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LANDMARK ALTERNATING DIFFUSION

SING-YUAN YEH, HAU-TIENG WU, RONEN TALMON, AND MAO-PEI TSUI

ABSTRACT. Alternating Diffusion (AD) is a commonly applied diffusion-based
sensor fusion algorithm. While it has been successfully applied to various prob-
lems, its computational burden remains a limitation. Inspired by the landmark
diffusion idea considered in the Robust and Scalable Embedding via Landmark
Diffusion (ROSELAND), we propose a variation of AD, called Landmark AD
(LAD), which captures the essence of AD while offering superior computa-
tional efficiency. We provide a series of theoretical analyses of LAD under the
manifold setup and apply it to the automatic sleep stage annotation problem
with two electroencephalogram channels to demonstrate its application.

1. INTRODUCTION

With the advancement of sensing technology, it is becoming increasingly common
to collect data from multiple sensors simultaneously. Sensor fusion is a technique
that involves combining data from multiple sensors to obtain an accurate, reliable,
and comprehensive understanding of the underlying phenomenon or environment
being monitored [15, 9]. This process aims to overcome limitations inherent in the
usage of individual sensors, such as noise, bias, or limited coverage, by leveraging
complementary information from multiple sources. Various sensor fusion techniques
and algorithms exist, including statistical methods, machine learning algorithms,
Bayesian inference, and mathematical modeling. Specific examples include linear
algorithms such as the canonical correlation analysis (CCA) and its variants [12,
11, 10, 13], nonparametric canonical correlation analysis (NCCA) [25], alternating
diffusion (AD) [17, 36] and its generalizations [14, 31, 32], time-coupled diffusion
maps [24], and multiview diffusion maps [20], to mention just a few. See [31, 39, 32]
and the references therein for a more comprehensive literature review. Some of these
algorithms aim at extracting common information shared by the datasets acquired
by the different sensors while others attempt to identify the different and unique
information among them.

Our focus in this paper is centered on the diffusion-based approach, particularly
the AD algorithm. AD has shown remarkable efficacy in solving a diverse array
of problems, producing significant results across various fields. These applications
include, but are not limited to, audio-visual voice activity detection [8], sequential
audio-visual correspondence [7], automatic sleep stage identification using multi-
ple sensors [18], and advanced interpretation of electroencephalogram (EEG) sig-
nals [21, 22]. Furthermore, AD has been instrumental in seismic event modeling
[19], predicting Intelligence Quotient (IQ) using two functional Magnetic Resonance
Imaging (fMRI) paradigms [38], multi-microphone speaker localization [16], fetal
electrocardiogram analysis [31], and the development of multiview spectral clus-
tering methods [28]. This diverse range of applications highlights AD’s versatility
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and its potential for driving significant advancements in various scientific and tech-
nological domains. Additionally, various theoretical results have been established
to support the efficacy of AD. For example, in [17], it is shown that AD extracts
the common information under the general metric space model. Under the man-
ifold setup, it is demonstrated in [36] that AD asymptotically converges to the
Laplace-Beltrami operator of the common manifold, which is insusceptible to the
sensor-specific nuisance information modeled by a product manifold structure. The
Laplace-Beltrami operator might be deformed if the common information shared by
the two sensors is not identical but diffeomorphically related. The behavior of AD
under the null hypothesis has been reported in [5] using random matrix theory and
free probability framework, showing that asymptotically the spectrum converges
to a deterministic distribution. Under the same framework as in [5], various noisy
setups under the nonnull hypothesis have been studied in [6], including scenarios
that model situations when one sensor malfunctions.

Although AD has been extensively researched and applied in various fields, a
notable limitation arises from its computational demands. This is primarily due to
the eigendecomposition, which is a critical yet resource-intensive step in the algo-
rithm. In this paper, we present a new variation of AD that is theoretically sound
and retains the core principles of the original method. This variation is designed to
significantly improve computational efficiency. Our approach makes use of the land-
mark diffusion concept originally introduced in the algorithm Robust and Scalable
Embedding via Landmark Diffusion (ROSELAND) [29, 30] to expedite the diffusion
maps algorithm, which is a central manifold learning method [4]. The concept of
landmark diffusion involves constraining diffusion from one point to another using
a pre-designed landmark set. By leveraging this landmark set, one can alleviate the
computational demand of the eigendecomposition of a large kernel matrix of the
entire dataset using the eigendecomposition of the much smaller kernel matrix of
the landmark set. Specifically, by forcing the diffusion on each sensor to go through
a predetermined landmark set, the AD algorithm can be sped up. We refer to the
proposed algorithm as Landmark Alternating Diffusion (LAD). Additionally, be-
sides demonstrating its computational superiority, we provide a series of theoretical
analyses under the manifold framework. Furthermore, we showcase the application
of LAD to the automatic sleep stage annotation problem, illustrating its practical
utility.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review
AD. In Section 3.1, we present the proposed LAD algorithm. Justification of LAD
on the linear algebra level is given in Section 3.2. In Section 4, we analyze the
asymptotic behavior of LAD under a manifold setting, which equates LAD and AD
on the asymptotical region. This analysis also provides us with a method to choose
the hyperparameters of LAD. In Section 5, we apply Landmark AD to several
simulation datasets to validate the theory proposed in Section 4. In Section 6,
LAD is applied to the sleep dataset by fusing signals from two channels to analyze
sleep stages. In Section 7, we provide the proof of the main theorem in Section 4.

2. BACKGROUND ON ALTERNATING DIFFUSION (AD)

We start with a quick review of the AD algorithm. Suppose we have n pairs of
measurements recorded from two sensors simultaneously, denoted as X := {(s;, 7)., C
(M1, dy) x (Mo, dz2), where (My,dy) and (IMy, ds) are metric spaces; that is, the
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dataset Xy := {s;}Y_; C 9y is from the first sensor, and Xy := {r;}Y_, C My is
from the second sensor. Take two non-negative smooth kernel functions K1), K 52) :
R>o — R, that decay sufficiently fast. To simplify the discussion, we assume K ()

7 (2) coe 1 12)2
and K¢ are Gaussian functions Woris

Define the affinity matrices W1 W) € R"*” for the first and second sensors as

1 2 9 9
W = g (d()(ssa)> and W) = i (d“(rm) |

€1 €2

, but other kernels can be considered.

where €1, €5 > 0 are kernel bandwidths that can be chosen by the user. Define the
associated diagonal degree matrices by
0 _ N~
DY = YW
j=1
where ¢ = 1,2, and the diffusion matrices
M® — DO w®©

The alternating diffusion matriz introduced in [17, 36] is given by
(2.1) M =MBME e Rrxn

M is also a diffusion matrix in the sense that the sums of rows equal 1 and the
spectral norm is bounded by 1, but in general, it might not be diagonalizable.

Suppose the eigenvalue decomposition (EVD) of M = UAU™! exists, where
U € Gl(n) and A is a diagonal matrix. Denote the eigenvalues satisfying 1 =
A1 > Ay > --- > )\, and the associated eigenvectors ui,us,...,u,. Choose 1 <
g < n, and denote U, = [ug,...,ugs41] € R" 7 and corresponding eigenvalues
A, = diag(A2, A3,...,A\g11). We then embed the dataset into a ¢-dim Euclidean
space via ¥; by

U, (s4,75) — eiTUqAZ € R?

where e; is a unit column vector with 1 in the j-th entry, T means the transpose
and t > 0 is the diffusion time chosen by the user. U; is the AD with the initial
diffusion on the second sensor, or in short the AD. While the AD has been applied
to a broad range of problems, e.g., [18, 14, 21, 16], it is limited by its computational
time, which is governed by the eigenvalue decomposition. Note that even if M)
and M(®) are both sparse, which could make the eigenvalue decomposition of each
more efficient, the product in (2.1) hinders the sparsity structure.

3. PROPOSED LANDMARK ALTERNATING DIFFUSION (LAD) ALGORITHM

In this section, we present the proposed LAD algorithm with initial theoretical
support from a linear algebra viewpoint.

3.1. Landmark alternating diffusion. To alleviate the computational burden
and speed up AD, inspired by a recent landmark diffusion algorithm ROSELAND
[29, 30], we propose a new algorithm, called landmark AD (LAD).

Take a set Z := {(ak, by) )7y C (M1, d1) x (Mg, dz), where m < n. We call Z
the landmark set, Z, := {ar}Py C (9My,dy1) the landmark set of the first sensor,
and Z, = {bi}7, C (Mg, d2) the landmark set of the second sensor. In practice,
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Z could be a subset of X. Construct two landmark affinity matrices W, W@ e
R™ ™ which are defined by

31w o g0 (ena)? e - ge (A0
ik 1 ik .

Construct a diagonal matrix D) as follows:

(3.2) D® = diag(W(Q)TW(z)lm) ’

where 1,, € R™*! is a column vector with all entries 1. Then, fix a normalization
factor o € [0,1] and define the landmark diffusion matriz of the second sensor

(3.3) M® .= W(D@)~> ¢ RP¥™,
Next, construct a diagonal matrix DS) as
(3.4) D) = diag(WHM®PT1,,) € R,
Then, the landmark diffusion matriz of the first sensor are defined as
(3.5) MY = (D)W ¢ Rrxm
The landmark AD matriz is defined as
Ma _ ME}I)M&Q)T c RWX7

To speed up the computation, consider the matrix MEE)TMS) € R™*™ compute
the eigenstructure of 1\7[53”1\_/[&1 on m landmarks and extrapolate to the whole
database in the following way. Denote the EVD of 1\7[53’1\71&” by

(3.6) M@ TMY = VAV~ e R™*™
where the diagonal entries of A are Ay > Ao > - > X\ > Aprg1 = ... = Ay = 0.

