∆q

d`1
4 φdx`

1

α

 
M

puαM ´ 1qφdσM

“
1

cd

@

p1 ´ 4π2∆q
d`1
4 uαM, p1 ´ 4π2∆q

d`1
4 φ

D

L2pRdq
`

1

α

@

uαM ´ 1, φ
D

L2pMq

“
@ 1

cd
p1 ´ 4π2∆q

d`1
2 uαM, φ

D

H´
d`1
4 ,H

d`1
4

`
1

α

@

uαM ´ 1, φ
D

L2pMq
,
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which is valid for all α ě 0 with the understanding that the manifold term is absent when α “ 0.
Taking special test functions φ P DpRdzMq, i.e. supported away from M, the second term vanishes
for all α ě 0. This shows that

supppAuαMq Ă M.

Compactly supported distributions are known to be of finite order. Using that

BUC1pRdq Ł H
d`1
2 pRdq ãÑ BUCpRdq,

it is concluded that the order of the distribution AuαM indeed vanishes. When α ą 0, the energy
functional contains the manifold term, so that the above gives

1

cd

@

p1 ´ 4π2∆q
d`1
4 u0M, p1 ´ 4π2∆q

d`1
4 φ

D

L2pRdq
`

1

α|M|

@

puαM ´ 1qδM, φ
D

L2pMq
“ 0

for all φ P DpRdq and hence for all φ P H
d`1
2 pRdq, which amounts to the claimed equation in weak

form. □

Next we exploit the fact that a fundamental solution for the operator A is known. It is indeed the
so-called Laplace kernel L given by Lpxq “ e´|x|, x P Rd. This allows us to invert the operator A by
convolution with L. In particular, when α ą 0, this leads to the equivalent∗ formulation

αupxq “

 
M
e´|x´y|p1 ´ uqpyq dσMpyq, x P Rd, (2.3)

from which we infer that the solution uM is known if its values on M are known. This makes for a
dimensional reduction akin to that obtained in interpolation via reproducing kernels where an infinite
dimensional problem reduces to a finite dimensional one (see later discussion of the discrete counterpart
of the current situation). Indeed, evaluating (2.3) at x P M, yields the integral equation of the second
kind

αγMu`

 
M
Lp¨ ´ yqγMupyq dσMpyq “

 
M
Lp¨ ´ yq dσMpyq, (2.4)

for γMu on M. When α “ 0, the corresponding equation can be obtained using the Ansatz

u0Mpxq “ L ˚
`

ψ0pyq
1

|M|
δM

˘

. (2.5)

Lemma 2.2. If the density function ψ0 P L1pMq in (2.5) is known, then it holds that

u0Mpxq “

 
M
ψ0pyqe´|x´y| dσMpyq, x P Rn. (2.6)

Proof. As observed above, the Laplace kernel L “ e´|¨| is a fundamental solution of the (pseudo)differential

operator 1
cd

p1 ´ 4π2∆q
d`1
2 and thus it holds that
´

L ˚ pψ0δMq

¯

pxq “ xτx
`

ψ0δM
˘

, Ly “ xψ0δM, τxLy.

The convolution is to be understood in the sense of distributions where τx is translation by x, i.e.
τxf “ fp¨ ´ xq for functions and τx is defined by duality for distributions. □

This lemma yields an equation for the density ψ0 in the form 
M
ψ0pyqe´|x´y| dσMpyq “ 1, x P M. (2.7)

This is a Fredholm integral equation of the first kind. Introducing a Lagrange multiplier Λ : M Ñ R
for the constraint u

ˇ

ˇ

M ” 1 yields the functional

E0pu,Λq “ E0puq `
1

|M|
xΛ, 1 ´ γMuyM

∗See the proof of (2.6) for a more detailed explanation of this.
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which entails that uM weakly solves the equation

Au “
1

|M|
Λ0δM

once the Lagrange multiplier Λ0 is known. This gives another justification to the Ansatz and of
Equation (2.7). Any solution yields a critical point of E0, which is necessarily a minimizer. The
equation has a solution since a minimizer u0M of E0 is a weak solution and it is known to exist.
The density (or Lagrange multiplier) can be recovered from Au0M by means of Riesz representation
theorem. As an equation of the first kind, (2.7) is ill-posed, while (2.4) is not, as an equation of the
second kind. In fact the latter can be viewed and thought of as a regularization of the former.

Proposition 2.3. Denoting by uαM the minimizer of Eα for α ě 0, it holds that

uαM Ñ u0M as α Ñ 0 in H
d`1
2

´εpRdq,

for any small ε ą 0.

Proof. Denote the infimum of Eα by eα ě 0 and notice that eα ď e0 for α ą 0 since u0M P H
d`1
2 pRdq and

Eαpu0Mq “ e0. This entails that }uαM}
H

d`1
2 pRdq

ď C ă 8 independently of α ą 0. Weak compactness

yields a weakly convergent subsequence with limit w P H
d`1
2 pRdq, which, by weak lower semicontinuity

of the norm, must satisfy 1
2cd

}w}2

H
d`1
2 pRdq

ď e0
† and is therefore the unique minimizer u0M. Finally

weak convergence in H
d`1
2 pRdq implies the stated strong convergence by compact embedding. □

This natural regularization will prove very useful in numerical applications.

Proposition 2.4. Using the same Ansatz

uαM “

 
M

Λαpyqe´|¨´y| dσMpyq (2.8)

when α ą 0, it holds that

uαM
ˇ

ˇ

M “

 
M

Λαpyqe´|¨´y| dαMpyq “ 1 ´ αΛα,

i.e. the validity of an equation for the density Λα given by

pα ` LqΛ “ 1, where LΛ :“

 
M
e´|¨´y|Λpyq dσMpyq (2.9)

Proof. It follows from the Ansatz and from (2.1) that

1

|M|
αΛδM “

1

|M|

`

1 ´ uαM
ˇ

ˇ

M
˘

δM,

which yields an equation for the densities amounting to (2.9). □

Remark 2.5. Representation (2.8) and equation (2.9) are the most convenient for use in numerical
calculations (and will be used in the numerical experiments presented later).

Remark 2.6. The representations (2.3) and (2.6) show that

uαM P C8pRnzMq X H
d`1
2 pRdq,

and therefore has generically smooth level sets away from M. Notably M is one of them, the regularity
of which coincides with that of M, of course. Notice that, while uαM is smooth away from M, its low
global regularity allows for a sharp transition in values moving away from it.

†We can work with the norm given by }u}
H

d`1
2 pRdq

“ }
`

1 ` 4π2
|ξ|

2
˘

d`1
4 û}L2pRdq
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2.2. High Regularity. Inspired by the variational problems (LRP0) we try to find a high regularity
u0M P C8pRdq by considering the problem

#

ut ´ ∆u “ 0, in p0,8q ˆ Rd,

up0, ¨q “ π
d
2

|M|
ψ0δM, in Rd.

