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Abstract

This paper presents significant advancements in tensor analysis and the study of random walks on
manifolds. It introduces new tensor inequalities derived using the Mond-Pecaric method, which en-
riches the existing mathematical tools for tensor analysis. This method, developed by mathematicians
Mond and Pecaric, is a powerful technique for establishing inequalities in linear operators and matri-
ces, using functional analysis and operator theory principles. The paper also proposes novel lower and
upper bounds for estimating column sums of transition matrices based on their spectral information,
which is critical for understanding random walk behavior. Additionally, it derives bounds for the right
tail of weighted tensor sums derived from random walks on manifolds, utilizing the spectrum of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator over the underlying manifolds and new tensor inequalities to enhance the
understanding of these complex mathematical structures.

Index terms— Tensors, random walks, manifolds, Mond-Pecaric method, Laplace-Beltrami operator.

1 Introduction

Recently, the study about random tensors has attracted significant academic interest due to their critical role
in advancing our understanding of multi-dimensional data structures and their applications across different
science and engineering fields. Tensors generalize matrices to higher dimensions, making them ideal for
representing complex data sets that arise in fields like machine learning, signal processing, quantum me-
chanics, and neuroscience. People can understand the probabilistic behavior of these higher-dimensional
objects, gaining insights into their typical properties and performance in multi-dimensional data analysis
via studying random tensors [1]. Random tensors also enable the development of theoretical frameworks
for understanding tensor decompositions, spectral properties, and optimization in higher dimensions, which
are essential for tackling problems in areas such as tensor completion, multi-way data analysis, and the
study of complex networks. Moreover, the study of random tensors helps in addressing challenges related to
computational complexity, providing bounds and concentration inequalities that are crucial for ensuring the
stability and reliability of tensor-based algorithms. Ultimately, random tensors serve as a foundational tool
in both theoretical and applied mathematics, offering deep insights into the behavior of high-dimensional
systems and contributing to the development of robust methodologies for handling complex data [2].

Considering the tail bounds of the sum of random variables is an old problem in probability theory.
The original purpose of studying tail bunds of random variablesis to understand the likelihood of extreme
deviations from expected outcomes. Tail bounds provide probabilistic guarantees that the sum will remain
within a certain range, which is crucial in fields like finance, machine learning, and statistical analysis where
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risk management and error estimation are vital. These bounds help ensure the stability and reliability of al-
gorithms, particularly in high-dimensional settings, and are key to deriving concentration inequalities that
underpin the performance and safety of complex systems involving randomness [3]. The study in tail bounds
also brings great impacts in various areas in mathematics. In [4]. The author explores the fundamental tech-
niques and examples of the concentration of measure phenomenon, which was introduced in the early 1970s
by V. Milman in the context of the asymptotic geometry of Banach spaces. The concept about concentration
over the metric-measure space has gained significant interest across various fields, including geometry, dis-
crete mathematics, complexity theory, functional analysis, infinite-dimensional integration, and probability
theory itself. The extension of tail bounds from a sequence of random variables to a sequence of random
tensors based on indepedent assumption is made by the following works [5–13].

Not all sequences of random objects are independent because real-world processes often exhibit de-
pendencies and varying distributions. For example, in time series data, each observation may depend on
previous ones, creating correlations that violate independence. Non independent sequences of random ob-
jects are common in applications like finance, where market conditions fluctuate, or in sensor networks,
where measurements might be influenced by environmental changes. Therefore, it is important to consider
non independent sequences of random objects for accurately modeling and analyzing complex, dynamic sys-
tems. Following this spirit, we extend previous works about tail bounds from independent random tensors to
non-independent random tensors by utilizing the random walk model [14, 15]. Those tail bounds provided
by [14, 15] are controlled by the spectrum of the Laplacian matrix of the graph, which is the underlying
space of the random walk model.

In [16], we first attempt to study non-independent random tensors dervied from random walks over over
manifolds. There are three main reasons to study specturm of Laplace-Beltrami operator over a manifold.
First, the eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator are intrinsically linked to the geometry of the man-
ifold. For instance, they reflect the manifold’s volume, curvature, and the way it stretches or compresses.
This makes the spectrum a powerful tool for distinguishing between different manifolds, even when they
share some superficial similarities. Second, the spectrum is connected to the manifold’s topology. Certain
topological features, such as the number of holes or connected components, can influence the spectrum,
thereby allowing mathematicians to infer topological information from the eigenvalues. Third, the Laplace-
Beltrami spectrum has applications in various fields beyond pure mathematics, including physics, where it
relates to the behavior of waves and heat distribution on surfaces, and computer science, particularly in ar-
eas like shape analysis and machine learning. By studying this spectrum, researchers can better understand
complex manifolds, solve differential equations on them, and apply these insights across diverse scientific
and engineering disciplines. Therefore, the tail bounds given by [16] are associated with spectrum informa-
tion of the underlying manifold. Our strategy is to approximate the underlying manifold by a graph that has
similar spectrum information to the spectrum of the Laplace-Beltrami operator based on the work from [17].
Then, we can derive the tensor Chernoff bound and establish its range for random walks on a Riemannian
manifold according to the underlying manifold’s spectral characteristics.