Set U = 1\7[&1)\7 € R™™™_ Choose 1 < q < m/. Let qu € R"*? be a matrix
that contains the first ¢ columns of U and A, a diagonal matrix containing the
associated eigenvalues. The a-normalized LAD with the initial diffusion on the
second sensor, or a-LAD in short, is defined as

U, : (s4,75) — einJq (At € RY,
where t > 0 is the diffusion time chosen by the user. The output is the diffusion
result on {r;}? ;. The pseudocode of a-LAD is summarized in Algorithm 1.

The computational complexity of evaluating the landmark affinity matrices and
landmark diffusion matrices, obtaining M&Q)TMS) and the EVD of 1\7[&2”1\7[&1) are
O(nm), O(nm?) and O(m?81) respectively. Therefore, the overall computational
complexity of a-LAD is ©(nm) + O(nm?) since we assume m < n. Eventually, if
m < n'/2, a-LAD has a preferable computational complexity compared with AD.

3.2. Justification of LAD from a linear algebra perspective. Suppose we
have a vector v € RY, of mass distribution on the measurements from the second

sensor such that v " 1,, = 1. Geometrically, we could understand AD as two diffusion
steps of v. The first step is a diffusion on the second dataset, i.e., M(®)v. Then,
the result is bijectively transferred to the first dataset by considering the range of
M® as the domain of M(1). The second diffusion step is then applied on the first
dataset, i.e., M(WM®@)y). It is noteworthy that when X; = X, AD reduces to a
single diffusion step with double diffusion time.
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Algorithm 1 Landmark Alternating Diffusion (LAD)

Input: Two datasets, {s;}]—y C (M1, d1) and {r;}]—; C (Ma,ds), are
sampled simultaneously from two sensors. Choose €1, €2 > 0, embedding dimension
0 < ¢ < m, diffusion time ¢ > 0, a € [0,1] and landmark size 0 < m < n.

Choose the landmark set {(ax, bg)}req;

Build the n x m landmark affinity matrix W) by V_Vl(;) = K}(ll)(si, ak);

Build the n x m landmark affinity matrix W) by Wg) = f(e(f) (rsy bi);
Construct D) = diag(W(Q)TV_V(?)lm);

Construct the landmark diffusion matrix 1\_/1((3) = W(2)(D(2))_O‘;

Construct the n x n diagonal landmark degree matrices ]_381) by I_)S) =
diag(W(l)M&Q)Tln);

7. Construct the landmark diffusion matrix M = (DS))*W(U;

8: Apply EVD on the matrix M‘O?)TMS’ = VAV ! where eigenvalues are \; >

c > At

9: Set I:J - MPV = [y Um]; B > Approximate U
10: Set Uy = [t - Ugy1] and Ay = [Ag -+ Agt1];
Output: ¢/ U, AfI as the embedded point of (s;,r;), where : = 1,...,n.

To speed up the computation time, a-LAD attempts to approximate the effec-
tive diffusion process above by incorporating intermittent diffusion steps on the
landmarks. The initial diffusion is transferred from X, to Z by considering M&Q)v.
Then, the result is bijectively transferred from Zs to Z4. Finally, diffusion from Z
to A is applied, i.e., M&l)M&Q)v. Overall, we obtain a diffusion from X5 to X; as
in AD, but the intermittent diffusion steps are performed on the landmarks.

First, we show that the landmark AD matrix M, is a diffusion matrix. By
construction, based on the kernels, all the entries of M, are nonnegative. By
Equations (3.4) and (3.5), we have

MOMPT1, = diag(WOMPT1,) " 'WO (D) ew@1,
(3.7) — diag(WH(D?)~*W®1,) " 'WO(D®)~ow®@1, = 1,,,

which concludes that M, is a diffusion matrix. Moreover, the above calculation
shows that the L°° norm of 1\71((11)1\7123)—r is 1. Since the spectral norm is bounded by
the L* norm, all eigenvalues, while might be complex, are bounded by 1. When
all the eigenvalues of 1\7[511)1\_/[&2)T are simple, the EVD exists. However, in gen-
eral, the matrix might be defective. In Section 4, we will show that under the
manifold setup, asymptotically, 1\718)1\7[&2)T pointwisely converges to a self-adjoint
operator. By this result and numerical confirmation, we hypothesize that the eigen-
values of M{VMP T are asymptotically real, and M{'MP " is asymptotically
non-defective.

Next, we discuss the relationship between the spectral structures of 1\7182”1\7[5,})
and MOMPT. Suppose MY is of full rank. Let V € GI(m) be the eigenvector
matrix of M MY, By the rank-nullity theorem, the null space of MY is
degenerate and hence U := Mgl)V is of full rank as well. By a direct calculation,
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the columns of U form the m right eigenvectors of M&I)M&Z)T. If the rank of
1\_/18)1\_/[((3)T is m, then we obtain all the nontrivial right eigenvectors. Note that in
general, even if the rank of 1\7[511) is less than m, we can still recover the nontrivial

eigenvectors of 1\7{&”1\7[((3” from the nontrivial eigenvectors of 1\_/[&2)T1\_/[&1). Overall,
we get that we can speed up the computation of the nontrivial eigenvectors of the

S)MEE)T using a-LAD by considering the eigendecomposition of

the smaller m x m matrix M&Q)TME}).

We remark that the normalization factor o € [0, 1] plays a similar role as in
diffusion maps [4]. We will systematically study its effect in Section 4 under the
manifold setup. Broadly, we will show that under the manifold setup, when o = 1,
the impact of the landmark distribution is minimized. Conversely, when o = 0,
0-LAD is impacted by the landmark distribution. In the special case that a = 0

and X; = Xs, 0-LAD is reduced to ROSELAND [29, 30].

n X n matrix M

4. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF LAD UNDER THE MANIFOLD SETUP

To further understand the behavior of LAD and connect it with the original AD,
thereby showing that it recovers the common manifold, we continue to study the
asymptotic behavior of LAD under the manifold setup.

4.1. Manifold Setting. Suppose there is a common structure that two sensors
alm to capture, represented by a d-dimensional compact and smooth manifold M
without boundary. This manifold is referred to as the common manifold. In prac-
tice, different sensors may be of different modalities and capture different “views”
or information about the common manifold. These differences are captured by
different embeddings of M. We mention that it is possible to consider a more com-
plicated model that includes sensor-specific variables as in [17]. Let M be smoothly
embedded into RP* via (1) and into R?? via «(?), where p; and p, may not be equal.
Here, ¢(4) encodes the features of the /-th sensor, and RP* is the space that hosts
the acquired information. The collected dataset is modeled by independently and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) samples from two random vectors, X ) .= 0o X,
where X : (Q, F, P) — M is a random vector with induced measure on M, denoted
by v := X, P, defined on the Borel sigma algebra on M. It is important to note
that we cannot directly access M, but rather observe it through a dataset collected
by two sensors, {(s;, )}, where s; = () (x;) € RP and r; = 12 (z;) € RP. In
contrast to many sensor fusion techniques that merely aim to merge the multi-
sensor information, in LAD, as in AD, the ultimate goal is to recover the common
manifold by recovering X = {z;}?" ; C M from the dataset {(s;,7;)}7;.

Since () is a smooth embedding, :(Y) (M) and (M) diffeomorphic to each
other and ® := 1) 0,2 " is a diffeomorphism. Assume the metric of (9 (M), de-
noted as ¢(¥), is induced from the canonical metric of RP. Let dV¥) be the measure
associated with the Riemannian volume form induced from ¢(). Assume vaq is ab-
solutely continuous with respect to dV ). By the Radon-Nikodym theorem, there
exists a probability density function (p.d.f.) p®) on M such that dv = p)dV®).

The landmark set Z is modeled in a similar way. Assume Z = {z,}}", is
sample from a M-valued random variable Z : (2, F, P) — M with induced measure
vZ = Z,P. Assume Z is independent of X. By the Radon-Nikodym theorem, there
exists a p.d.f. pg) of Z® on M such that dv? = p(ze)dv(é), where ¢ =1, 2.
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With the sampled data {(s;, )}, C RP* xRP? and the landmark set {(a;, b;)}, C
RP x RP?, where a; = 1 (z;) and b; = 1(?)(z;), we can run LAD. Below we provide
a series of analyses studying the behavior of LAD under the manifold setup. Note
that while in general we can consider embeddings into more general metric spaces,
in this analysis we focus on (M, d;) = (RP¢, || - ||) for £ =1, 2.

With the above model, to proceed with the analysis, we specify the following
assumptions.

Assumption 4.1. (1) The d-dimensional manifold M is compact without bound-
ary and embedded into RP* via C*(M) map 1.
(2) The kernel functions are C3, positive and decay exponentially fast; that is,
exist c1,co > 0 such that

KO(t) < cre="  and 18, KO (1)| < cre= et

Furthermore, define ,urk = Jpa |z]|" 0" KO (||z||)dz. Assume u =1 for
(=1,2.

(3) v is absolutely continuous with respect to dV'©). Moreover, p'¥) € C*(M)
and is bounded below from zero.

Without loss of generality, we analyze LAD assuming it starts from the second
sensor. A similar analysis holds when it starts from the first sensor. First, we define
the degree function on the second manifold. To simplify the tedious notation, we

systematically use Ke(e) (xi,25) := K® (M) for £ =1,2.

Definition 4.2. Define the landmark kernel function K

lan,e *

M x M =Ry as

e

lan,e

(2,2") == /M K (z,2)K® (x, 2" )dv(x)

and define the landmark degree function, denoted as d? M- Ry, by

lan €

o) K(z)

lan e lan, e

2Ndv® (7).