(2.10)

Its solution u P C8
`

p0,8q ˆ Rd
˘

is analytic and given by

upt, xq “
1

p4tq
d
2

 
M
e´|x´y|2{4tψ0pyq dσMpyq, pt, xq P p0,8q ˆ Rd.

as follows from knowledge of the heat kernel. We obtain a defining function in the form u0M “ up14 , ¨q
for M by imposing the condition

up
1

4
, xq “ 1, x P M,

which, again, amounts to an integral equation of the first kind and reads 
M
e´|x´y|2ψ0pyq dσMpyq “ 1, x P M. (2.11)

Changing the initial datum to π
d
2

α|M|

“

1 ´ up14 , ¨q
‰

δM for α ą 0, which “penalizes” deviation from the

value 1, leads the corresponding regularized problem

αuαMpxq `

 
M
e´|x´y|2uαMpyq dσMpyq “

 
M
e´|x´y|2 dσMpyq, x P M. (2.12)

Similar to the case of the Laplace kernel, for the Gauss kernel, we can make the Ansatz

uαMpxq “

 
M

Λαpyqe´|x´y|2 dσMpyq, x P Rd,

derive the regularized equation

pα ` GqΛα “ 1, where GΛ “

 
M
e´|¨´y|2Λαpyq dy, (2.13)

and observe that uαM “ 1 ´ αΛα on M. In both frameworks, the minimal regularity and the smooth
ones, one obtains a defining function when α “ 0 and an approximate defining function when α ą 0.
As we shall demonstrate later, even an approximate defining function can play an important role in
search of geometric information from data sets.

Remark 2.7. A formal but maybe more transparent way to interpret the smooth approach just de-
scribed is to introduce the energy functional

Gαpuq “
1

2
}e´ 1

8
∆u}2

L2pRdq
`
πd{2

2α

 
M

pu´ 1q2 dσM,

where the manifold term is replaced by the constraint u|M ” 1 when α “ 0. Formally its Euler equation
is

e´ 1
4
∆u “

πd{2

α|M|
p1 ´ uqδM

Remark 2.8. While the approach described so far is easier to understand mathematically for com-
pact orientable hypersurfaces M, it only requires the set M to admit integration over it. Numerical
experiments will be shown later.
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2.3. The Kernels and the Equations. An important property of the Laplace and the Gauss kernels
is they are positive definite in the sense that the matrix

“

Kpxi ´ xjq
‰

1ďi,jďm
, K “ L,G,

is positive definite for any choice of m distinct points x1, . . . , xm in Rd and any choice of m P N. This

follows from Bochner’s Theorem as the Fourier transforms pL and pG of these kernels are positive and
integrable functions. At the continuous level, given a compact orientable smooth manifold M Ă Rd,
the right-hand sides of (2.7) and of (2.11) define an integral operator K with kernel K “ L,G

Kψ “

ˆ
M
Kp¨ ´ yqψpyq dσMpyq, ψ P CpRdq“ Ă L2pMq”.

Noticing that

xψ,KψyL2pMq “ xψδM,K ˚ pψδMqyE 1
0,E0 ,

where the duality pairing on the right-hand side is that between compactly supported measures (zero
order distributions) and continuous functions. Using (a generalization of) Plancherel’s Theorem in
inner product form, we see that

xψ,KψyL2pMq “ xzψδM, pK zψδMyL2pRdq ą 0,

by the Paley-Wiener Theorem for compactly supported distributions and by the positivity and in-
tegrability (decay properties) of the Fourier transform of the kernel K. Thus there cannot exist a
nontrivial function ψ in the nullspace of K and equations (2.7) and (2.11) are uniquely solvable. As
K is a compact operator, the inverse is clearly unbounded and the problems ill-posed. In this sense
(2.4) and (2.12) can be thought of as regularizations of (2.7) and (2.11), respectively.

3. The Discrete Counterpart: Point Clouds

We now turn our attention to sets of points (point clouds) that are assumed to be an exact or
corrupted sample of the points of a manifold M Ă Rd, where, in the later experiments, d “ 2, 3. Let
X Ă Rd denote a finite subset of disinct points (possibly sampled from an underlying manifold M)
which we think as listed, i.e. X “

␣

xi
ˇ

ˇ i “ 1, . . . ,m
(

, but where the order has no particular meaning.
If this is all the information we are given about the manifold M, it is natural to use these points
as collocation points to approximate the various continuous quantities and equations of the previous
section. In particular, it is natural to approximate the normalized measure

1

|M|
δM »

1

m

m
ÿ

i“1

δxi , (3.1)

by the empirical measure obtained from X. Then equations (2.7) and (2.11) can be approximated by

1

m

m
ÿ

k“1

Kpxi ´ xkqΛ0pxkq “ 1, i “ 1, . . . ,m. (3.2)

and equations (2.9) and (2.13) by

αΛα
mpxiq `

1

m

m
ÿ

k“1

Kpxi ´ xkqΛα
mpxkq “ 1, i “ 1, . . . ,m, (3.3)

where K is the Laplace kernel L and Gauss kernel G, respectively. Both these kernels are positive
definite and thus the matrix

Rmˆm Q KpX,Xq “
“

Kpxi ´ xkq
‰

1ďi,kďm
(3.4)
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is positive definite and hence invertible. Denoting the discrete density by Λα
m P Rm (which can be

thought as an approximation for Λαpxkq, k “ 1, . . . ,m, we obtain the (approximate when α ą 0)
signature (defining) function of the point cloud X by

uXpxq “
1

m

m
ÿ

k“1

Λα,k
m Kpx´ xkq “

1

m
Kpx,XqΛα

m, x P Rd, (3.5)

which has the important advantage of being defined and numerically computable everywhere.

Proposition 3.1. The signature function uX depends continuously on the data set X with respect to
the HrpRdq norm for r “ d`1

2 , when using the Laplace kernel and any r P N, when using the Gauss
kernel. More precisely, the map

px1, . . . , xmq ÞÑ uX, Rm Ñ HrpRdq,

where X “ tx1, . . . , xmu, is continuous.

Proof. We consider the case of the Laplace kernel first. The claim follows from the fact that, once
the values of uX on X are established, equations (2.1)-(2.2) can be used together with the continuous
dependence of their solutions on the right hand-hand side. The latter depends itself continuously on
the data set X because the Dirac distribution δx depends continuously on its location x P Rd in the

topology of H´ d`1
2 pRdq as follows from the Sobolev embedding

}δx ´ δx̃}
´ d`1

2
“ sup

}φ} d`1
2

“1

ˇ

ˇxδx ´ δx̃, φy
ˇ

ˇ “ sup
}φ} d`1

2
“1

ˇ

ˇφpxq ´ φpx̃q
ˇ

ˇ ď }φ} d`1
2

|x´ x̃|
1
2 , x, x̃ P Rd

and because the values of uX on X are obtained from a linear system, the matrix of which depends
continuously on X as well. A similar reasoning can be applied when the chosen kernel is Gaussian. In
that case, we use the continuous dependence of the solution of the heat equation on its initial data
in the weak norm and regularizing effect of the heat equation for positive times. The initial data are
again a finite linear combination of Dirac distributions supported on the data set, the coefficients of
which also depend continuously on the data set. □

Remark 3.2. Thinking of equations (3.2)&(3.3) as discretizations of equations (2.7)&(2.11) and
equations (2.9)&(2.13) (depending on the choice of kernel) it would appear, that that weight of the
surface measure dσM has been neglected (and it has), but since the focus is on the signature function
uX, there is no need to have direct access to it and we can think of it as being incorporated in the
density function Λα

m.