This paper makes significant contributions to tensor analysis and random walks on manifolds. It first
introduces new tensor inequalities using the Mond-Pecaric method [18,19], enriching the mathematical tools
available for tensor analysis. The Mond-Pecaric method, named after mathematicians Mond and Pecaric, is
a powerful technique for deriving inequalities, particularly in linear operators and matrices. This approach
constructs operator inequalities through functional analysis and operator theory, utilizing properties like
convexity and monotonicity. Widely applied in matrix and tensor analysis, it helps establish precise and
general inequalities relevant to optimization and numerical analysis. The paper also presents novel lower and
upper bounds for estimating column sums of transition matrices based on their spectral information, crucial
for understanding random walk behavior through their transition matrices. Finally, it derives lower and
upper bounds for the right tail of weighted tensor sums derived from random walks on manifolds, leveraging
new tensor inequalities and random walks transition matrix spectrum estimation using the Laplace-Beltrami
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operator’s spectrum on the underlying manifold.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will provide new tensor inequalities

according to the Mond-Pecaric method. In Section 3, we will derive lower bounds and upper bounds es-
timation for column sums of the transition matrix in terms of the spectrum information of the transition
matrix. The transition matrix and its spectrum information for random walks over manifolds is explored in
Section 4. Finally, in Section 5, we will derive tail bounds for functions of weighted tensor sums derived
from random walks on Riemannian manifolds.
Nomenclature: To simplify notation, let IM1 be defined as

∏M
i=1 Ii, where Ii indicates the size of the i-th

dimension of a tensor. The notions about Hermitian tensor and its eigenvalues and eigen-tensor is given
by [5]. λi(X ) represents the i-th eigenvalue of the tensor X , where the tensor X becomes a matrix if the
order of the tensor X is 2. ≥ and ≤ between tensors are Loewner orderings. We also assume that all
tensor-valued functions of Hermitian tensors are Hermitian tensors in this work. The script H represents the
Hermitian operation. ∥H∥ represents any unitarily invariant tensor norms [14].

2 Tensor Inequalities by Mond-Pecaric Method

The purpose of this section is to establish Theorem 1, which will provide new tensor inequalities obtained
by applying the Mond-Pecaric method.

We will begin by providing Definition 1 about a normalized positive linear map for tensors, which
are the finite dimensional operators, a special case of normalized positive linear map for operators given
by [18, 19].

Definition 1 Let A(H) and A(K) be semi-algebras of all tensors on the vector space H and on the vector
space K, respectively. The symbols IH and IK are represented as identity tensors for the vector space H and
the vector space K, respectively. A normalized positive linear map for tensors is a map Ψ : A(H) → A(K)
such that the following three conditions are satisfied:

1. Linear: we have

Ψ(aX + bY) = aΨ(X ) + bΨ(Y), (1)

for any a, b ∈ C and X ,Y ∈ A(H). For a map Ψ that satisies Eq. (1) is named as a linear map.

2. Normalized: For any linear map Ψ that satisfies Ψ(IH) → IK is calles as a normalized map.

3. Positive: For any linear map Ψ that satisfies Ψ(X ) ≥ Ψ(Y) for any X ≥ Y is calles as a positive
map.

There are many possible ways to construct the map Ψ that satisfies Definition 1. In this work, we will
adopt those Ψ maps that keeps Hermitian property, i.e., Ψ(X ) will be Hermitian tensor if X is a Hermitian
tensor. For example, we can select Ψ(X ) = U ⋆ X ⋆ UH, where U ⋆ UH = I.

Lemma 1 is provided to bound a convex function.

Lemma 1 Given a convex function g in the real interval [c, d], we have

g(s) ≤ g(d)− g(c)

d− c
s+

dg(c)− cg(d)

d− c
, (2)

and

g(s) ≥ g(d)− g(c)

d− c
s+

[
g

(
(g′)−1

(
g(d)− g(c)

d− c

))
− g(d)− g(c)

d− c
(g′)−1

(
g(d)− g(c)

d− c

)]
, (3)

where (g′)−1 is the inverse function with respect to the first derivative of the function g.
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Proof: Because the function g is a convex function in the real interval [c, d], we can upper bound this
function g by a linear function passing points (c, g(c)) and (d, g(d)). The equation for this line that passes
points (c, g(c)) and (d, g(d)) can be expressed by

g(d)− g(c)

d− c
s+

dg(c)− cg(d)

d− c
. (4)

Then, we have the inequality provided by Eq. (2).
On the other hand, it is important to note that the value of the function g within the interval [c, d] will

always be greater than or equal to the value of a linear function with a slope of g(d)−g(c)
d−c that passes through

the point s0 with g′(s0) =
g(d)−g(c)

d−c . The equation for this line can be expressed by

g(d)− g(c)

d− c
s+

[
g

(
(g′)−1

(
g(d)− g(c)

d− c

))
− g(d)− g(c)

d− c
(g′)−1

(
g(d)− g(c)

d− c

)]
. (5)

Then, we also have the inequality given by Eq. (3). □
For notation simplicity, we will have the following abbreviation definitions

mg
def
=

g(d)− g(c)

d− c
,

bg,U
def
=

dg(c)− cg(d)

d− c
,

bg,L
def
=

[
g

(
(g′)−1

(
g(d)− g(c)

d− c

))
− g(d)− g(c)

d− c
(g′)−1

(
g(d)− g(c)

d− c

)]
. (6)

Following Lemma 2 is the extension of Theorem 2.4 in [18] which will be used in proving Theorem 1.