First, recall the following result from [30, Theorem 10], which states that the

(2)
P

quantity d® approximates the quantity p®p

lan,e

Theorem 4.3 (Theorem 10 in [30]). Take f € C*(M). For x € M, we have
42.6) = [ KL v
M
2 15 (2 1 2
=t + 5 (5 A + A )

—w(z)p®(2)p (2)( )+ Vp@(2) - vpg)(z))] + O (e71?)

= edp(z)(z)p(zz)(z) (1 + eE(z)) + O (ed“) ,

where
By = 22P@ | A2 | IpO@) VP
PA@) D@ p2(a)pF () ’
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w(z) = §s(z) — ﬁ Jsaa [Hg)(ﬂ, 0))2d0, s(x) is the scalar curvature at x, and

H;_z) is the second fundamental form of the embedding at z, and |S?| is the volume
of the canonical (d — 1)-dim sphere.

Next, recall that that the landmark kernel induced by the landmark set depends
on the normalization factor a. We have the following definition.

Definition 4.4. («a-Landmark Alternating Diffusion Kernel) The a-landmark al-
ternating diffusion kernel, Kijan e o : M X M — Ry, is defined by

1) (2) (1
Klanea (.’E y K )Ke (Z 7y) dl/z (Z/) .
[dfil L)

The a-landmark alternating degree function, dian,c,o : M — Ry, is defined by

dlan,e,a(x) - / Klan,e,a(x, y)dV(y) .
M

With the a-landmark alternating diffusion kernel and a-landmark alternating
degree function, we can define the landmark alternating diffusion operator.

Definition 4.5. (Landmark Alternating Diffusion Operator) The landmark alter-
nating diffusion operator, Tan,c : C(M) — C(M), is defined as

Kianca(®,y) Fy)dv(y).

TNan,e,af(x) =
fan. €, f( ) M dlan,e,a(x)

It is clear that Tian ol = 1, where 1 is a constant function with value 1.

It is immediate to see that the above quantities are continuous companions of
landmark AD matrices used in the LAD algorithm. Denote v, = 237"  §,, to
be the empirical measure associated with the samples on the common manifold
and v2 = L L6 1 2; to be the empirical measure associated with the landmark

set. Note that dIan p

2 2)
dl(ar)lem . fM Kl(anen

= [uK lan (2, 2)dvZ(2') is the continuous version of
(2i,2")dvZ (2'), where Kl(ag en(@i 2') = [ K @ (2, 2)KP (2, 2")dvy (2).
By a dlrect expansion, we have D(Q) T K2

lan,e,n

(4,2 )dym( ) Slmllarly, dlan7€7a(xi) =
fM Kian,e.o(zi, y)dv(y) is the continuous version of fM Kian e.0.m (%, y)dv, (y), where
K()JL’Z K()( ’y)

Klaneozm z y fM (2) (2]
din,e,m

pU fM Kian e.an (%, y)dun( ). Along similar lines, we see that Kian e o (s, ;)

Oé’L’L

dvZ (7'). By a direct expansion, we have

(2T . . .
is the continuous version of (W(l)M&) )Z.j and Tian ¢, is the continuous version

of the landmark AD matrix M,, = MS)MSW.

The main theoretical result is about the asymptotic behavior of M,,, which is
composed of the variance analysis and bias analysis. In short, in the variance
analysis, asymptotically when n — oo, we quantify the stochastic fluctuation of the
convergence of My, to the integral operator Tan,e caused by finite sampling points.
In the bias analysis, asymptotically when ¢ — 0, we show that Tj,, . converges
to a deformed Laplacian-Beltrami operator defined on (M, g(2)) and quantify the
convergence rate. The proof of Theorem 4.6 is postponed to Section 7.

Theorem 4.6. Fiz x € M. Fiz normal coordinates around x associated with g(*)
and the associated exponential maps exp®), where £ = 1,2. Let B := (B}, C
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T, M be an orthonormal basis associated with g(®. Set
-1
R, = [dexp“) |O} (D] Ve [d)] [dexp(2) |0} € R4

with all quantities represented with the basis B. By the singular value decomposition
(SVD), we have R, = U A, VI, where A, = diag[\1, ..., \g] with \y > Xy > ... >
i, and U,,V, € O(d). Then, for a f € C3(M), when € > 0 is sufficiently small,
we have

(2)

d
Tiancaf(@) = f(z) + gzo A f ﬂz o Z)‘ V(Q)

“%iA (vg)p (z )+V553qa(”3)>v§§?f(w)

Go(T) ‘

L 0V (@) - VO f(a)

3/2
7 2O () +O(e7).
0 . . . . . ) p(z)(w)l—a
where V) is the covariant derivative associated with 10, ga(x) = W and

the implied constant depends on the scalar curvature at x, second fundamental form
at x, C3 norm of f and C? norms of p® and p(;)

By a direct calculation, asymptotically when ¢ — 0 the operator #2(% M

2,0

converges to

T2 ) i) (& v v,
Lo=0® 42T Sox Ve + ot B2} v
p N20 i=1 o '

which is self-adjoint in nature, and involves not only the intrinsic operator, the
Laplace-Beltrami operator A(?), but also first-order terms that depend on the sam-
pling densities and landmark densities. The theorem immediately leads to the
following corollaries, which demonstrate the connection between LAD and other
related algorithms.

Corollary 4.7. Consider p® = p(;). If we take « = 1/2, then qo = 1 and Theorem
4.6 is reduced to original AD; that is, for f € C3(M), we have

€l uéla -
im0 (2) = f(2) + =2 AP f(2) Zw

m ( d v<2>p<2>(x>VS§3f<x>>

PR @

en$) VO p (1) - VO f(2)
2d @ (z)

+ O(3/2).

If we further assume p® is constant; that is, the sampling is uniform, then we
obtain

() 1)

FEOND f(a) + ’“‘”ZW%M) O(e/2).

ﬂan,e7af($) = f(l‘) + 2

3
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This corollary implies that if the landmark distribution is the same as the data
sample distribution; that is, p? = p(zg), then if we take o = 1/2, the asymptotic

operator is the same as that of AD.
Corollary 4.8. Consider o = 1. Then q,(x) = m, which is independent on
pz. For f € C3(M), we have

(2) 1)

d
€20 Nz 0 (2)?
5 AP () + EZAVEEﬂ)

+w%Vmevwm>

d @ (z)

If we further assume p® is constant; that is, the sampling is uniform, then we
obtain

Tian .o f(x) = f(z) +

+ 0¥/,

(2)

. Nzo @ N20 (2) 3/2
T‘lan,e,af(x)_f(‘r)—’— 2d )f Z)‘v +O( /)

This corollary implies that the normalization factor « plays the same role as
the a-normalization in the original diffusion map algorithm [4] in the sense that
the landmark distribution does not impact the asymptotic operator. Clearly, while
the asymptotic operator does not depend on the landmark set, the operator is in
general different from that of AD, unless p(?) is constant.

Corollary 4.9. Consider p( ) (;)3 and take a = 1/2, KO = K® We have

qa(r) = W' For f € C3(M), we have

(2) V(Q) (2) V(g)

i=1

(2)

Ha 0 2)

4—2d[A +§jszEf<ﬂ ().
i=1

Furthermore, if R, = I, then \; = 1 and the result is independent on probability

density. If (V) = @) then we obtain a landmark design result to recover the

Laplace-Beltrami operator that is similar to Remark 1 in [29].

Next, we present the variance analysis of LAD. The proof is postponed to Sec-
-1
tion 7. We show that as n — oo, the matrix I, — (D&l)) W&DM&Q) behaves

asymptotically like the integral operator 1 —Tian ¢, The analysis primarily focuses
on the stochastic fluctuation of the convergence from finite sampling points. Since
the quantity of interest is of the order €, the stochastic fluctuation induced by the
finite sampling points should be much smaller than ¢ so that we can obtain the
quantify of interest.

Theorem 4.10. Take X = {z;},_, and Z = {z,}~,, where m = [nP] for some
0 < B <1 and [n?] is the smallest integer greater than or equal to x € R. Take
f € C3(M) and denote f € R™ such that f;, = f(x;). Let € = e(n) so that

53T V;Sf/fﬂ — 0 and € — 0 when n — oco. Then with probability higher than 1 —
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O (1/n?), we have
1 -1 ) = T e fs .
1 [(In - (DS)) ng)Mgz)> f} (i) = £ (@) = Tian o f () +(’)( Jlogn )
¢ €

nB/2ed/4+1

foralli=1,2,... n.

We shall mention that the convergence rate is not optimal. In short, according
to a numerical exploration reported in the end of Section 7, the convergence rate
should depend on €%/4t1/2 hut not ¢¥/4t1. This discrepancy comes from the fact
that we handle the convergence of landmark and dataset separately since handling
the dependence caused by the diffusion among dataset and landmark is challenging.
We leave this problem to our future work.

5. SIMULATION EXPERIMENT RESULTS

In this section, we use simulated data to validate the theoretical behavior of LAD,
and compare it with the original AD. All experiments were conducted on a computer
equipped with an 8-core Apple M1 CPU, utilizing MATLAB software version 9.10
(R2021a) in its 64-bit configuration for experimental design and analysis.

In addition to comparing the computational time, we also evaluate how accu-
rately a-LAD approximates AD. We consider three quantities. Denote (A, u;) as
the [-th eigenpair of a-LAD, and (u;,v;) as the I-th eigenpair of AD. The [-th
eigenvalue difference is quantified by |A\; — p| /1, while the eigenvector difference is
quantified by the inner product of (u;, v;)/||w||||vi]|. Third, we quantify the embed-
ding similarity. Assume we have n points and two embeddings E; and FEs, where
the embedding dimension is q. The third quantity is

1 n
d(Ey, Ey) := min (7 E\(i) — OF, (i );
(Er, E») omin n;\\ 1(7) 1(1)]l2
that is, the embedded points are rotationally aligned before evaluating the mean
pairwise distance. In this section, unless otherwise mentioned, the embedding sim-
ilarity is evaluated with ¢ = 3.