Remark 3.3. Interpreting equations (3.2)&(3.3) as discretization of their continuous counterpart is
useful for the structural understanding of the problem. It is, however, remarkable that the solutions uX

produced by equations (3.2)&(3.3) are themselves minimizers of an infinite dimensional optimization
problem. Take the Laplace kernel case, for instance. Then uX is the minimizer of the energy

Eα,Xpuq “ E0puq `
1

2αm

m
ÿ

i“1

ˇ

ˇupxiq ´ 1
ˇ

ˇ

2
,

with the understanding that the second term is replaced by the constraint u|X ” 1 when α “ 0. This

optimization problem is well-defined for any data set X since H
d`1
2 pRdq ãÑ BUCpRdq. It was computed

in [2] for α ą 0 that the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation is given by

αAu “
1

m

m
ÿ

i“1

“

1 ´ upxiq
‰

δxi .
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This connection also explains the efficacy of the use of the level sets of uX for classification purposes
demonstrated in [2]. A similar discussion applies in the case of the Gauss kernel. Indeed, the function

1

m

m
ÿ

k“1

e´|x´xk|2Λk
m

is the solution of the heat equation evaluated at time t “ 1
4 with initial datum

πd{2

m

m
ÿ

k“1

Λk
mδxk ,

thus yielding a direct intepretation of equation (3.2) (and similarly of equation (3.3)) when K “ G.

Remark 3.4. As a matter of fact, the discrete case can be subsumed to the general case by simply
setting M “ X and setting

δM “ δX :“
1

m

m
ÿ

i“1

δxi .

When X is used or thought of as an approximation of a continuous manifold M, however, this in-
terpretation is not fully compatible with convergence as the discrete points “fill” the manifold M as
explained above.

Remark 3.5. We point out that equations like (3.2) and (3.3) written as

KpX,XqΛ “ m1m and pmα `KpX,XqqΛ “ m1m

respectively, arise and have been extensively studied and used for interpolation and statistical purposes
for general right-hand side (above 1m denotes the vector of length m with all components 1) . The
first as the natural equation for the computation of an interpolant via the method of Reproducing
Kernel Hilbert Spaces, and the second as a Ridge Regression in statistics. Of course in those cases M
typically is a an open subset of the ambient space or a subset of full measure. The generalization and
the different interpretation given here seem to have been overlooked in the literature. In the context of
point clouds and the implicit representation of hypersurfaces, it appears in fact customary to find local
neighborhoods and use methods like principal component analysis to obtain an approximate tangent
plane (and normal vector) in order to construct a defining function by prescribing its values at off-
surface points. This approach, often based on the identification of a number of nearest neighbors
and principal component analysis, is described e.g. in [4] as an application of meshless interpolation
methods. The framework developed here, shows how kernel methods of the kind discussed in [4] can, in
fact, give direct access to the geometry of the surface simply using a (not necessarily ordered) sample
of the points on (or near) it.

Remark 3.6. While we will not pursue this angle in this paper further, we point out that the proposed
approach, while global in nature, can be modulated to possess varying degrees of non-locality. The
kernel K can indeed be replaced by Kpδ¨q for δ ą 0, which determines the width of its bump. This is
useful in practical applications when the manifold M can exhibit complex geometry, in which case a
wide kernel may lead to excessive simplication of the manifold (level sets) in the absence of a very fine
sampling.

4. Symmetries

In this short section we mainly remark that the signature function uM inherits any symmetries
enjoyed by the manifold M.

Proposition 4.1. Let R : Rd Ñ Rd be any rigid transformation with the property that RpMq “ M.
Then it holds that

uMpR ¨q “ uM.
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Proof. For the Laplace case, notice that the energy functional E0 satisfies E0puq “ E0pu ˝ Rq so that
u and u ˝ r are both minimizers since they both satisfy the constraint (which is also invariant under
any self-map of M). Uniqueness then implies that they coincide. When α ą 0, the additional term in
the functional satisfies 

M
fpRxq dσMpxq “

 
R´1M

fpRxq dσMpRxq “

 
M
fpxq dσMpx, q

for any f P L1pMq since M “ R´1M and R˚σM “ σM by assumption, where here and below R˚ and
R˚ are the pull-back and push-forward by R, respectively. For the Gaussian case, notice that equation
(2.13) is invariant with respect to R

1M “ R˚1M “ R˚

`

pα ` GqΛ
˘

“ R˚pα ` GqR˚R˚Λ “ pα ` GqR˚Λ,

since 
M
e´|Rx´z|2fpR´1zq dσMpzq “

 
R´1M

e´|Rx´Ry|2fpyq dσMpRyq “

 
M
e´|x´y|2fpyq dσMpyq.

Uniqueness again yields the claim together with the fact that the restriction of the signature function
to M is directly related to the density Λα in the Gaussian case via

uαM
ˇ

ˇ

M “ 1 ´ αΛα,

just as in the Laplace case, a fact which was noted in Proposition 2.4. When the data set X enjoys a
symmetry, it will therefore be reflected in its signature function uX. □

When the data set is a sample of a continuous manifold, the symmetry properties of the manifold
will be approximately reflected in the signature function of the sample, as well. This is apparent in
some of the experiments considered in the last section. As already mentioned in passing above, in
some cases the signature function is not a regular defining function in the sense that the value 1 is
not a regular value for it. This happens when the manifold is flat, for instance. A simple example is
given by the real line R ˆ t0u P Rd for which, taking α “ 0 and using the Gaussian kernel we see thatˆ 8

´8

e´|x1´y1|2´|x1|2Λpy1q dy1 “ e´|x1|2
ˆ 8

´8

e´|x1´y1|2Λpy1q dy1,

where x1 “ px2, . . . , xdq. We know that the signature function and hence the density Λ is translation
invariant and hence constant on the real line so that

Λ “
`

ˆ 8

´8

e´|x1´y1|2 dy1
˘´1

“
`

ˆ 8

´8

e´y21 dy1
˘´1

.

Then 1 is not a regular value of uM “ e´|x1|2 . It is, however, possible to compute the normal by
moving even only slightly away from the line at any point of interest along it. In general, the presence
of curvature will ensure that this does not happen as values on one side of a hypersurface will be
higher than on the other as would be the case in the example, if the line were bent and d “ 2.

5. The Geometry of Point Clouds

In this section we use the signature functions obtained in the previous sections to analyze the normal
and the curvature of manifolds sampled at finitely many points. If the starting point is a point cloud,
then its signature function yields an interpolated continuous manifold of which geometric quantities
can be computed and used to understand the point cloud itself. The idea is straightforward: if the
point cloud is known or for some reason supposed to be smooth, then the use of the Gauss kernel is
most appropriate, while, in cases where the surface is known to possess only low regularity, the best
choice is the Laplace kernel. This points will be further discussed in the next section, where the noisy
situation is considered as well and regularization plays an even more important role. We discuss the
approach for the case of hypersurfaces and for the Gauss kernel first because of its higer degree of
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smoothness. Given a point cloud X of size m, we compute the associate density function Λα
m P Rm by

solving equation (3.3) and obtain

uXpxq “
1

m

m
ÿ

j“1

λje
´|x´xj |2 , x P Rd,

where, from now on, we set λj “ Λα,j
m for simplicity of notation. Then we compute the normal νX as

νX “ ´
∇uX

|∇uX|
,

which is of particular interest at x P X, where

∇uXpxq “ ´2
m
ÿ

j“1

λje
´|x´xj |2px´ xjq, x P Rd

and where the sign is chosen in order to obtain the outer unit normal in the case of a unit circle. Next
we compute

“

D2uX
‰

kl
“ 4

m
ÿ

j“1

λje
´|x´xj |2pxk ´ xjkqpxl ´ xjl q ´ 2δkl

m
ÿ

j“1

λje
´|x´xj |2 ,

from which a direct calculation yields

DνX “
1

|∇uX|

`

D2uX ´D2uXνXν
T
X

˘

.