Lemma 2 We are given ℓ Hermitian tensors Xi with eigenvalues within in the real interval [c, d], ℓ nor-

malized positive linear maps for tensors Ψi, and a probability vector with entries wi, i.e.,
ℓ∑

i=1
wi = 1 and

wi ≥ 0, for i = 1, 2, . . . , ℓ. For continuous real functions g, h with g convexity in the real interval [c, d] and
any real number cr, we have

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(g(Xi)) ≤ crh

(
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi(Xi)

)
+ max

c≤s≤d
[mgs+ bg,U − crh(s)] IK. (7)

On the other hand, we also have

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(g(Xi)) ≥ crh

(
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi(Xi)

)
+ min

c≤s≤d
[mgs+ bg,L − crh(s)] IK. (8)

Proof: From Eq. (2) in Lemma 1 and spectral mapping theorem, we have

g(Xi) ≤ mgXi + bg,UIH, (9)

where i = 1, 2, . . . , ℓ. By apply the map Ψi to both sides of Eq. (9), we have

Ψi(g(Xi)) ≤ Ψi(mgXi + bg,UIH)
= mgΨi(Xi) + bg,UΨi(IH)
= mgΨi(Xi) + bg,UIK (10)
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where i = 1, 2, . . . , ℓ. If we multiply the weight wi to both sides of Eq. (10) and sum over the index i, we
obtain:

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(g(Xi)) ≤ mg

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(Xi) + bg,UIK. (11)

For any given real number cr and Eq. (11), we have

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(g(Xi))− crh

(
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi(Xi)

)
≤ mg

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(Xi) + bg,UIK − crh

(
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi(Xi)

)

≤1

{
max
c≤s≤d

[mgs+ bg,U − crh(s)]

}
IK. (12)

where ≤1 comes from the fact that the range for eigenvalues of
ℓ∑

i=1
wiΨi(Xi) is also with in the real interval

[c, d]. Then, we have the inequality given by Eq. (7) by rearranging the term in Eq. (12).
From Eq. (3) in Lemma 1 and spectral mapping theorem, we have

g(Xi) ≥ mgXi + bg,LIH, (13)

where i = 1, 2, . . . , ℓ. By appling the map Ψi to both sides of Eq. (13), we have

Ψi(g(Xi)) ≥ Ψi(mgXi + bg,LIH)
= mgΨi(Xi) + bg,LΨi(IH)
= mgΨi(Xi) + bg,LIK (14)

where i = 1, 2, . . . , ℓ. If we multiply the weight wi to both sides of Eq. (14) and sum over the index i, we
obtain:

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(g(Xi)) ≥ mg

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(Xi) + bg,LIK. (15)

For any given real number cr and Eq. (11), we have

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(g(Xi))− crh

(
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi(Xi)

)
≥ mg

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(Xi) + bg,LIK − crh

(
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi(Xi)

)

≥1

{
min
c≤s≤d

[mgs+ bg,L − crh(s)]

}
IK. (16)

where ≥1 comes from the fact that the range for eigenvalues of
ℓ∑

i=1
wiΨi(Xi) is with in the real interval

[c, d]. Then, we have the inequality given by Eq. (8) by rearranging the term in Eq. (16). □
We are ready to present Theorem 1 in this section about the upper and the lower bounds for the function

of ensemble tensors.

Theorem 1 We are given ℓ Hermitian tensors Xi with eigenvalues within in the real interval [c, d], ℓ nor-

malized positive linear maps for tensors Ψi, and a probability vector with entries wi, i.e.,
ℓ∑

i=1
wi = 1 and
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wi ≥ 0, for i = 1, 2, . . . , ℓ. For continuous real functions g, h with g convexity in the real interval [c, d] and
assume h(s) > 0,mgs+ bg,U > 0,mgs+ bg,L > 0 for s ∈ [c, d], we have

1

max
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

] ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(g(Xi)) ≤ h

(
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi(Xi)

)

≤ 1

min
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,L

h(s)

] ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(g(Xi)). (17)

Proof: We will prove the lower bound for Eq. (17) first. From Eq. (7) in Lemma 2, we have

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(g(Xi)) ≤ crh

(
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi(Xi)

)
+ max

c≤s≤d
[mgs+ bg,U − crh(s)] IK. (18)

The lower bound is obtained by selecting cr =
mgs+bg,U

h(s) .
On the other hand, we will prove the upper bound for Eq. (17). From Eq. (8) in Lemma 2, we have

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi(g(Xi)) ≥ crh

(
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi(Xi)

)
+ min

c≤s≤d
[mgs+ bg,L − crh(s)] IK. (19)

The upper bound is obtained by selecting cr =
mgs+bg,L

h(s) . □

3 Column Sums Estimation by Spectrum of Transition Matrix

In this section, we will derive lower bounds and upper bounds estimation for column sums of the transition
matrix in terms of the spectrum information of the transition matrix. We will present two lemmas for the
upper bounds estimation and two lemmas for the lower bounds estimation based on different transition
matrix properties.