5.1. The impact of landmark size on a-LAD. We study the computational
time and how well LAD approximates AD with various landmark sizes Consider a
torus T? and a deformed torus S, defined as
z(u,v) = (R 4+ rcosv)cosu
T? = { (2,9, 2) |y(u,v) = (R4 rcosv)sinu
z(u,v) = rsinv

and
x(u,v) = [R+ (1 + 0.5 cos4u)r cosv] cos u

S = (z,y,2) |y(u,v) = [R+ (14 0.5cos4u)r cosv]|sinu
z(u,v) = (14 0.5 cos 4u)rsinv
where R = 2.5, r = 1, and u,v € [0,27). The factor 1 + 0.5 cos 4u deformed the
tube radius of the torus. There exist a diffeomorphism map, ®, : T?> — S. We
uniformly sample 5000 points on T? and map them to S using ®,, and collect
these points as {(r;,s;)}. We consider different landmark sizes as m = |2V/2]
for i = 11,12,13,...,21, where |-] is the floor function, and generate landmarks
independently for 30 times. We focus on o = 0.5 since 1/2-LAD gives us the best
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approximation of AD according to the established theorem. The results are shown
in Figure 1. Clearly, when the landmark size increases, the computational time
increases, but the top eigenvalues and eigenvectors of 1/2-LAD better approximate
those of AD.

Furthermore, if we increase n to 500,000 (1,000,000 respectively), a typical
laptop would no longer be able to compute AD. However, when using LAD with
m = 1,000, the computation time is 4.5 (12.3 respectively) minutes. The main
limitation going beyond one million points is out of the memory of the laptop.
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FIGURE 1. From left to right: a comparison of computational time
between AD and 1/2-LAD with different landmark sizes, the dif-
ference ratio of the 1st, 3rd, 5th non-trivial eigenvalues between
AD and 0.5-LAD, the inner product between the 1st, 3rd, 5th
non-trivial eigenvectors of AD and 0.5-LAD, where we plot top 6
non-trivial eigenvectors, and the embedding similarity between AD
and 0.5-LAD.

5.2. The dependence on the initial diffusion. Consider the canonical S' and
Trefoil knot C, defined as

S* = {(cos b, sinh)} C R?,
C = {(sinf + 2sin 26, cos — 2cos 26, —sin30)} C R3,
where 6 € [—7, 7). Note that S' and C are diffeomorphic via the map ®q : St — C:

T = sin (arctan ﬂ) + 2sin2 (arctan g)
T T

Og(z,y) = < y = cos (arctan Q) —2cos?2 (arctan Q)
x x

z=—sind (arctan Q) .
T

Uniformly sampling 1000 points from S! and mapping them to C using ®,, we
collect these points as the dataset X. We then uniformly choose 100 landmark
points from X and set a = 0.5. In Figure 2, we observe the impact of the initial
sensor chosen for diffusion in both AD and 0.5-LAD. Notably, the results of both
0.5-LAD and AD are contingent upon the selected initial sensor. Additionally,
the resulting embedding closely resembles the diffusion maps of the ending sensor,
indicating that the embedding is predominantly influenced by diffusion in the ending
sensor, which encodes the geometric information for the embedding. While C is
diffeomorphic to S!, it possesses a distinctive exterior topology different from S!.
However, since AD and LAD are both diffusion-based algorithms capturing local
geometric information, they ultimately cannot capture this exterior topology.
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FIGURE 2. Upper left: AD starting from S!'. Upper middle: 0.5-
LAD starting from S!. Upper Right: DM of dataset on C. Lower
left: AD starting from Trefoil knot C'. Lower middle: 0.5-LAD
starting from Trefoil knot C. Lower right: DM of dataset on S'.

5.3. The impact of landmark distribution and a-normalization. To study
the impact of landmark distribution, consider the canonical S! and ellipse E, defined
as

St = {(cos b, sinh)} C R?,
E ={(2cosb, sinf)} Cc R?,
where 0 € [, 7). We assume p(?) is constant and define ®; : S' — E by

Dy (z,y) = (2 cos (arctan %) ,sin (arctan %)) .

The dataset is generated by uniformly sampling n points on S' and mapping them
to E by ®1. We consider the following two scenarios. In the first scenario, p(zz) is

uniform, and in the second scenario, we set the non-uniform pg) (0) = % [0.48 cos 0+
0.52]. In both cases, we randomly sample 2500 points {(s;,r;) : s; € E,r; € St}
and choose 1000 landmark points according to p(zz).

a-LAD with various « under different p(ZQ) setups are shown in the left column of
Figure 3. We observe that when landmarks are uniformly selected, the choice of «
seems to have less impact on the embeddings. However, in the case of non-uniform
landmark selection, the embeddings vary and depend on the value of a. When a =
1, the embedding (colored in cyan) becomes similar to LAD with uniform sampling.
However, we will see below that when the landmark sampling is nonuniform, LAD
fails to recover AD when o = 1. The quantification of the deviation of LAD from
AD is shown in Figure 3. As « approaches 1, the impact of nonuniform landmark
distribution on LAD is mitigated, corroborating the theoretical analysis.

We known from the theoretical analysis shown in Corollary 4.8 that when o = 1,
although the impact of nonuniform landmark sample on LAD is eliminated, we
do not recover AD. To further explore this result, consider the same S' setup.
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FiGUrRE 3. Top row, from left to right: o-LAD with various «,
the difference ratio of the 2nd, 4th, 6th non-trivial eigenvalues
between AD and a-LAD, the inner product between the 2nd, 4th,
6th non-trivial eigenvectors of AD and a-LAD, where we plot the
top 6 eigenvectors, and the embedding similarity between AD and
a-LAD, where the landmark distribution is non-uniform. Bottom
row shows the same thing but when the landmark distribution is
uniform.

But this time, the dataset is sampled non-uniformly following the distribution p(2.
Additionally, we arbitrarily select four different landmark distributions. See the top
row of Figure 4 for an illustration. We sample 3500 points {(s;,r;) : s; € E,r; €
S} following p and choose 1000 landmark points following different landmark

distributions. We label these four different p(;) cases as “Case 1” to “Case 4.”

The embedding similarity under these different landmark distributions as « ap-
proaches 1 are shown in the top row of Figure 4. We see that as « approaches 1,
the embeddings by LAD are more similar, but these embeddings are not necessarily
similar to the embedding by AD. The quantification of embedding similarities is
shown at the bottom row of Figure 4.

Next, we ask whether we can design landmark distribution and choose o appro-
priately so that a-LAD can recover the original AD. Consider the same S' model
with ®; : S! — E, but with the data sampling distribution p(® non-uniform.
According to the established theorem, this can be achieved if pg) = p® and
a = 0.5. The sample point follows the probability density function p(®) () =
Litan™'(4 tan)]. We randomly select 2500 points {(s;, ;) : s; € E,r; € S'} and
choose 1000 landmark points from them. The quantification results with various «
are illustrated in Figure 5. We observe that 1/2-LAD approximates the embedding
by AD. This result is consistent with our theoretical expectations.

6. APPLICATION TO AUTOMATIC SLEEP STAGE ANNOTATION

According to the American Academy of Sleep Medicine (AASM), sleep dynamics
can be classified into two broad stages: rapid eye movement (REM) and non-rapid
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FicURE 4. Illustration of various embeddings by a-LAD under
different landmark distributions. Top row, from left to right: the
sampling density function p? and four landmark distributions,
labeled “Case 1”7 to “Case 4.” Middle row, from left to right:
the LAD with o« = 0,1/4,1/2,3/4, and 1, respectively. The blue
curve is the result of AD, which is the same from left to right.
The curves in other colors correspond to different landmark dis-
tributions. Lower row, from left to right: the pairwise embedding
similarity between different embeddings with o = 0,1/4,1/2,3/4,
and 1, respectively.

eye movement (NREM). The NREM stage is further divided into N1, N2 and N3. To
assess the sleep stage, experts read electroencephalogram (EEG), electroocculogram
(EOG), and electromyogram (EMG) following the R&K criteria [3, 27].

AD has been applied to establish an automatic sleep stage annotation system
from two EEG channels [21]. The key idea is that the common variable among
various channels reveals a more reliable physiological process associated with sleep
stages by eliminating sensor-specific disturbances. However, the computational bur-
den limits the application of AD to short signals. We now demonstrate that LAD
is a computationally efficient alternative to AD for extracting common sources of
brain dynamics recorded by the O1-A2 and O2-A1 electrodes for an automatic sleep
stage annotation system for five sleep stages, including awake, REM, N1, N2, and
N3. We consider polysomnogram data from forty subjects without sleep apnea from
the Taiwan Integrated Database for Intelligent Sleep (TIDIS). All subjects’ record-
ings exceed six hours. All experiments were conducted on a computer equipped
with two 12-core CPUs, Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU E5-2697 v2, utilizing MATLAB
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FIiGURE 5. Left: The o-LAD with p(zz) = p® and a =
0,1/4,1/2,3/4,1. Middle left: The difference ratio of the 2nd,
4th, 6th non-trivial eigenvalues of AD and a-LAD with o =
0,0.25,0.375,0.5,0.625,0.75,1. Middle right: The inner product
of the 2nd, 4th, 6th non-trivial eigenvectors of AD and «-LAD
with o = 0,0.25,0.375,0.5,0.625,0.75,1. Right: The embedding
similarity between AD and o-LAD with ¢ = 6.

software version 9.12 (R2022a) in its 64-bit configuration for experimental design
and analysis.