Now νX is clearly an eigenvector of DνX to the eigenvalue 0, while the other eigenvalues are the
principal curvatures of the surface. Points at which uX is not a regular defining function, i.e. at
which ∇uX vanishes, cannot be excluded but a small perturbation can be applied numerically to still
obtain a meaningful approximation and avoid the singularity as discussed previously. When the point
cloud represents a full measure or open subset of the ambient space, the signature function is better
thought of a smooth approximation of its characteristic function. When the codimension is higher
than one, the method still computes a normal to the interpolated manifold and its curvatures. The
latter are, however, found along with spurious curvatures due to the fact that the method always
generates hypersurfaces for most of its level sets. In the case of the real line in higher dimensional
space, it follows from the example at the end of the previous section that most level sets are cylinders.
We shall come back to the issue of spurious curvatures at the end of this section.

The Laplace kernel would appear not to be a viable option for the computation of normals and cur-
vatures due to its lack of smoothness. In pratice, however, it is sufficient to use a slight regularization
of the kernel given by

Lrpxq “ e´
?

|x|2`r, x P Rd,

for r ą 0 small, which leads to the well-defined expressions

BjLrpxq “ ´e´
?

|x|2`r xj
a

|x|2 ` r
, x P Rd, j “ 1, . . . , d

and

BiBjLrpxq “ e´
?

|x|2`r
´ xixj

|x|2 ` r
`

δij
a

|x|2 ` r
´

xixj

p|x|2 ` rq3{2

¯

, x P Rd, i, j “ 1, . . . , d,

that can be used as in the calculations described above for the case of the Gauss kernel. This approach
consistently yields good estimates for the normal and, when the data set is dense enough (denser than
the scale determined by r ą 0), also computes viable curvature approximations.

Remark 5.1. It is important to stress the fact that this approach does not require any organization of
the points in the point cloud. The use of the kernel implicitly takes advantage of local neighborhoods
while maintaing a global significance by including the influence of every single point in the cloud.
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Remark 5.2. The simplest point cloud consists of a single point x0 P Rd, in which case uX yields a
function peaked at x0 and possessing spheres centered at x0 as its level sets (regardless of the choice
of kernel). In the general case, these building blocks combine in a way determined by the geometry of
the point cloud and the underlying PDE to yield a meaningful signature function.

Remark 5.3. The regularization approach described above for the Laplace kernel will be followed in the
numerical implementation of the experiments performed in the next section. As the pure interpolation
setup α “ 0 leads to ill-posed matrix equations, the use of the Laplace kernel, even if regularized,
provides a practical way to reduce the condition number of the discrete system.

Remark 5.4. As a matter of fact, the approach described here can be taken with any of the commonly
used kernels in interpolation theory. As in the case of interpolation, the explicit understanding of the
method described in the previous sections is lost, however, and can lead to unexpected behavior (that
we actually observed in numerical experiments not reported here). This is possibly due to the fact that,
in general, the associated differential operator is not known as are its exact properties. Among the
kernels that seem to work well are the well-known inverse quadrics.

6. Functions Defined on Hypersurfaces

Next we consider the general interpolation problems

argmin
uPH

d`1
2 pRdq,u|M“f

1

2cd
}p1 ´ 4π2∆q

d`1
4 u}22

looooooooooooomooooooooooooon

E0puq

, (GLRP0)

where we allow M Ă Rd to be a smooth compact hypersurface or, for applications, a point cloud X.
The function f must now satisfy a regularity condition in order for the set ru

ˇ

ˇ

M “ f s to be non-empty

and for problem (GLRP0) to possess a solution. Indeed it must hold that f P H
d
2 pMq in order to

make sure that an extension u P H
d`1
2 pRdq exist for f by the trace theorem. We will comment on the

assumptions necessary for the smooth and other kernels in the next section where an interpolation
result is obtained for hypersurfaces. If X is a sample of the hypersurface and Y a sample of a function

f : M Ñ R, we denote by uX,Y P H
d`1
2 pRdq the solution of corresponding optimization problem with

value constraint. The solution of (GLRP0) is denoted by uM,f . Notice that it holds that

uX,Y “ Kp¨,XqΛ “ Kp¨,XqKpX,Xq´1Y,

where K is the Laplace kernel for (GLRP0), but could be another kernel that is related to the norm
that is chosen in the optimization problem. We shall see in the next section, that is devoted to
interpolation, how to reconciliate the point of view taken here so far with the traditional viewpoint
of kernel interpolation when X is sample of a hypersurface. This connection will show that one often
has a somewhat wider latitude in the choice of a kernel and, hence, in the assumptions needed for f .

Next we consider the problem of computing an approximation to the surface gradient ∇Mf and the
Laplace Beltrami ∆Mf operator of a function f : M Ñ R defined on a smooth compact hypersurface
M. We assume that M is known only through a sample X Ă M of its points and that the values
of f are only available for X, i.e. we assume fpXq “ Y to be known. The starting point is the
ability that we have gained of obtaining geometric information about a hypersurface from a discrete
sample of its points via the associated signature function uX. The algorithm is based on performing
computations on the interpolant uX,Y that is viewed as an approximation to the extension uM,f of
f to the whole space. We therefore need to derive a formula for the surface operators in terms of
the embedding M Ă Rd (or in terms of X) that we can apply to the extension and then consider
appropriate “discrete” counterparts. As we were not able to find a such formula for the Laplace-
Beltrami operator in the standard differential geometry textbooks, we give a brief derivation here.
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Let U, V : M Ñ TM be smooth sections of the tangent bundle (i.e. vector fields on M). Then DV

denotes the derivative along the vector field V , i.e.

DV fpxq “
d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0

f
`

φV pt, xq
˘

, DV Upxq “
d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0

U
`

φV pt, xq
˘

, x P M,

where φV pt, ¨q is the flow generated by V , i.e. it solves the ordinary differential equation
#

9γ “ V pγq, t ą 0,

γp0q “ x

where γ : r0,8q Ñ M is a curve on M. This is well-defined since V pxq P TxM for every x P M. Even
if U is a tangential vector field, it will in general not hold that DV Upxq P TxM. This motivates the
definition of the covariant derivative (connection)

∇V U “ BV U “ DV U ´
`

ν ¨DV U
˘

ν,

obtained by applying the orthogonal projection 1d´ννJ onto the tangent space toM to the directional
derivative DV U . Now take uM,f : Rd Ñ R or any other (smooth) extension of the function f : M Ñ R
of interest. Then it holds that

∇Mupyq “ ∇upyq ´
`

νMpyq ¨ ∇upyq
˘

νMpyq,

where ∇ “ ∇Rd is the canonical gradient in the ambient space. If X : U Ñ Rd´1 is a local coordinate
system for M about a point y P M, then the tangent space is spanned by the vectors

B

Bxj
“
` B

Bxj
X´1

˘`

Xpyq
˘

, j “ 1, . . . , d´ 1,

where it is typically assumed that Xpyq “ 0 when working in a neighborhood U of y. It follows that

∇ B

Bxj

B

Bxk
“

B

Bxj
B

Bxk
´
` B

Bxj
B

Bxk
¨ ν

˘

ν,

but B

Bxk ¨ ν “ 0 and thus

B

Bxj
B

Bxk
¨ ν “ ´

B

Bxj
ν ¨

B

Bxk
.