Given a Markov transition matrix P = [pi,j ] ∈ RN×N with pi,i ̸= 1, we define the j-th column

sum, denoted by Cj , which is Cj
def
=

N∑
ℓ=1

pℓ,j . We also define the i-th row sum, denoted by Ri, which is

Ri
def
=

N∑
ℓ=1

pi,ℓ. Note that Ri = 1 since P = [pi,j ] is a Markov transition matrix. The following two Lemmas

will provide the upper bounds for Cj .

Lemma 3 Given a Markov transition matrix P = [pi,j ] ∈ RN×N and we assume that max
j∈{1,2,...N}

Cj ≥

N − 1, then, we have

Cj ≤ N − |λ2| , (20)

where j = 1, 2, . . . , N and |λ2| is the second largest eigenvalue of the matrix P .

Proof: From Corollar 2.2 in [20], we know that

max
j∈{1,2,...N}

Cj ≤ N − |λ2| . (21)

This Lemma is proved as Cj ≤ max
j∈{1,2,...N}

Cj . □
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Lemma 4 Given a Markov transition matrix P = [pi,j ] ∈ RN×N and we assume that 2pi,i − 1 > 0 for
i = 1, 2, . . . , N , then, for q ∈ (0, 1) we have

Cj ≤

 min
i∈{1,2,...,N}

|λi|

(2pj,j − 1)q


1

1−q

, (22)

where j = 1, 2, . . . , N ,

Proof: From Corollary A6(a) in [21], we have

min
i∈{1,2,...,N}

|λi| ≥

pj,j −
N∑

k=1,k ̸=j

pj,k

qpj,j +
N∑

ℓ=1,ℓ̸=i

pℓ,j

1−q

=1 (2pj,j − 1)q C1−q
j (23)

where =1 comes from the fact that P is a Markov transition matrix. This Lemma is obtained by rearrange
the terms in Eq. (23). □

The following two Lemmas will provide the lower bounds for Cj .

Lemma 5 Given a Markov transition matrix P = [pi,j ] ∈ RN×N with pi,i ̸= 1, then, for any q ∈ [0, 1], we
have

pj,j +
|λj − pj,j |1/(1−q)

(1− pj,j)q/(1−q)
≤ Cj (24)

where λj is the j-th eigenvalue such that

|λj − pj,j | ≤ (1− pj,j)
q(Cj − pj,j)

1−q. (25)

Proof: According to Ostrowski theorem [22], we have

λ(P ) ∈
N⋃
i=1

Si, (26)

where the set Si can be expressed by

Si = {z| |z − pi,i| ≤ (Ri − pi,i)
q(Ci − pj,j)

1−q}. (27)

Therefore, we can find the eigenvalue λj such that the Eq. (25) is satisfied. This Lemma is proved by
rearranging the terms in Eq. (25) since Cj − pj,j > 0 □

The following Lemma 6 can be treated as special case of Lemma 5 by setting the parameter q as 1/2.

Lemma 6 Given a Markov transition matrix P = [pi,j ] ∈ RN×N with pi,i ̸= 1, then, we have

|λj |2 ≤ Cj , (28)

where λj is the j-th eigenvalue such that

|λj − pj,j | ≤
√
(1− pj,j)(Cj − pj,j). (29)
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Proof: By setting q = 1/2 in Ostrowski theorem [22] and Eq. (25), we have

|λj − pj,j | ≤
√
(1− pj,j)(Cj − pj,j). (30)

This implies

|λj | ≤ pj,j +
√
(1− pj,j)(Cj − pj,j)

≤
√
Cj . (31)

□

4 Random Walk Transition Matrix Spectrum Approximation by Laplace-
Beltrami Operator Spectrum

According to Section 2 of my recent work [16, 17], the following theorem is established.

Theorem 2 Given a Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension n, which consists of a smooth manifold
M equipped with a Riemannian metric g, we will construct a weighted graph, denoted by GM(ϵ, µ, κ) =
(V,E,W)to approximate the manifold M such that V = {vi} is the set of vertices sampled from the manifold
M for i = 1, 2, . . . , N , and E = {ei,j = (vi, vj)} is the set of edges, satisfying:

• All balls with centers vi and the radius ϵ, denoted by Bϵ(vi), can cover M, i.e., M ⊂
N⋃
i=1

Bϵ(vi);

• The measure function µ on the set {vi} will allocate the measure µi to the volume of the space Vi,

where Vi satisfies M =
N⋃
i=1

Vi and Vi ⊂ Bϵ(vi);

• The edge ei,j = (vi, vj) is established if dg(vi, vj) < κ, and the weight ωi,j ⊂ W for the edge ei,j ∈ E

is determined by

ωi,j
def
=

2(n+ 2)Γ(1 + n/2)

πn/2κn+2
µiµj , (32)

where Γ is the Gamma function.