6.1. Feature Extraction. By the R&K criteria [3, 27], we take a 30-second epoch
for sleep stage evaluation. Each EEG channel recording undergoes the following
preprocessing. Suppose the i-th epoch starts at time ¢; and ends at ¢; + 30. We
extend the i-th epoch to a 90-second EEG segment starting at ¢; — 60 and ending
at t; + 30. Since the sampling rate is 200 Hz, each data vector is of size 18,000.
Following [21], we apply the scattering transform [1] to extract spectral features
from each 90-second EEG segment For subject z, denote ugz as the extracted
feature of the j-th epoch in the ¢-th channel, where ¢ = 1,2 represents O1-A2
and O2-A1, respectively, and x = 1,...,40 represents 40 subjects. Let U®) =
Uiozl{ugfg- ;-];1 be the scattering EEG spectral features of the ¢-th channel, where

J, is the number of epochs of subject . In this dataset, the size of () is 27,090
for £ = 1,2. Next, we apply AD or LAD to fuse information from the two channels.
Let m = 850 &~ 54/n is the size of the landmark set. Furthermore, following the
established theorem and the above simulation results, we set & = 0.5 and uniformly
sample landmark set from {(s;,7;)}, i.e., p» = p(ZQ) and the landmark set is a subset
of the original database.

It is well known that N2 stages dominate other sleep stages, and usually, N1 and
REM are much less frequent (See the leftmost column in Table 1, which show 52%
epochs are labeled N2 and only 9% are labeled N1). While handling the imbalanced
data is not the focus of this study, for the sake of completeness of the analysis, we
consider a simple balancing scheme — we uniformly sample 170 epochs from each
stage, resulting in a total of 850 epochs, as the landmark set. We conducted separate
experiments with and without the class balancing. In the subsequent experiments,
0.5-LAD without a class balancing is denoted by 0.5-LAD*.

6.2. Classification. We chose the standard and widely used kernel support vector
machine (SVM) [35] for the learning step. Kernel SVM finds a nonlinear hyperplane
to separate the data set into two disjoint subsets. Specifically, we opted for the
radial basis function (RBF) kernel. Since our sleep dynamics classification problem
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involves five classes, we needed to extend the kernel SVM to a multi-class SVM. To
achieve this, we applied the one-versus-all (OVA) classification scheme. We balance
the dataset using random down-sampling, which involves randomly selecting epochs
from the majority class (N2) and deleting them from the training dataset before
kernel SVM training. In our experiment, we randomly delete 50% of N2 epochs
before training.

6.3. Results. After applying 0.5-LAD, 0.5-LAD*, and AD to 29,070 epochs, the
top 3 non-trivial eigenvectors are shown in Figure 6. It can be observed that the
results of 0.5-LAD and 0.5-LAD* are mearly identical to those of AD. The inner
product of the top 3 non-trivial eigenvectors between 0.5-LAD and 0.5-LAD* are
0.9940, 0.9937, and 0.9936, respectively and the pairwise embedding similarity is
0.006.

We conducted leave-one-subject-out cross-validation (LOSOCV) to assess the
SVM prediction performance. The accuracy of AD, 0.5-LAD and 0.5-LAD* are
0.793 £+ 0.052, 0.780 4+ 0.035 and 0.785 4 0.039 over LOSOCYV, respectively. The
macro F1 of AD, 0.5-LAD and 0.5-LAD* are 0.655 &+ 0.068, 0.650 & 0.050 and
0.644 + 0.058 over LOSOCYV, respectively. By considering a p-value less than 0.05
as indicating statistical significance, both methods showed no significant difference
in accuracy or macro F1 compared to AD using the Wilcoxon sign-rank test with
Bonferroni correction (for accuracy, the p values are 0.459 and 0.863 when compar-
ing 0.5-LAD and 0.5-LAD* with AD respectively, and for macro F1, the p values
are 0.338 and 0.718 when comparing 0.5-LAD and 0.5-LAD* with AD respectively).
Notably, the computational times for 0.5-LAD and 0.5-LAD* are 14.4 and 13.8 sec-
onds respectively, which is shorter by over an order of magnitude than AD’s average
computation time, which is 9 minutes. In summary, despite slightly lower perfor-
mance without statistical significance, adopting 0.5-LAD substantially reduces the
computational time, enhancing practical utility.

The distributions of accuracy and macro-F1 by LOSOCV obtained from differ-
ent methods are depicted on the left-hand side and right-hand side of Figure 7,
respectively. Through LOSOCYV, we acquired 40 confusion matrices for each vali-
dation subject. It is evident that the outcomes of 0.5-LAD closely resemble those
of AD, while significantly reducing computational time. The cumulative sum of all
confusion matrices derived from AD and 0.5-LLAD are depicted in Table 1. Notably,
the recall of 0.5-LAD* outperforms that of 0.5-LAD in the classes with fewer data,
namely REM and N1, which emphasizes the importance of balancing the data.
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FIGURE 6. Left: embedding by AD. Middle: embedding by 0.5-
LAD. Right: embedding by 0.5-LAD*.
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mark AD with class-balanced landmark set fusion 2 channels AD
stands for AD fusion 2 channels and O1A2, O2A1 stands for dif-
fusion map on single channels.

* awake




LANDMARK ALTERNATING DIFFUSION

TABLE 1. Upper: The cumulative sum of all confusion matrices of
AD. Middle: The cumulative sum of all confusion matrices of 0.5-

LAD without class-balanced landmark set. Lower:

The cumula-

tive sum of all confusion matrices of 0.5-LAD* with class-balanced

landmark set.
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Predict
AD Awake REM N1 N2 N3
Awake (16 %) 3477 (82%) 143 (3%) 370 (9%) 236 (6%) 4 (0%)
o | REM (13 %) 63 (2%) 2517 (72%) 514 (15%) '414 (12%) 1 (0%)
& N1 (9 %) 432 (18%) 581 (24%) 868 (36%) 548 (23%) 0 (0%)
N2 (52 %) 287 (2%) 478 (3%) 464 (3%) 12441 (88%) 523 (4%)
3 (10 %) 121 (4%) 2 (0%) 2 (0%) 844 (31%) 1760 (64%)
Predict
0.5-LAD Awake REM N1 N2 N3
Awake (16 %) 3472 (82%) 173 (4%) 356 (8%) 226 (5%) 3 (0%)
¢ | REM (13 %) 90 (3%) 2475 (71%) 461 (13%) 482 (14%) 1 (0%)
& 1(9%) 470 (19%) 620 (26%) 742 (31%) 597 (25%) 0 (0%)
N2 (52 %) 276 (2%) 485 (3%) 447 (3%) 12422 (88%) 563 (4%)
3 (10 %) 30 (1%) 0 (0%) 2 (0%) 978 (36%) 1719 (63%)
Predict
0.5-LAD* Awake REM N1 N2 N3
Awake (16 %) 3555 (84%) 163 (4%) 291 (7%) 216 (5%) 5 (0%)
¢ | REM (13 %) 94 (3%) 2499 (71%) 439 (13%) 476 (14%) 1 (0%)
& N1 (9 %) 508 (21%) 592 (24%) 774 (32%) 554 (23%) 1 (0%)
N2 (52 %) 280 (2%) 506 (3%) 470 (3%) 12431 (88%) 506 (4%)
N3 (10 %) 24 (1%) 3 (0%) 4 (1%) 855 (31%) 1833 (67%)
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7. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

With the preparation in Section 4, in this section, we will prove Theorem 4.6
and 4.10.

7.1. Some background material for the proof. We collect some lemmas that
are needed for the proof in this subsection.

Lemma 7.1 ([36] Lemma A.2). In the normal coordinate around x € M, when
lvlly < 1,v € Ty M, the Riemannian measure satisfies

1
dV (exp, v) = <1 ~5 Ricy (z)vFv! + O (||v|3)) dv' Adv?. . A do”
where Ric is the Ricci curvature.

First, we evaluate the ambient distance of two points by the same metric.

Lemma 7.2 ([36] Lemma A.2). Fizx € M and y = expg)(v), where v € T, M
with ||v||y2 < 1. We have

)

g(i) ]

where II?) is the second fundamental form of (%), Q(QQ)(U) = 110® (v,v) and fo) (v):

%ng)ﬂ(z)(v,v). Further, for z = exp(f)(u), where u € Ty M with [Jul| 2 < 1, we
ave

(2(2) = @) =l = vl + Q5 (,v) + QP (. v) + O (Jlull o ol )

where

(O (y) = 1D(@) + 1D () + QF () + QP (v) + O |l

[0 e - P )|

2fu — vl g

<dL(2)(u —v), ng)(u) - Q§,2) (U)>

[u — |l g

QY (u,v) =

= (2
2 (u,v) =

Recall that we could find a diffeomorphism map ® : R¢ — R? such that ®o.(?) =
(1 Tts behavior is summarized below. Now, we evaluate the ambient distance by
the differnet metric.

Lemma 7.3 ([36] Lemma A.3). Fiz x € M. To simplify the notation, we ig-
nore the subscription of V(z)q)‘ﬂ)(m) and use V®. Similar simplification holds for

V(2)2(I>,db(2), 3| ete. Suppose y = expg) u, where u € Ty M and ||Jul| 42 is small
enough. Then we have

(D (y) = 10(@) + VedDu+ Q" () + @5V (w) + O (Jullkx )

where Qél) and Qél) are quadratic and cubic polynomials respectively defined by
él)(u) = 211 (u,u) and le)(u) = %VCI)VEE)H(Q)(U, u) + V20 (u, 1? (u,u)).
Further, for x € M defined as above, we have

1D (@) — D ()] = Ve (w)|| + Q5 (u) + O (Jlull*) ,
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where )
(1) (1)
O (w) = 2 <V¢db(2)(u)’Q31 (u)> + HQ21 (u)H
3 ' [V@de (u)]| '

We also need the following truncation lemma.