It follows that

∇ B

Bxj

B

Bxk
“

B

Bxj
B

Bxk
`

B

Bxk
¨

B

Bxj
ν “

B

Bxj
B

Bxk
`

B

Bxj
¨

B

Bxk
ν,

where the last identity follows from B
Bxj ¨ ν “ 0 in view of the commutativity of the regular derivatives

and hence from
B

Bxk
¨
` B

Bxj
ν
˘

“ ´
B

Bxk
B

Bxj
¨ ν “

B

Bxj
¨
` B

Bxk
ν
˘

.

Summarizing we obtain that

∇ B

Bxj
∇ B

Bxk
u “ ∇ B

Bxj

B

Bxk
u “

B

Bxj
B

Bxk
u`

` B

Bxj
¨

B

Bxk
ν
˘

Bνu.

Now, take a system of local coordinates that yields an orthonormal basis at y for the tangent space.
Observe that the addition of νpyq extends it to an orthonormal basis of Rd, so that, taking a trace in
these coordinates at y, we arrive at

∆Mu “ ∇ B

Bxj
∇ B

Bxj
u “

B

Bxj
B

Bxj
u`

` B

Bxj
¨

B

Bxj
ν
˘

Bνu

“ trpD2uq ´ νJD2uν ` pd´ 1qHBνu, (6.1)

where the summation convention was used and noticing that the mean curvature H satisfies

pd´ 1qH “ trpDνq,
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since Bνν “ 0. In order to obtain a viable numerical algorithm, it remains to compute the interpolants
uX,1 “ uX, uX,Y : Rd Ñ R corresponding to the data set pX,Yq. The first is used in order to compute

the implied normal νX and the implied mean curvature HX “ 1
d´1 trpDνXq as described before, whereas

the second yields a smooth extension of f
ˇ

ˇ

X to the full ambient space that is a numerical approxi-

mation of the extension uM,f : Rd Ñ R of f . We shall elaborate this point in the next subsection.
Then, the formulæ for surface gradient and Laplace-Beltrami operators immediately yield numerical
discretizations given by

∇XY “ ∇XuX,Y “ ∇uX,Y ´
`

∇uX,Y ¨ νX
˘

νX,

and

∆XY “ ∆XuX,Y “ trpD2uX,Yq ´ νJ
XD

2uX,YνX ` pd´ 1qHX∇uX,Y ¨ νX,

where all derivatives involved are computed analytically. These expressions can be evaluated anywhere
as they are combinations of functions defined everywhere.

7. An Interpolation Result for Hypersurfaces

Let uM,f : Rd Ñ R be the minimizer of an HmpRdq-norm functional Em such as

Empuq “
1

2
}u}2HmpRdqq

for m ą d
2 with the constraint that uM,f “ f for a given function f P Hm´1{2pMq, where the M is

assumed to be either a compact smooth hypersurface in Rd or a finite set X Ă M. When M is a
finite set, f “ Y P R|X| and the minimizer is denoted by uX,Y in line with the notation used previously.

Notice that, since m ą d
2 , pointwise evaluations are possible and that the trace theorem ensures that

␣

u P HmpRdq
ˇ

ˇu “ f on M
(

‰ H. We are particularly interested in the case when Y “ fpXq, which

makes sense since the evaluation of f is possible as m´ 1
2 ą d´1

2 by assumption. The minimizers uM,f

and uX,fpXq “ uX,Y (with fpXq “ Y) both exist since the convex set determined by the constraint is

non-empty and both belong to HmpRdq. Thus it holds that

uX,Y

ˇ

ˇ

M P Hm´1{2pMq and uX,Y

ˇ

ˇ

MpXq “ fpXq

We therefore have that the function uX,Y

ˇ

ˇ

M ´ f vanishes on X Ă M. We can therefore use results

about the behavior of Sobolev functions with scattered zeros as they can be found in [1] (d2 ă m P N)

or in [4] (m P pd2 ,8qzNq. While the results hold in the general context of p P r1,8q, we shall work

with p “ 2 and m ą d
p “ d

2 , when it holds that

|u|HkpΩq ď c hm´k
X,Ω |u|HmpΩq and }u}8 ď c h

m´d{2
X,Ω |u|HmpΩq, (7.1)

for u P HmpΩq with upXq ” 0 on the assumption that Ω satisfy a geometric property which always
holds for balls and where hX,Ω is the so-called fill-distance of X, it is given by

hX,Ω “ sup
xPΩ

min
x̃PX

|x´ x̃|,

and it is a measure of how the set X approximates Ω. The norms appearing in the estimate are the
semi-norms for the Beppo Levi spaces BLk “

␣

u P D1pΩq
ˇ

ˇ Bαu P L2pΩq @|α| “ k
(

given by

|u|2
HkpΩq

“
ÿ

|α|“k

}Bαu}22.

They are norms when k ą d
2 . The result is based on local polynomial approximation. Transferring

this result to the hypersurface M yields
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Theorem 7.1. Let M Ă Rd be a smooth compact hypersurface and f P Hm´1{2pMq be given with
m ą d

2 . Let X Ă M and
hX,M “ sup

xPM
min
x̃PX

dMpx, x̃q

be the fill distance of the set X for the manifold M. If fpXq ” 0, then it holds that

|f |HkpMq ď c h
m´1{2´k
X,M |f |Hm´1{2pMq

and }f}8 ď ch
m´d{2
X,M |f |Hm´1{2pMq

.

Proof. As M is assumed to be compact, it is possible to find a finite number of open chart domains
Uj Ă M, j “ 1, . . . , J , and (bijective) charts (local coordinates)

φj : Uj Ñ BRd´1p0, 1q,

such that φ´1
j : BRd´1p0, 1q Ñ Rd is smooth and φ´1

j

`

BRd´1p0, 1q
˘

“ MXUj “ Uj . Choosing a smooth

partition of unity
␣

ψj : M Ñ R
ˇ

ˇ j “ 1, . . . , J
(

subordinate to this cover by chart domains, it is

possible to obtain an (equivalent) norm on Hm´1{2pMq given by

}v}Hm´1{2pMq
„
`

J
ÿ

j“1

}pvψjq ˝ φ´1
j }2

Hm´1{2pBRd´1p0,1q
q

˘1{2
,

where v P Hm´1{2pMq. Next define Xj “ X X Uj and Zj “ φjpXjq for j “ 1, . . . , J . It holds that

hZj ,BRd´1p0,1q
“ sup

zPBRd´1p0,1q

min
z̃PZj

|z ´ z̃| “ sup
xPUj

min
x̃PXj

|φjpxq ´ φjpx̃q| ď cjhXj ,Uj ď c hX,M,

where hZj ,BRd´1p0,1q
is the corresponding fill distance for Zj in BRd´1p0,1q. The last inequality can be

obtained as follows: we can assume without loss of generality that the sets Uj are geodesic balls
centered at pj and with radii rj as well as that hX,M ă minj“1,...,J rj . Then, if x P BMppj , rj ´hX,Mq,
we can find x̃ P X such that dpx, x̃q ď hX,M, in which case x̃ P Xj . Else, if rj ´hX,M ď dMpx, pjq ă rj ,
then we can find a point x̄ along the geodesic connecting pj to x with dppj , x̄q “ rj ´hX,M and x̃ P Xj

with dpx̄, x̃q ď hX,M, in which case we have

dMpx, x̃q ď dMpx, x̄q ` dMpx̄, x̃q ď rj ´ prj ´ hX,Mq ` hX,M ď 2hX,M.