Let λLGM
,i be the i-th eigenvalue of the Laplacian matrix of the graph GM, i.e., LGM

= DGM
−AGM

, where
DGM

and DGM
are degree matrix and adjancy matrix of the weighted graph GM, respectively; and KM be

the bound for the sectional curvature of the manifold M, then, we have∣∣∣λLGM
,i − λM,i

∣∣∣ ≤ Cn,DM,rM

[
(ϵ/κ+KMκ2)λM,i + κλ

3/2
M,i

]
, (33)

where λM,i are eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the manifold M and Cn,DM,rM is the
constant for the i-th eigenvalue associated to the underlying manifold properties of M. The manifold
mathscrM properties are its diameter DM and its injectivity radius rM.

Moreover, by setting the transition matrix PGM

def
= D−1

GM
AGM

associated to the approximation graph
GM, and let λPGM

,i be the i-th eigenvalue of the transition matrix PGM
, then, we have

λPGM
,i = 1−

λLGM
,i

N∑
j=1

ωi,j

, (34)

where ωi,j is definied by Eq. (32).
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5 Tail Bounds for Functions of Weighted Tensor Sums

In this section, we will derive tail bounds for functions of weighted tensor sums derived from random
walks on Riemannian manifolds. In Section 5.1, the key quantity about the expectation for the norm of the
weighted sum of expander tensors will be determined. In Section 5.2, the upper bounds for functions of
weighted tensor sums derived from random walks on Riemannian manifolds will be given. On the other
hand, the lower bounds for functions of weighted tensor sums derived from random walks on Riemannian
manifolds will also be given in Section 5.3.

5.1 Evaluation Evi∈V

[∥∥∥∥ ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨi (g(f(vi)))

∥∥∥∥]
Let GM(ϵ, µ, κ) = (V,E,W) be the approximation graph for M with transition matrix PGM

∈ RN×N , and
f : V →∈ CI1×···×IM×I1×···×IM be a Hermitian tensor-valued function. If we assume that the starting
vertex is selected uniformly among all N vertices from the graph GM, then, we have

Evi∈V

[∥∥∥∥∥
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi (g(f(vi)))

∥∥∥∥∥
]

=
∑

v0,v1,...,vℓ∈V
P(v0)P(v0, v1)P(v1, v2) . . .P(vℓ−1, vℓ)

∥∥∥∥∥
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi (g(f(vi)))

∥∥∥∥∥
=

1

N

∑
v0,v1,...,vℓ∈V

P(v0, v1)P(v1, v2) . . .P(vℓ−1, vℓ)

∥∥∥∥∥
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi (g(f(vi)))

∥∥∥∥∥
≤ 1

N

∑
v0,v1,...,vℓ∈V

P(v0, v1)P(v1, v2) . . .P(vℓ−1, vℓ)

ℓ∑
i=1

wi ∥Ψi (g(f(vi)))∥

=
1

N

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

(
N∑
l=1

[
P

(i)
GM

]
l,j

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

def
=C

P
(i)
GM

,j

wi ∥Ψj (g(f(vj)))∥

=
1

N

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

C
P

(i)
GM

,j
wi ∥Ψj (g(f(vj)))∥ (35)

where P(vi, vi+1) is the one step transition probability from the vertex vi to the vertex vi+1, and P
(i)
GM

repre-

sents the i-steps transition matrix based on the transition matrix PGM
. Note that the term

(
N∑
l=1

[
P

(i)
GM

]
l,j

)
def
=

C
P

(i)
GM

,j
is the column sum for the i-steps transition matrix.
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On the other hand, if we have wi > 0 and ∥Ψi (g(f(vi)))∥ > 0 for all i = 1, 2 . . . , ℓ, we have

Evi∈V

[∥∥∥∥∥
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi (g(f(vi)))

∥∥∥∥∥
]

=
∑

v0,v1,...,vℓ∈V
P(v0)P(v0, v1)P(v1, v2) . . .P(vℓ−1, vℓ)

∥∥∥∥∥
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi (g(f(vi)))

∥∥∥∥∥
=

1

N

∑
v0,v1,...,vℓ∈V

P(v0, v1)P(v1, v2) . . .P(vℓ−1, vℓ)

∥∥∥∥∥
ℓ∑

i=1

wiΨi (g(f(vi)))

∥∥∥∥∥
≥1

1

N

∑
v0,v1,...,vℓ∈V

P(v0, v1)P(v1, v2) . . .P(vℓ−1, vℓ)

ℓ∑
i=1

wici ∥Ψi (g(f(vi)))∥

=
1

N

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

(
N∑
l=1

[
P

(i)
GM

]
l,j

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

def
=C

P
(i)
GM

,j

wici ∥Ψj (g(f(vj)))∥

=
1

N

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

C
P

(i)
GM

,j
wici ∥Ψj (g(f(vj)))∥ , (36)

where ≥1 is valid if we set ci as

ci ≤ min
∀vj∈V

1
ℓ

∥∥∥∥∥ ℓ∑
j=1

wjΨj (g(f(vj)))

∥∥∥∥∥
wi ∥Ψi (g(f(vi)))∥

. (37)

5.2 Upper Bound

In this section, we will apply Lemma 3 to derive Theorem 3 and Lemma 4 to derive Theorem 4. Both
Theorem 3 and Theorem 4 provide the upper right tail bounds for functions of weighted tensor sums derived
from random walks on Riemannian manifolds.