Lemma 7.4 ([36] Lemma A.5). Suppose Assumption 4.1 holds, F € L>°(M) and

0 < v < 1/2. Then, when € is small enough, for all pairs of x,y € M so that

y =exp? v and lvllg > 2€7, the following holds:

M

7.2. Proof of Theorem 4.6. We start with the asymptotical behavior of the
kernel associated with LAD. First, for convenience, denote

B @) = exal® (B

-0 (ed/2+3/2) '

where Bi(f) = {ue M| ||lullje <h} C TyM is a d-dim disk with the center 0
and the radius h > 0.

Lemma 7.5. Take f € C3(M), 0 <~y < 1/2 and x,y € M so that y = expg)v,
where v € T, M and ||v|| 2 < 2€7. Fiz normal coordinates around x associated

with ¢ and ¢® and fix orthonormal coordinates associated with g™V and g.
Under these orthonormal coordinates, denote

(7.1) R, = [dexpf) |0}71 [dL(z)]ilvq)[dL(l)] [d expfcl) |0] ,

which maps R to R? associated with the basis {E;}%_,. Then, when € is sufficiently
small, the following holds:

/ KM (2, 2)KD (2,y) F(2)aV ) (2)
M

=2 [F(2)Ag.c(v) + €2 A1 (F,v) + €Ay o(F,0)] + O(e¥/*3/%)

where
Ap,e(v) ¢=/ KW (| Rpw])) K@ (|Jw — v/v/el)dw
]Rd
A1 (Fiv) ¢=/ KW (| Ryw])) K@ (|lw — v/vel)VE F(z)dw,
]Rd
Ay (F,v) 1= F(2)Ba1,(v) + F(x)Bao,e(v) + Baz (F,v),
where

B (0) 1= [ (RO (ool K (o = 0/ VDR ()
+ [ RO (Rl [RO] (o = o/ VEDQE w0/ )

(2) 2
wa
V),

Baao(Fov) = [ RO (1Rw]) K=o/ vel)
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where Ric'”) is the Ricci curvature and IO is the second fundamental associ-
ated with ¢©). Note that Bo1..(v) depends on the first derivative of kernel func-
tions, Bag ¢(v) depends on Ricci curvature, and Bag (F,v) depends on the second
deriative of F. Moreover, Ag¢(v) = Ag,(—v), A1(F,v) = —A;1(F,—v) and
142)6(}’—‘7 ’U) = 142)6(}’—’7 —’U).

Proof. By the definition of kernels,

/ K0 (2, 2)KD (2,y) F(2)aV® (2)
M

:/ It (HL(U(I)\[L(U(Z)H> ® <||L(2)(Z)\/(2 H) (2)dV ) (2).
M € €

Suppose z = expy )( ), where u € T, M with [|lul|,2 < 1. By Lemma 7.3,

= (1) Hb(l)(l') — L(l)(z)H
< Ve
_ e (VAP (W) IR0 [Ved® )]\ @5 (w) [
K < Ve [ ] Ve Ve +O< € )

Note that le)(u) is an even function. On the other hand, by Lemma 7.2,

o (120 = o @)
\ﬁ

= ([P (u—0v)]| =@ 14?0\ @ (u,v) [ S
= ( e )T T Flro(bEAT)

Note that Q (2 ( —v) = Q (2 (u,v). By the Lemma 7.4, exist a y € (0,1) such
that we could replace the integral domain B( )(:c) c T,M by T, M with order
O(e?/?*3/2) where € is small enough. Now, it is sufficient to apply the Taylor
expansion,

/ KD (2, )K® (z,y) F(2)av®) (2)
M

- [ () o (M) 250 o ()
[ () e () e o (1 )

(1)2
u,u F
< | F(@) + VPR + e T 0<|u||3>]

x [1 = Ric) (@)u'n + 0 (|lul]?) ] du + O(/2+3/2)
=e¥2[F(2)Agc(v) + €2 A1 (F,0) + €A (F,v) + O(*?)],

Let w = u/+/e. By the change of variables, the result follows. [
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We remark that if the chosen kernels are both Gaussian, the a-landmark alter-
native kernel is Gaussian. Specifically, when KV and K(?) are both Gaussian, that
is, KO(t) = K@ (t) = e~ /\/7, we have

/2 B R
(7.2) Ap(v) = N (e [(1+42)

_ 2
1/2AmeTUH /e
)

which satisfies the exponential decay property of the kernel functions.

Lemma 7.6. Fiz z € M and pick F € C3(M). Fiz normal coordinates around
x associated with ¢V and ¢ and denote {F;}%_, C TuM to be an orthonormal
basis associated with ¢V, Set R, like (7.1) and by the SVD R, = U, A, VT, where
A, = diag A1, ..., \g]. Then, when € is sufficiently small, we have

/ / KD (2, 2)KD (2,) F(2)AV ) (2)G (3) dV® ()

{dt)(i(f +eCT(@)] +O(e),
where
CF(G) := F(2)G(x)W (z) + CF(G) + (@)
where
2uh) (& Mo
W(z) = ddet () <Z)\ Rlc > msm(x)
+/Rd Bgl,e(ﬁv)dv
F Mél% : (2) (2)
Cy (G) = d-det (Ay) (Z Ai [VEi F(z)Vi G(@D ;
and
cre) = i ZAV ip( )A(2)G( )
2 2d - det (A tod det (Ay) *

O]

K20 (2)
* 9d det (A (Z AV )

where Ric®”) is the Ricci curvature and s is the scalar curvature associated with
g9, Moreover, CF(G) depends on the first derivative of F and G, C¥ (G) depends
on the second derivative of F or G and W depends on the Ricci curvatures, scalar
curvatures and the second fundamental form.
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Proof. By Lemma 7.4, let y = expgg )( ), where v € T, M and we directly compute

/ / f(e(l)(;c,z)f}’e(z) (z,y) F(z)dV(z)(z)G(y) av® (y)
M JIM

—/? / [F(@)Aoc(v) + /241, (F,0) + s o(Fv) + O()]
Rd

(2)2
x [G(x) + VP G(z) + VfG(x) +0 (|lv]*)

< [t il @pted 10 (1) v+ 0 (44772)
::ed/Q[IO _|_€1/211 41y +els +I4] +O(6d+3/2)

where
IO:F(x)G(x)/ Ao (v)dv, I} = / Ay (F,v)VAG(x)dv,

/ AOe G(Jf) dU, 13 —/ Agg F U )d

I, = F(z)G(x) /]Rd Ape(v) Ricij (x)viv]dv

We compute the right-hand side term by term and apply the Equation (A.60) in
[36]. For Iy, let s = w — v/+/€ and we obtain

F(x /AOE Ydv = €¥?F(2)G(x /K<1> | Rpw]|) [/ K@ (||w—v/Ve|)dv| d

_ a2 F(2)G(2)
det(A,)

For I, set s = w — v/y/€ and u = R,w, and obtain

/ Ay (F,v)VPG(x)dv

Rd

=tz [ RO (Rl | [ KO - o/ AT F@ VG| do
R4

= / RO (Rl [ [ &2 0 = )76 0T P

=242 [ KO (|Ryw]) w VO G(2)w v F(z)dw

— (/2+1/2

\%\

f(1> (||Rzw|)) VA G(2) T (ww T ) VA F(z)dw

/24172, d

- T <Z v<2>F VDG )])
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where the third equality holds since the symmetric property. For Io, let s = w —
v/y/€ and u = R,w, and we have

v ()
/ Ao (v) L2 G g
Rd 2

(2

~ ~ Voo Gz

e [ RO (Rewl) | [ RO - oY
Rd Rd

zed/w%@ / KO (1R, [ / Bl o~ sfv@)QG(x)(w - o) du

" / RO (| Ryll) duw / K (|s])s™ v G(x)sds}
R4 Re

By the similar argument in I, we have

) @)
_ /241 H2,0 (2) 2,0 )
I2=c¢ [2ddet (ZA VeigG ) Sddet (Ay) T WATG@)

For I3, recall that Ay ((F,v) = F(2)Ba1,e(v)+F(x)Bag e (v) + Baz o (F,v), and hence

/ A27E(F, ’U)G(I’)d’t} = 15 + I6 + I7
Rd

The expansion of I, I, and Iy is by the same direct expansion. For I,

G(x)F(z) / Boy (v)dv = €V?G(2)F () / Boy (Vev)dv

R4 Rd
= e2Q(2)F(z)W ().

where W1 depends on second fundamental form. For I7, let s = w — v/y/e and
u = R,w, and we have

2) / Bas.o (F, v)dv
Rd

(2)
d/2+1G / Kl) (||Ryw]|) Mdv dw

/ RO (Jw - v/Vel)

:ed/2+1%/ R@)(Hsn)ds/ EO(||Ryw|)wT VO F(2)wdw

d/2+1 (1)

W (va )
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Finally, let s = w — v/+/€, and v = R w

Iy + elsg = F(z)G(x) [/ Ape(v) Ricl(-jz-) (z)v'vddv + Bgo(v)dv]
R4 R4
cd/2+1 (1) ed/2+1,,(2)
Ha H32.0 2)
7ddet( <Z)\ RIC ) ddet (Ay) G(z)F(z)s'“ (z)
d/zﬂugl) @)y d/2+1
m Z )\ RIC =€ G(.T)F(x)WQ(x) 5

where the term Ig is similar to the argument in I and s (z) = Z Rlc(é)( ) is
scalar curvature. By putting everything together and setting

(2)

2 2 5

+ B21,e(\/gv)dv

Rd

the desired result follows. O
With the above lemma, we can prove Theorem 4.6.