Notice that |Xj | “ |Zj | since φj is bijective and that

hXj ,Uj “ sup
xPUj

inf
x̃PXj

dMpx, x̃q “ sup
zPBRd´1p0,1q

inf
z̃PZj

dM
`

φ´1pzq, φ´1pz̃q
˘

ď c sup
zPBRd´1p0,1q

inf
z̃PZj

|z ´ z̃| “ c hZj ,Rd´1p0,1q.

An application of (7.1) for each j “ 1, . . . , J , yields

}pfψjq ˝ φ´1
j }HkpBRd´1p0,1q

q ď cjh
m´1{2´k

Zj ,H
kpBRd´1p0,1q

q
}pfψjq ˝ φ´1

j }Hm´1{2pBRd´1p0,1q
q

and
}pfψjq ˝ φ´1

j }8 ď cjh
m´1{2´pd´1q{2

Zj ,H
kpBRd´1p0,1q

q
}pfψjq ˝ φ´1

j }Hm´1{2pBRd´1p0,1q
q
,

and the claim follows by combining these inequalities and using the relation between the fill distance
on the manifold to that in coordinate balls. □

Corollary 7.2. Define uX,fpXq to be the minimizer of the HmpRdq-norm subject to the constraint that
uX,fpXqpXq “ fpXq. Then the function

uX,fpXq

ˇ

ˇ

M ´ f P Hm´1{2pMq

vanishes on X and it holds that

}uX,fpXq

ˇ

ˇ

M ´ f}HkpMq ď ch
m´1{2´k
X,M

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
uX,fpXq

ˇ

ˇ

M ´ f
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Hm´1{2pMq
.
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as well as

}uX,fpXq

ˇ

ˇ

M ´ f}8 ď ch
m´d{2
X,M

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
uX,fpXq

ˇ

ˇ

M ´ f
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Hm´1{2pMq
.

Furthermore, since uX,fpXq and uM,f are HmpRdq-extensions of uX,fpXq

ˇ

ˇ

M and f with continuous de-
pendence by construction, it also holds that

}uX,fpXq ´ uM,f }Hk`1{2pRdq
ď c h

m´1{2´k
X,M }uX,fpXq

ˇ

ˇ

M ´ f}Hm´1{2pMq
.

In kernel interpolation (see e.g. [4]), one uses a positive definite kernel K : Ω ˆ Ω Ñ R and
constructs with it an associated (reproducing kernel) Hilbert space HK , called the native space. Then

it holds automatically that uX,Y “ Kp¨, xqKpX,Xq´1Y is an interpolant for the values Y Ă R|X| at the
arguments X Ă Ω and that this interpolant has minimal HK-norm among all interpolants. It is indeed
the orthogonal projection of f P HK onto span

`

Kp¨,Xq
˘

when Y “ fpXq. Estimates for functions
with scattered zeros like the above in that context can then be derived as soon as one knows that
HK ãÑ HmpΩq. Thus the estimates can also be used for the Gauss kernel in our setting provided f
is a smooth enough function ensuring solvability of the interpolation problem. This is due to the fact
that HG ãÑ HmpRdq for every m P N. If one is only interested in M and its geometry, then f ” 1 and
the estimates are available on appropriate regularity assumptions on M only.

Remark 7.3. While, in the last sections we mainly focussed on the pure interpolation problem which
requires the availabily of “good data”, the methods are applicable in the context of approximate inter-
polation and provide a way to obtain some insight (read rough estimate) into the geometry of point
clouds even in the challanging context of noisy data. This happens as the “exact” defining function is
replaced by an approximate one, the level sets of which are regularized versions of those of the “exact”
defining function.

8. A Remark Concerning the Regularization Parameter

As we shall make extensive use in the applications of approximate interpolation as a means of
regularization, we mention an interesting connection to Gaussian Process Regression which allows for
an interpretation of the regularization parameter and a way to determine a reasonable value for it. If
E “ EpΩq Ă CpΩq is a Banach space of functions, a random vectorW P E is said to have Gaussian law
if e˚W “ xe˚,W yE˚,E is normally distributed for each e˚ P E˚. It is called centered iff Ere˚W s “ 0

for each e˚ P E˚. Multivariate Gaussian random variables on Rd are an example. The associated
covariance function is given by

Kpx, x̃q “ ErW pxqW px̃qs, x, x̃ P E,

and uniquely determines the law of the centered Gaussian random element. It is naturally non-negative
definite as

0 ď E
`

r

m
ÿ

i“1

aiW pxiqs2
˘

“

m
ÿ

i,j“1

aiajE
“

W pxiqW pxjq
‰

“

n
ÿ

i,j“1

aiajKpxi, xjq “ aJKpX,Xqa,

for any X Ă Ω. Thus one can start with a positive definite kernel K : Rd ˆ Rd Ñ R and obtain an
associated Gaussian random vector W P CpΩq. When confronted with a data set pX,Yq with X Ă Ω
one can make the assumption that

y “ fpxq ` ε

where f „ Np0,Kq, i.e. one can use a prior for f in the form of a random function with vanishing
mean and covariance function K and model the presence of noise by the additive white noise term ε
(independent of f) of variance σ2 ą 0. Given a value set Y for a set of arguments X P Ω, one can then
try to compute the conditional value Y at a new argument x P Ω given the observed data

y
ˇ

ˇ

`

x, fpXq “ Y
˘

.
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It is known, using standard properties of multivariate Gaussian distributions under conditioning and
sum, that, on the above assumptions, the random variable Y is also Gaussian and that its expected
value can be computed as

ErY s “ Kpx,Xq
“

σ2 `KpX,Xq
‰´1

Y,

which is the exact kernel interpolation formula when α “ 0 and coincides with the approximate
interpolation formula when one chooses α “ σ2 ą 0. Indeed it holds that the minimizer uαX,Y of the

energy functional Epuq ` 1
2α |upXq ´ Y|2 is given by

uαX,Y “ Kpx,Xq
“

α `KpX,Xq
‰´1

Y,

when K “ L,G and

Epuq “

$

&

%

1
2cd

}p1 ´ 4π2∆q
d`1
2 u}22, K “ L,

1

2π
d
2

}e´ 1
8
∆u}22, K “ G.

Thus one can think of the amount of regularization needed to be determined by the amount of
uncertainty in the data, if that is known. This also shows that the choice of prior in Gaussian
process regression, i.e. the choice of correlation function, determines the regularity properties of the
approximate interpolant (i.e. the posterior).

Remark 8.1. An introduction to the statistical point of view of Gaussian Process regression is a topic
covered e.g. in the online book [3] in the general context of Machine Learning. For the above problem
it is also possible to determine the variance of Y which is given by

E
“ˇ

ˇY ´ ErY s
ˇ

ˇ

2‰
“ Kpx, xq ` σ2 ´Kpx,Xqrσ2 `KpX,Xqs´1KpX, xq.

We refer to [3] for the material necessary to fill the gaps in the arguments of this section.