Theorem 3 Given a manifold M with dimension n such that the sectional curvature of the manifold M

is bounded by KM with the diameter DM and the injectivity radius rM. The approximation graph for M

is constructed by Theorem 2 as GM(ϵ, µ, κ) = (V,E,W) with |V| = N . Let the funciton f : V →∈
CI1×···×IM×I1×···×IM be a Hermitian tensor-valued function such that all Hermitian tensors under the func-
tion f have eigenvalues within in the real interval [c, d]. We assume that max

j∈{1,2,...N}
C
P

(i)
GM

,j
≥ N − 1,

where i = 1, 2, . . . , ℓ. Ψ is a normalized positive linear map and a probability vector with size ℓ is given.
For continuous real functions g, h with g convexity in the real interval [c, d] and h(s) > 0,mgs + bg,U >
0,mgs+ bg,L > 0 for s ∈ [c, d], where mg, bg,U and bg,L are provided by Eq. (6). Consider a random walk
with ℓ steps over M, then, for any θ > 0, we have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)
≤

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

N −

∣∣∣∣∣∣
 C1

N∑
k=1

ω2,k

i∣∣∣∣∣∣
wi ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥

Nθ min
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,L

h(s)

] , (38)
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where C1 is defined by

C1
def
= min{λM,2 + Cn,DM,rM

[
(ϵ/κ+KMκ2)λM,2 + κλ

3/2
M,2

]
,

λM,2 − Cn,DM,rM

[
(ϵ/κ+KMκ2)λM,2 + κλ

3/2
M,2

]
}. (39)

Proof: Since we have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)
≤1

E
[∥∥∥∥h( ℓ∑

i=1
wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥]
θ

≤2

E
[∥∥∥∥ ℓ∑

i=1
wiΨ(g(f(vi)))

∥∥∥∥]
θ min
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,L

h(s)

] , (40)

where ≤1 comes from Markov inequality, and ≤2 comes from Theorem 1. From Eq. (35) and Eq. (40), we
have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)
≤

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

C
P

(i)
GM

,j
wi ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥

Nθ min
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,L

h(s)

]

≤1

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

(
N −

∣∣λi
2(PGM

)
∣∣)wi ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥

Nθ min
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,L

h(s)

] , (41)

where ≤1 comes from Lemma 3 and λ2(PGM
) is the second largest absolute eigenvaule of the transition

matrix PGM
.

Then, we have the desired result by applying Eq. (33) to λ2(PGM
). □

The next Theorem 4 will assume the different condition for the transition matrix PGM
.

Theorem 4 Given a manifold M with dimension n such that the sectional curvature of the manifold M

is bounded by KM with the diameter DM and the injectivity radius rM. The approximation graph for M

is constructed by Theorem 2 as GM(ϵ, µ, κ) = (V,E,W) with |V| = N . Let the funciton f : V →∈
CI1×···×IM×I1×···×IM be a Hermitian tensor-valued function such that all Hermitian tensors under the func-
tion f have eigenvalues within in the real interval [c, d]. Twice of any diagonal entry of PGM

is assumed
to be greater than one. Ψ is a normalized positive linear map and a probability vector with size ℓ is given.
For continuous real functions g, h with g convexity in the real interval [c, d] and h(s) > 0,mgs + bg,U >
0,mgs+ bg,L > 0 for s ∈ [c, d], where mg, bg,U and bg,L are provided by Eq. (6). Consider a random walk
with ℓ steps over M, then, for any θ > 0 and q ∈ (0, 1), we have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)
≤

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

 min
k∈{1,2,...,N}

|Ci
2,k|(

2
[
P i

GM

]
j,j

−1

)q

 1
1−q

wi ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥

Nθ min
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,L

h(s)

] (42)
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where
[
P i
GM

]
j,j

is the (j, j) entry in the transition matrix P i
GM

, and C2,k is defined by

C2,k
def
= max

{
1−

λM,k + Cn,DM,rM

[
(ϵ/κ+KMκ2)λM,k + κλ

3/2
M,k

]
N∑
j=1

ωk,j

,

1−
λM,k − Cn,DM,rM

[
(ϵ/κ+KMκ2)λM,k + κλ

3/2
M,k

]
N∑
j=1

ωk,j

}
. (43)

Proof: Because we have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)
≤1

E
[∥∥∥∥h( ℓ∑

i=1
wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥]
θ

≤2

E
[∥∥∥∥ ℓ∑

i=1
wiΨ(g(f(vi)))

∥∥∥∥]
θ min
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,L

h(s)