Proof. By definition, we have,

Tlan,e,af(m)

_ fM Klan,e,a(xv y)f(y)p(2) (y)dV(y)
fM Klan,e,a(xv y)p@)( )dV( )

Fe (S B9 @,2) g )QK‘”(z o (2)d ())f() )V (y)

fM <fM Ke(l)(xaz) d£2)( B K(Q)(Z y (2) Z) p(2)

The numerator of the left-hand side can be expanded and organized as

(2)
/ [ KO DK ) T5 SO s v

//K“’“ E® (2,9)p@ (2)" S (2)
x [1 - acE(z) + O()]dV A (2) £ (y)p® (y)aV P (y)
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To simplify the notation, denote g, (x) := p(z)(a:)’o‘p(;) (r)17@. By Lemma 7.6, the
above equation can be expanded and organized as

(7.3)
et [ KO E® (5 aal2) [1 - @BE)] V) )V (o)
MIM
2)p@ (2)qq (z _
I ) 0)an (@)W ()1 (0) — coa (0 (@) (0) B0
el (2)2
+2dd/:§0 [ Z)‘VEEP ZAVE)EQQ

(2)

(ZA[ P )Vﬁ)qa(w)D]f(x)
F o | @A @) f(2)

+2d(€£§?{ (Z)‘ {V(Q) @ ()R f(a )}) + 2p®? (Z/\ {V@) @)V f(@ )])}

2
X,

+ W‘B(A)Z%(I)V(z)p(?)(z) . v(2)f(x)
+ i (z) (2)(x)A(2)f(x) & Z/\ v )+ O(e 3/2)
2ddet(Ay) 1P 2d det(A,) 1 '

The denominator of the left-hand side can be expanded and organized as

2
—d(l—a z
1= )/ / KO(z, 2)K (2,9) d(z) 22 () 4y (1)@ ()av® ()

(2)*
@) (2o (x )
:pdét()ia)() + ep? (2)ga ()W (2) — eaga(z)p® (z) E(z)

(1)
€p
(7.4) +2dde‘§o[ ZAVEEP )+ p® (x ZAvg)EQ(x

2 (2 N VER®? <x>v§§3qa<x>]> }

(2)
[qa (£)APp®) (xﬂ L o).

€H2,0
2d det(A;)
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Putting the above together, we obtain the claimed result
(2) (1)

d
Tion o f5) = £@) + 52 A )+ =558 SNV,

euéﬂ% fy (v;?)p () , Vi) qa<x>> v fa)
E;

p o ()

24 O(?).
(]

7.3. Proof of Theorem 4.10. Recall the following results in [30], which states
the variance analysis of landmark kernels.

Lemma 7.7 (Equation (46) in [30]). Take X = {z;};_, and Z = {z},-,, where

m = [nﬁ] for some 0 < 8 <1 and [r] is the nearest integer of r € R. Then with
probability higher than 1 — O (1/n2), we have

1< log(n)
ol —d/2 j(2) VK@ (g /22 yvzoein)
n;e K (2, 2) K2 (24,21) = Ko (z,21) + O <n1/2ed/4 )
and

ii —d/2K(1)( . )K(2)( ) = —d/2 ( Y+ 0 M

m k_le € Ti, 2k € Zkux] =€ lan,e,0 ( 2k 21 nﬁ/Qed/‘l .
where Kl(age (zi,2j) tis defined in Definition 4.2 and Kianeo (2, 2;) is defined in

Definition 4 4 with a = 0.

Lemma 7.8 (Lemma C.1 in [34]). Take X = {x;}._, and Z = {z},.,, where
m = [nﬂ] for some 0 < 8 <1 and [r] is the nearest integer of r € R. Then with
probability higher than 1 — O (1/n2), we have

1 — g —d 4(2) log(n)
EZ Ky o (2 20) = € %dyy, (21) + O nBl2ed/s |

1=1
and
I~ o log(n)
E Zl € Klan,e,()(xia xj) =€ dlan,e,O (xz) + O (’I’L1/2€d/4 .
where all(ar)1  (21) and dyan,e,0(x;) are defined in Definition 4.2 and 4.4, respectively.

The following lemma shows the large deviation bound of original diffusion oper-
ator.

Lemma 7.9 ([33]). Take X = {z;}]_, and Z = {z,}],, where m = [n”] for
some 0 < B < 1 and [r] is the nearest integer of r € R. Let € = e( ) so that
Vd1ogn

—azris — 0 and € — 0 when n — oo. Then with probability higher than
1—0(1/n?), we have

& 21 Kian e, (@i 25) (f(20) — f(a))
% Z?:l Klan,e,a (l‘i, l’j)

Viogn
= f(z:) — Nan,e,af (i) + O <nl/2€d/4—1/2
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Before we prove Theorem 4.10, we define some functions for convenience.

n

Ze‘d/ﬂ(ﬁz) (2r, 1) K& (1, 21)

i=1

Kl(azrz,e,n(zk’ Zl) =

3=

m

A 1
dl(aQr)l,e,m(Zk) = E Z _d/QKl(aZIZ € m(zkv Zl)7

1=1
Kianc.om (i, ) = % i e 2KW (24, 20) KP (21, 75) d\1(321)1,€,7n(zk)7a7
k=1
dlan,e,a,n(%‘) = % Zn: eid/QKIan,e,a,m(xia z;),
j=1
and
diz) . (2n) = %iE_dKl(;z (zny 20),
=1
Kianc.om (T3, ;) 1= % gjl AR (0, 2) KP (2, 27) di) (2) 70

Now, it is sufficient to prove the Theorem 4.10.

Proof. Fix x; € M and « € [0, 1]. For convenience, define

. 1 -1 .
=2 (1 - (00) " w1 @)
forall i =1,2,...,n. By definition, we have

A Kuaneam (@i ) (fw) — f()))

- Z?ﬂ Kianecm (i, 75)

Ly (B KO @ ) K (o )2 (o)) (Fl) = F(35)
Ly (B KO s, ) K (o) d2) o (22) )

iy (,; v KO (@i, 20 K (o) (5 0 IKfj’m(zk,zl))a) (f(:) = f(z;))

%2?21 <”1”L Z?:l Kf(l)(xi7zk)K€(2)(2k7xj) ( Zl 1 lanen(Zk’zl)) )

First, we control the term K( )

Jan,e,m- FOI convenience, we rewrite

lan,e,n

K(Z) (Z’C’Zl) d/2Kl(a212e<Zk’Zl) - ( d/2Kl(ar26< ) Kl(arzen<zk7zl))

_d/2Kl(a212 e(zk?zl) - D(Z}“ Zl) .

Calculate directly,
e[LfI(i) =1+ T2+ T3
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30
where
% Z;-Izl (nll ZZL 1 Ke(l) (xia Zk?)Kﬁ(z) (Z/ij) ( Zl 1 Kl(azn € n(zk? Zl)) ) (f(‘r’b) - f(xj))
Jl = —a ’
%ZJ ( Zk 1K(1)($“Zk)K( )(Zk"rj) < Zl 1 lanen(’zk’zl)) )
n m 2 —a
J %Zj:l (% k=1 Ke(l)(xiy zk)Ks( ) Z}C,SL’J) ( Zl 1 zkn zl)) ) (f(.’l?l) - f(xj))
2 1= e
iy (nl1 S KO (24, 2) K (2, ) (% S e RS (o Zl)) )
and
I (1 & 1 ¢ B
Jyi=m 3| D KD (2 K (o 1) (m > K. n<zm>> (f(@i) = f(z;)
j=1 k=1 =1
= Y ii[{(l)(m- 2) K (21, 25) li 2K (e, 2)
n m € 79 € yLg m lan,e,a )
j=1 k=1 =1
—1
1 n 1 m m @
- E; (mkz_:lKe(l)(xlazk)K( ana:] ( ZKl(jnea Zk,Zl)) :l

By Lemma 7.7, with probability 1 — O(n~2), we have
log(n)>

—d/2 5 (2)
K (Zk;, Zl) + O </n1/26d/4

(75) Kl(jrz € n(zk? Zl) lan,e
Denote by Q; the event space that Equation (7.5) holds. Under €y, we can easily
control Jy and J3, and hence we have

1) e (20)7) (F(@) = f()

n m 1 2
A (A KO w2 K ()2
e[Lf](i) = L (L () @ i
7 2j=1 (E Dokt Ko (@i, ) Ke™ (2, )iy o (20) ™ )

log(n)
+0 (O‘ n1/2ed/4 )

where the implied constant depends on || f]] o
Second, again, calculate directly,

Ly (2 KO (s, ) KO G ) A2 o (2) ) (F (@) = Fa)

n m 1
L5 (B S KO s 2 KO o)A (2070

=Jy+J5+ Jg

where
o K (@i, ) K (2, ) d () (2 )ﬂ) (f (i) = f(z5))

L (Ao

n j= m =

Jy =

! 15 %0 KD 2d? (2)-a
nZ] Zk 1 (‘T“Zk> € (Zk?wj) lan,e(zk)
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L iZi (& 2hsy KO (@i ) KO () (A0 (20) 7 = €3] ()7 (f(wi) = (7))
. ED I (% S K (@i, 20) K& (2, ) eded o (2 )’“)
and
Jo = (; S KO @, 5) KD G )d2) (2 >> (fw) = ()
j=1 k=1