9. Numerical Experiments

In this section we demonstrate how the two “extremal” methods described in the previous sections
can be successfully used for the purposes described and highlight their distinct specific behaviors
and advantages. First we consider an analytic curve, the unit circle. We present the results of
experiments using 30 regularly spaced points along the circle peformed with both the Gaussian and
the Laplace kernel without noise as well as with various degrees of noise for several values of the
regularization parameter α. In the noisy experiments, the percent is of the maximal distance between
consecutive points. In this way, the noise level depends only on the data itself but can be related to the
discretization level if the data set represents a sample of points on the circle. The noise itself is uniform
in direction and in size. Figure 1 depicts the implied level line (in red) and the implied normals. The
latter are evaluated at the given points but, clearly, could be evaluated anywhere. The level lines are
computed by evaluating the data signature function on a regular grid of a surrounding box. There is
no discernible difference between the two regularization levels, α “ 0, 10´10 in this smooth example
with exact data. We shall see later that the curvature is accurately captured with the Gauss kernel,
while it is not, for this coarse grid, for the Laplace kernel. It can in fact be seen in the images that
the signature function’s level set (in red) has sharp corners at the data points when using the Laplace
kernel. Away from the data, the level sets are smooth and reflect the symmetry properties of the point
cloud. Next we consider a non-smooth curve, the boundary of a square. This example shows how the
Laplace kernel can more closely follow the boundary as it generates a solution of a PDE that is merely
continuous. It is interesting to observe how the level lines of the signature function obtained with the
Gauss kernel can also reproduce the square but since the signature function is analytic it does so by
splitting the whole curve into two smooth closed curves‡, of which union the square is part of. We

‡This is the reason why the normal points into the square in this case
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Figure 1. The top row depicts level lines of the signature function of the 30 white
points and the implied normals obtained using the Gaussian kernel. The second row
depicts the same for the Laplace kernel. The experiments in the first column correspond
to no regularization (α “ 0), where α “ 10´10 for the ones in the right column.

shall soon see that this does not prevent the use of the Gauss kernel in more general circumstances
but leads to the need of using regularization to control the shape of level lines. Again it is apparent
how the level lines smooth out and simplify away from the non-smooth curve considered. In Table 1
we compute the error between the exact and implied curvatures for a sector of a unit circle of angle
π
16 for both the Gauss and Laplace kernels. It shows the high accuracy achieved with relatively few
points by the Gauss kernel. It also showcases the ability of the (regularized) Laplace kernel to obtain
a good approximation. We restrict the error analysis to the middle quarter of the sector since the
accuracy deteriorates in the regions around the end points. It is also apparent that the accuracy of the
unregularized Gauss kernel saturates (due to the increasing ill-conditioning of the discrete system),
while regularization is essentially unnecessary for the Laplace kernel, again due to the fact that the
discrete system corresponds to a differential operator of “minimal order” and leads to significantly
less ill-conditioning.

These experiments show the respective benefits of the two kernels. The Gauss kernel delivers an
analytic signature which attempts to place the data points on a union of smooth curves, while the
Laplace kernel leads to a merely continuous signature which can therefore exhibit level sets that more
closely follow the data points, even as they go through corners (singularities in general). This will
be even more evident in the experiments depicted in Figures 3-6 and 7-9, where the data points
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Figure 2. The top row depicts level lines of the signature function of the 48 white
points and the implied normals obtained using the Gaussian kernel. The second row
depicts the same for the Laplace kernel. The experiments in the first column correspond
to no regularization (α “ 0), whereas α “ 10´10 for the ones in the right column.

Method/Points 32 64 128 256

Gauss α “ 0 2.26 ˆ 10´6 2.16 ˆ 10´6 1.54 ˆ 10´6 5.51 ˆ 10´6

α “ 10´10 5.47 ˆ 10´4 2.78 ˆ 10´4 1.24 ˆ 10´4 4.22 ˆ 10´5

Laplace α “ 0 4.84 0.24 5.12 ˆ 10´4 1.01 ˆ 10´6

α “ 10´10 4.84 0.24 5.12 ˆ 10´4 7.55 ˆ 10´7

Table 1. The average relative error between the exact and the implied curvature at
the points found in the middle quarter of a sector of the unit circle of aperture π

16 .

are randomly displaced from their original position along the circle and along the boundary of the
square. The new points are obtained from the old ones by adding a displacement of 5%, 10%, and
50% which is uniform in direction and in distance. The percentage refers to maximal displacement
size as a fraction of the maximal distance between consecutive data points. In this way, the error is
directly related to the data set, which is in general all that is available. Notice, however, that the
ordering (parametrization) of the points is not in any way required knowledge for the construction of
the signature function. Figure 4 shows the realization of the random data sets with different level of
noise for the experiments depicted in Figures 3-6 and 7-9 obtained by the use of the Gaussian kernel.
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Figure 3. The circle example revisited by randomly displacing the original exact
sample by 5% noise. Depicted are the level lines and implied normals obtained by means
of the Gauss kernel based signature function compute with different regularization levels
α “ 0, 10´10, .01, .05, .1, .25 in increasing order from top left to bottom right.

The corresponding experiments with the Laplace kernel are based on a different realization of the
perturbed data set that is not depicted in this paper. It is evident how the analytic signature tries
to accomodate smooth level lines through the data without necessarily connecting the points in what
the human eye would consider the natural way. Notice, however, how the implied normals can still
approximately capture the tangent line to the “average curve”. The introduction of regularization, by
allowing for approximate interpolation, makes it possible for the method to successfully connect the
dots into a smooth line and capture its normal vector. In these and subsequent numerical experiments,
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Figure 4. The original set of data points is shown in all images as red diamonds. The
blue dots show the noise-perturbed data points at the different noise levels: 5%, 10%,
and 50% from left to right.

the level line depicted in red is that corresponding the average value of the signature function on the
data set.

Next we show in Figures 10-11 and Figures 12-13 the results of the same experiments that are
obtained with the signature function built on the Laplace kernel but only with 10% and 50% noise
levels. It is remarkable how the normals appear very stable across all choices of regularization. While
the method does not need to acquire any specific knowledge of local neighborhoods of the data set, it
can prove convenient to apply it locally when one is confronted with a very large (data) set. This is
especially true when some regularization is necessary and when using the Gaussian kernel which can
lead to an overly simplified implied level set that interpolates all the data points. The experiments
found in Figures 14 and 15 show the method applied to a non-smooth graph locally around the origin
without and with noise. In Tables 2-3 we record the implied normals and curvatures computed at the
origin with the Gauss kernel at various regularization and noise levels. Again the normal appears to
be computed in a very stable manner across noise and regularization levels.

Noise/Regularization 0 10´10 .01 .05 .1

0% p´.000002, 1.q p0., ´1.q

5% p0.0568, ´0.998q p0.0025, ´1.q p´.000419, ´1.q p´.000368, ´1.q p´.000407, ´1.q

10% p.000892, 1.q p´0.0152, ´0.9999q p.000821, ´1.q p.000332, ´1.q p.000835, ´1.q

50% p0.016, 1.q p0.0885, 0.996q p0.0031 ´ 1.q p´.000419, ´1.q p´0.00364, ´1.q

Table 2. Implied normal at the origin for the graph experiment.
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Figure 5. The circle example revisited by randomly displacing the original exact sam-
ple by 10% noise. Depicted are the level lines and implied normals obtained by means
of the Gauss kernel based signature function compute with different regularization lev-
els α “ 0, 10´10, .01, .05, .1, .25 in increasing order from top left to bottom right.