] , (44)

where ≤1 comes from Markov inequality, and ≤2 comes from Theorem 1. From Eq. (35) and Eq. (40), we
have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)
≤

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

C
P

(i)
GM

,j
wi ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥

Nθ min
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,L

h(s)

]

≤1

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

 min
k∈{1,2,...,N}

|λi
k(PGM

)|(
2
[
P i

GM

]
j,j

−1

)q

 1
1−q

wi ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥

Nθ min
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,L

h(s)

] , (45)

where ≤1 comes from Lemma 4.
Then, we have the desired result by applying Eq. (33) and Theorem 2 to λk(PGM

). □

5.3 Lower Bound

In this section, we will apply Lemma 5 to derive Theorem 5 and Lemma 6 to derive Theorem 6. Both
Theorem 5 and Theorem 6 provide the lower right tail bounds for functions of weighted tensor sums derived
from random walks on Riemannian manifolds.

Theorem 5 Given a manifold M with dimension n such that the sectional curvature of the manifold M

is bounded by KM with the diameter DM and the injectivity radius rM. The approximation graph for M

is constructed by Theorem 2 as GM(ϵ, µ, κ) = (V,E,W) with |V| = N . Let the funciton f : V →∈
CI1×···×IM×I1×···×IM be a Hermitian tensor-valued function such that all Hermitian tensors under the
function f have eigenvalues within in the real interval [c, d]. All diagonal entries of PGM

are assumed

12



less than one. Ψ is a normalized positive linear map and a probability vector with size ℓ with posi-
tive entries is given. For continuous real functions g, h with g convexity in the real interval [c, d] and
h(s) > 0,mgs+ bg,U > 0,mgs+ bg,L > 0 for s ∈ [c, d], where mg, bg,U and bg,L are provided by Eq. (6).
We assume that the norm for any Hermitian X satisfies ∥h(X )∥ ≤ A for some positive number A. Consider
a random walk with ℓ steps over M, then, for any θ > 0 and q ∈ (0, 1), we have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)

≥

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

[
[P i

GM
]j,j +

C
1/(1−q)
3,i,j

(1−[P i
GM

]j,j)q/(1−q)

]
wici ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥ − θ max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

]
N(A− θ) max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

] , (46)

where C3,i,j is defined by

C3,i,j
def
= min

{∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

1−
λM,j + Cn,DM,rM

[
(ϵ/κ+KMκ2)λM,j + κλ

3/2
M,j

]
N∑
k=1

ωj,k


i

− [P i
GM

]j,j

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

1−
λM,j − Cn,DM,rM

[
(ϵ/κ+KMκ2)λM,j + κλ

3/2
M,j

]
N∑
k=1

ωj,k


i

− [P i
GM

]j,j

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
}
. (47)

Proof: Because we have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)
≥1

E
[∥∥∥∥h( ℓ∑

i=1
wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥]− θ

A− θ

≥2

E
[∥∥∥∥ ℓ∑

i=1
wiΨ(g(f(vi)))

∥∥∥∥]− θ max
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

]
(A− θ) max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

] , (48)

where ≥1 comes from reverse Markov inequality, and ≥2 comes from Theorem 1. From Eq. (36) and
Eq. (48), we have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)
≥

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

C
P

(i)
GM

,j
wici ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥ − θ max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

]
N(A− θ) max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

]

≥1

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

[
[P i

GM
]j,j +

∣∣∣λj(P
i
GM

)−[P i
GM

]j,j

∣∣∣1/(1−q)

(1−[P i
GM

]j,j)q/(1−q)

]
wici ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥ − θ max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

]
N(A− θ) max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

] , (49)

where ≥1 comes from Lemma 5.
Then, we have the desired result by applying Eq. (33) and Theorem 2 to λj(P

i
GM

). □
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Theorem 6 Given a manifold M with dimension n such that the sectional curvature of the manifold M

is bounded by KM with the diameter DM and the injectivity radius rM. The approximation graph for M

is constructed by Theorem 2 as GM(ϵ, µ, κ) = (V,E,W) with |V| = N . Let the funciton f : V →∈
CI1×···×IM×I1×···×IM be a Hermitian tensor-valued function such that all Hermitian tensors under the func-
tion f have eigenvalues within in the real interval [c, d]. All diagonal entries of PGM

are assumed less than
one. Ψ is a normalized positive linear map and a probability vector with positive entries and size ℓ is given.
For continuous real functions g, h with g convexity in the real interval [c, d] and h(s) > 0,mgs + bg,U >
0,mgs+ bg,L > 0 for s ∈ [c, d], where mg, bg,U and bg,L are provided by Eq. (6). We assume that the norm
for any Hermitian X satisfies ∥h(X )∥ ≤ A for some positive number A. Consider a random walk with ℓ
steps over M, then, for any θ > 0 and q ∈ (0, 1), we have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)

≥

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

C2
4,i,jwici ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥ − θ max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

]
N(A− θ) max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

] , (50)

where C4,i,j is defined by

C4,i,j
def
= min

{∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

1−
λM,j + Cn,DM,rM

[
(ϵ/κ+KMκ2)λM,j + κλ

3/2
M,j

]
N∑
k=1

ωj,k


i∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

1−
λM,j − Cn,DM,rM

[
(ϵ/κ+KMκ2)λM,j + κλ

3/2
M,j

]
N∑
k=1

ωj,k


i∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
}
. (51)