-1
Ilen (1 &
el il E K(l) K( ) dad(Q) a
X |:(Tl (m ({17 Zk) (Zk? ) lane( )
-1

1 m
< ZKe(l)(xi,zk)KE(Q)(zk,xj)dlaI)lem(zk)O‘) }

m
k=1

3

1
n“
Jj=1

By Lemma 7.8, with probability 1 — O(n~2), we have

—d g2 log(n)
- dlane(k)—’_(g(nﬁ/Qed/zi
Denote by Qs the event space that Equation (7.6) holds. Thus, putting the above
together, under 21 N 3, we can control Js; and Js and hence we have

n m 1 2 2 —
i Ly (& i KO (@i, 2 KO (e )d), (20) ) (F(w0) = f(z)
€ 1) =

n m 1 2 2 —a
Ly (2 K @ 2) KO (o )i, (o))

log(n)
+0 (a nB/2¢d/4

where ”ﬁl/oggd 7 > nvll,iggﬁ and the implied constant depends on || f|| -
Third, again, calculate directly,

(7.7)
L3 Kiancaom (i, 25) (f (26) — f(x5))
2370 Kiana,m (2, )
_ i E?Zl Kian,e,a(wi, 25)(f(25) — f(25))
& 2o Kianye,a (23, 25)
Iy (Kane.am (i, @) — € V20K 0 (o (i, 25)) (f () — f(x5))

(7.6) d?

lanem

+ n
S e P K e a(w)
IR
+ E lan,e,a,m(xivxj)(f(‘ri) - f(l‘]))
j=1
1 —1
1< o 1
X [ EZE d/2+d K1an,€7a(1‘i,1‘j) EZKlaneam xuxj)

j=1



32 S.-Y. YEH, H.-T. WU, R. TALMON, AND M.-P. TSUI

We need to control the term |Kjan ¢ am (i, ;) — e~ “?T9 K o (24, 2;)|, which
is generalized the proof of Lemma 7.7. Let a random variable

F o= e W20 g0 (0, 2)KP(Z,2,)d7)

lan,e

(2)~

where Z ~ p(;). Denote by Fj, one realization of F' when the realization of random

variable Z is zp. Now, we need to find the convergence rate of

1 m
m
k=1

By Lemma 7.5, let y = expg) v where v € T, M and we have

E[F] = Eid/%kdaf(lan,e,a,m(mia mj)

_ i / KM (@i, 2) KO (2,25)di, (2)°pS (2)V (2)
M

lan,e

= pP(2) 7P (2)1 Ag(v) + O(e)

Furthermore, by Equation (7.2), we know Ag(v) decay fast as |[v||,z) small. On the
other hand, we have

()7 S (2)dV () = 7.

€ lan,e

IE[FQ] _ 67d+2da/ Ke(l)(zi, Z)ZK(Q) (Z,l‘j)2d(2)
M

Hence, we have Var(F) =< e~%? and F}, < e %2, By Berstein inequality, we know

1 & mt?
P(m;Fk E(F) >t> _eXp( 2€d/2+§€d/2t>

Since we ask ﬁ — 0 when m — oo, the exponent becomes

2 2

mt N mt
2¢—d/2 + %6*‘1/215 = 3e—d/2°

Then if we choose m such that 3:’2722/2 = 4log(n), we have
. Viogn

T nB/2ed/d’

which goes to 0 by our assumption WV}SEJL — 0. By union bound and get for all
pairs (w;,z;), i,j = 1, ,n, with probability 1 — O(n~?)

. Viogn
(78) Klan,e,a,m(xh xj) = 67d/2+daK1an,e,a($ia Q:j) +0 < & )

nB/2cd/4

Denote by Q3 the event space that Equation (7.8) holds. Thus, putting the above
together, under 2; N Qs N Q3, we have

X %Zn: Klan,e,oc(xia x])(f(xl) - f(l'])) IOg(n)
E[Lf] (Z> B j 1% Z?:l Klan,e,oz(xz‘, xj) O (nﬁ/26d/4

where the implied constant depends on || f||so-
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Finally, we need to apply Lemma 7.9 to get the convergence rate. Let random
variables

G .= €_d+daK1an,e,a(xi7Y)(f('ri) - f(Y))
H .= €7d+daKlan,e,oc(xi7 Y)

where Y ~ p(?).
By Equation (7.3), we have

(1) d
EIC] =57 qoriy 20 (Z A [VEPD @)V (f(a) - f<x>>|x_mi}>

=1
e
- ﬁ (ZA V24 (@) V8 (f(:) f<m>>|z_xi}>
eps) )
WQQQ($i)V(2)p(2)(x) . V( )(f(xl) _ f(x))‘z:zl
e
#E(R)Qa(xi)p(z)(a?i)A(Q)(f(SL‘Z‘) — £(2))| e,
epsi) »
Sddet(ny)te (TP ZA Vi, — F@))ame, + O(E2)
and
61751/2#;23 )
B =5 aetn sy 0a@p® @) AP (F (@) = (@) oz,
61_d/2lu(21()) 2 d 2)2
+ pdaet(r e (@) SNV (@) = S@)P e, + O(?)
=1
1—-d/2,,(2)
:ﬁ%(%)p@)(aﬁi)HV(Q)(f(xi) — F(@)) o,
el—d/ngl) d ,
+ oddnt(n s e @p @) NIV (F(w0) = F@)Plams, + OE?)

where ué‘%z = Joa 22K O(||z]|)dz. By Equation (7.4), we have

det(A )
and
)
_ 1 2) P (7)qa(w) -
BIH = 20 a0 g a0l
where “E)?J,Q fRd O(||x|)?dx. Now, it is sufficient to apply Lemma 7.9 to

conclude the proof and further look closer to what the implied constant depends.
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Thus, with probability 1 — O(n~2), we have
& 21 Kian e, (@i 25) (f(20) — f(25))
% Z;‘lzl Klan,@a (Z‘i, l’j)

Vviogn
= f(2i) — Tan,e,a f(z:) + O (nl/gedw

where the implied constant depends on

(7.9)

d
IVE (£@) = F@DIPlama + D NIVE (@) = £@) Loz

Denote by €4 the event space that Equation (7.9) holds. Thus, putting the above
together, under 1 N Qs N Q3 N Qy,

f('rz) - Tlan,e,af(xi) L0 ( V lOgTL )

1 .
(7.10) SILA) = Rl

where — 708" < 081 That is, with probability 1 —O(n~2), Equation (7.10)
holds. O

Before closing this section, we provide a numerical exploration of the obtained
convergence rate in the variance analysis by studying the relation between n and
e. We conduct two experiments following [33] to examine the variance term in
Theorem 4.10. First, consider the canonical S! and the scaled circle S, defined as

St = {(cos b, sinf)} C R?,
Sy ={(1.5cos0, 1.5sin6)} Cc R?,

where 6 € [—m, 7). We randomly select 3000 points {(s;,r;) : s; € Si,r; € St}
uniformly and we select 1500 landmark points followed the non-uniform p.d.f.
p(ZQ)(G) = 28[0.48cosf + 0.52]. Consider the function f(z,y) = z and evalu-

11 2 _ 1 (2)* _ =2
ate at (ﬁ’ﬁ) We have Al )f‘(ﬁvﬁ) =~ AlthElﬂ(%’%) = 375 and
v

A

zZ
trials and compute the deviation

T _ 2
7302 ( - (o) Wi ) g ) - Ll Remee 2
t=1

€
where D(()i)t, D(al)t and M((f)t are constructed in the ¢-th trial. The relationship be-
tween the deviation and € is shown in the left subfigure of Figure 8. According
to Theorem 4.10, we expect the convergence rate to be €/4. However, a linear fit
yields slopes 0.75,0.71,0.73,0.71 and 0.73 when o = 0,0.25,0.5,0.75,1.0 respec-
tively. This numerical result is faster than our analysis.

Second, consider the canonical S? and the scaled sphere So, defined as
S? = {(sin @ cos ¢, sin fsin ¢, cos )} C R,
Sy = {(0.8sin 6 cos ¢, 0.8sinfsin ¢, 0.8cosh)} C R3,

where ¢ € [—27,27) and 0 € [—m, w). We randomly select 3000 points {(s;, ;) : s; €
So,7; € S?} uniformly and we select 2000 landmark points uniformly. Consider the

(2) — 0
Wv&ﬂ(%v%) # 0. Then, for fix z;, we conduct T" = 50 independent
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function f(x,y,z) = x + 2 and evaluate at (0,0,1). The relationship between the
deviation and e is shown in the right subfigure of Figure 8. According to Theorem
4.10, we expect the convergence rate to be €¥/2. However, a linear fit yields slopes
0.92,0.94,0.94,0.96 and 0.96 for o = 0,0.25,0.5,0.75, 1.0, respectively, which is also
faster than our analysis.

10! a=1.0 10!

10° 10°

107 107 \

Error (log scale)
Error (log scale)

10 102 107 10° 10" 10 102 107 10° 10’
€ (log scale) € (log scale)

FIGURE 8. Left: The deviation between the discrete and continu-
ous a-LAD operator on S! and S;. Right: The deviation between
the discrete and continuous a-LAD operator on S? and Ss.

According to Figure 8, we anticipate that the convergence rate should be ¢%/4+1/2
but it does not match the theoretical convergence rate we derive. The main reason
is that we control the stochastic fluctuation by controlling the datasets and land-
marks separately. For example, in (7.7), the control is divided into three terms,
where the last two terms contribute to this slower theoretical convergence rate. We
hypothesize that by properly handling the dependence induced by the diffusion be-
tween datasets and landmarks, we could improve the theoretical convergence rate.

8. CONCLUSION

We introduce a novel algorithm called Landmark Alternating Diffusion (LAD)
designed to enhance the performance of the commonly employed kernel sensor fusion
method, Alternating Diffusion (AD). Furthermore, we integrate an a-normalization
parameter to mitigate the influence of landmark sampling schemes. Apart from
significantly improved computational efficiency, LAD exhibits asymptotic behavior
akin to that of AD within a manifold framework.
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