Next we consider some examples where d “ 3, starting with the unit sphere. We take a random
sample of points of size m “ 80 that lie exactly on the sphere and used them to compute the signature
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Figure 6. The circle example revisited by randomly displacing the original exact sam-
ple by 50% noise. Depicted are the level lines and implied normals obtained by means
of the Gauss kernel based signature function compute with different regularization lev-
els α “ 0, 10´10, .01, .05, .1, .25 in increasing order from top left to bottom right.

function, which, in turn, we use to obtain the implied curvature at another set of randomly chosen
points on the sphere. The random sample is generated by choosing x3 uniformly at random from r´1, 1s

and then setting x “ p
a

1 ´ x23 cospθq,
a

1 ´ x23 sinpθq, x3q for θ uniformly distributed in r0, 2πq. It is
depicted in Figure 16. Then we compute the implied normals and implied curvatures at 32 other
points on the sphere sampled in the same way. The maximum deviation from the value 1 of the
signature function at these points is .0000225, the maximum angle between the exact normal and the
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Figure 7. The square example revisited by randomly displacing the original exact
sample by 5% noise. Depicted are the level lines and implied normals obtained by means
of the Gauss kernel based signature function compute with different regularization levels
α “ 0, 10´10, .01, .05, .1, .25 in increasing order from top left to bottom right.

implied normal is 0.00873 degrees, and the maximum error in curvature is 0.0143. Finally we consider
a higher codimension manifold. A portion of the helix given by the parametrization

X : r0, 1s Ñ R3, t ÞÑ
`

cosp2πtq, sinp2πtq, t
˘

.

It has constant curvature κ “ 4π2

4π2`1
» 0.97529. In this case the method delivers a hypersurface

that contains the helix. One of the principal curvatures of this hypersurafce does approximate the
curvature of the helix but the other is spurious. It is, however, possible to use both kernels, which
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Figure 8. The square example revisited by randomly displacing the original exact
sample by 10% noise. Depicted are the level lines and implied normals obtained by
means of the Gauss kernel based signature function compute with different regulariza-
tion levels α “ 0, 10´10, .01, .05, .1, .25 in increasing order from top left to bottom right.

lead to distinct hypersurfaces containing the helix and which happen to have significantly different
spurious principal curvatures. Table 4 shows the implied curvatures (α “ 10´10) of the hypersurfaces
generated with the two different kernels based on 256 points equally spaced along the helix. These are
computed about the midpoint of the helix (the midpoint itself and the two neighbors on each side),
where the accuracy is expected to be best. The “real” curvature can clearly be identified. Notice
that we change the Laplace kernel in this calculation by setting the regularization parameter to r “ 1
in order for it to yield good approximations for the curvatures. The use of different kernels can also
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Figure 9. The square example revisited by randomly displacing the original exact
sample by 50% noise. Depicted are the level lines and implied normals obtained by
means of the Gauss kernel based signature function compute with different regulariza-
tion levels α “ 0, 10´10, .01, .05, .1, .25 in increasing order from top left to bottom right.

be used in order to estimate the dimension of a geometrical object, given a sample of its points. To
illustrate this, we consider a helix in R5 given by

X : r0, 1s Ñ R5, t ÞÑ
`

cosp2πtq, sinp2πtq, t, t, t
˘

,

the curvature of which amounts to κ “ 4π2

4π2`3
» .9294. By comparing the curvatures computed

using the two different kernels based on a sample of 256 points equally spaced along the curve, shown
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Noise/Regularization 0 10´10 .01 .05 .1

0% ´4. 3.999

5% 40.10 3.0307 3.301 4.410 5.6205

10% ´4935 3.295 3.3 4.412 5.6385

50% ´0.9671 ´10.52 3.359 4.513 5.764

Table 3. Implied curvature at the origin for the graph experiment.

in Table 5, it is apparent that only one curvature remains “unchanged” when switching the kernel,
pointing to the “correct” curvature and the one dimensionality of the point cloud.

Kernel/|Curvature|

Gauss (approximate) 0.9678 0.9742 0.9742 0.9742 0.9742

Laplace (approximate) 0.9752 0.9753 0.9753 0.9752 0.9752

Gauss (spurious) 3.1960 3.1965 3.1968 3.1968 3.1965

Laplace (spurious) 1.7175 1.7176 1.7177 1.7177 1.7176

Table 4. Absolute value of the implied curvature at points located in the center of
the helix in R3.

Kernel/|Curvature|

Gauss (approximate) 0.9468 0.9468 0.9468 0.9468 0.9468

Laplace (approximate) 0.9513 0.9514 0.9514 0.9513 0.9513

Gauss (spurious 1) 3.3624 3.3625 3.3625 3.3624 3.3621

Laplace (spurious 1) 1.7190 1.7191 1.7191 1.7190 1.7189

Gauss (spurious 2) 3.2080 3.2083 3.2083 3.2080 3.2073

Laplace (spurious 2) 1.5909 1.5910 1.5910 1.5909 1.5907

Gauss (spurious 3) 3.3624 3.3625 3.3625 3.3624 3.3621

Laplace (spurious 3) 1.7190 1.7191 1.7191 1.7190 1.7189

Table 5. Absolute value of the implied curvature at points located in the center of
the helix in R5.
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Figure 10. The circle example revisited by randomly displacing the original exact
sample by 10% noise. Depicted are the level lines and implied normals obtained by
means of the Laplace kernel based signature function compute with different regular-
ization levels α “ 0, 10´10, .01, .05, .1, .25 in increasing order from top left to bottom
right.
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Figure 11. The circle example revisited by randomly displacing the original exact
sample by 50% noise. Depicted are the level lines and implied normals obtained by
means of the Laplace kernel based signature function compute with different regular-
ization levels α “ 0, 10´10, .01, .05, .1, .25 in increasing order from top left to bottom
right.
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Figure 12. The square example revisited by randomly displacing the original exact
sample by 10% noise. Depicted are the level lines and implied normals obtained by
means of the Laplace kernel based signature function compute with different regular-
ization levels α “ 0, 10´10, .01, .05, .1, .25 in increasing order from top left to bottom
right.
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Figure 13. The square example revisited by randomly displacing the original exact
sample by 50% noise. Depicted are the level lines and implied normals obtained by
means of the Laplace kernel based signature function compute with different regular-
ization levels α “ 0, 10´10, .01, .05, .1, .25 in increasing order from top left to bottom
right.
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Figure 14. The top row depicts the implied level line (in red) of the signature function
of the graph (in yellow) of the function y “ ´1`x2 `|x|2.5 for x P r´.25, .25s along the
implied normals (at the data points) obtained using the Gaussian kernel. The second
row depicts the same for the Laplace kernel. The experiments in the first column
correspond to no regularization (α “ 0), where α “ 10´10 for the ones in the right
column.
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Figure 15. The graph example revisited by randomly displacing the original exact
sample by 10% and 50% noise. Depicted are the level lines and implied normals ob-
tained by means of the Gauss (left column) and Laplace (right column) kernel based
signature function computed with different regularization levels α “ .01, .05, .1 in in-
creasing order from top left to bottom right.
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Figure 16. 80 points randomly sampled from the unit sphere.
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