Proof: Because we have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)
≥1

E
[∥∥∥∥h( ℓ∑

i=1
wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥]− θ

A− θ

≥2

E
[∥∥∥∥ ℓ∑

i=1
wiΨ(g(f(vi)))

∥∥∥∥]− θ max
c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

]
(A− θ) max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

] , (52)

where ≥1 comes from reverse Markov inequality, and ≥2 comes from Theorem 1. From Eq. (36) and
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Eq. (52), we have

P

(∥∥∥∥∥h
(

ℓ∑
i=1

wiΨ(f(vi))

)∥∥∥∥∥ ≥ θ

)
≥

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

C
P

(i)
GM

,j
wici ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥ − θ max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

]
N(A− θ) max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

]

≥1

N∑
j=1

ℓ∑
i=1

∣∣∣λj(P
i
GM

)
∣∣∣2wici ∥Ψ(g(f(vj)))∥ − θ max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

]
N(A− θ) max

c≤s≤d

[
mgs+bg,U

h(s)

] , (53)

where ≥1 comes from Lemma 6.
Then, we have the desired result by applying Eq. (33) and Theorem 2 to λj(P

i
GM

). □

Remark 1 Given that tensor norms for T-product tensors can also be defined as established in [15], the
methodology utilized in this study can be extended to explore tail bounds for functions of weighted T-product
tensor sums originating from random walks on Riemannian manifolds.

References

[1] S. Carrozza and A. Tanasa, “O (n) random tensor models,” Letters in Mathematical Physics, vol. 106,
pp. 1531–1559, 2016.

[2] M. Ouerfelli, M. Tamaazousti, and V. Rivasseau, “Random tensor theory for tensor decomposition,” in
Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, vol. 36, no. 7, 2022, pp. 7913–7921.

[3] J. A. Tropp et al., “An introduction to matrix concentration inequalities,” Foundations and Trends® in
Machine Learning, vol. 8, no. 1-2, pp. 1–230, 2015.

[4] M. Ledoux, The concentration of measure phenomenon. American Mathematical Soc., 2001, no. 89.

[5] S. Y. Chang and W.-W. Lin, “Convenient tail bounds for sums of random tensors,” Taiwanese Journal
of Mathematics, vol. 26, no. 3, pp. 571–606, 2022.

[6] S. Y. Chang, “Generalized hanson-wright inequality for random tensors,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2203.00659, 2022.

[7] ——, “Random double tensors integrals,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2204.01927, 2022.

[8] ——, “Random parametrization double tensors integrals and their applications,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2205.03523, 2022.

[9] S.-Y. Chang, “Random multiple operator integrals,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2210.09392, 2022.

[10] ——, “Tail bounds for multivariate random tensor means,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.06478, 2023.

[11] ——, “Random tensor inequalities and tail bounds for bivariate random tensor means, part i,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2305.03301, 2023.

[12] ——, “Random tensor inequalities and tail bounds for bivariate random tensor means, part ii,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2305.03305, 2023.

15



[13] ——, “Tail bounds for tensor-valued random process,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2302.00602, 2023.

[14] S. Y. Chang, “Tensor expander Chernoff bounds,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2105.06471, 2021.

[15] ——, “T-product tensor expander chernoff bound,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2109.13831, 2021.

[16] S.-Y. Chang, “Chernoff bounds for tensor expanders on riemannian manifolds using graph laplacian
approximation,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2408.11276, 2024.

[17] D. Burago, S. Ivanov, and Y. Kurylev, “A graph discretization of the laplace–beltrami operator,” Jour-
nal of Spectral Theory, vol. 4, no. 4, pp. 675–714, 2015.

[18] J. Pecaric, T. Furuta, J. M. Hot, and Y. Seo, Mond-Pecaric method in operator inequalities. Element
Zagreb, 2005.

[19] M. Fujii and J. M. Hot, “Recent developments of Mond-Pecaric method in operator inequalities,”
Monographs in Inequalities, vol. 4, 2012.

[20] S. Kirkland, “Subdominant eigenvalues for stochastic matrices with given column sums,” The Elec-
tronic Journal of Linear Algebra, vol. 18, pp. 784–800, 2009.

[21] K. R. Garren, Bounds for the Eigenvalues of a Matrix. National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion, 1968, vol. 4373.

[22] A. Brauer, The theorems of Ledermann and Ostrowski on positive matrices. Mathematics Division,
Office of Scientific Research, US Air Force, 1957.

16


	Introduction
	Tensor Inequalities by Mond-Pecaric Method
	Column Sums Estimation by Spectrum of Transition Matrix
	Random Walk Transition Matrix Spectrum Approximation by Laplace-Beltrami Operator Spectrum
	Tail Bounds for Functions of Weighted Tensor Sums
	Evaluation Evi V[i=1wi i (g (f(vi)))]
	Upper Bound
	Lower Bound


