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DISTRIBUTIONAL CONVERGENCE OF THE EMPIRICAL LAPLACIANS
WITH INTEGRAL KERNELS ON DOMAINS WITH BOUNDARIES
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ABSTRACT. Motivated by the problem of understanding theoretical bounds for the perfor-
mance of the Belkin-Niyogi Laplacian eigencoordinate approach to dimension reduction
in machine learning problems, we consider the convergence of random graph Laplacian
operators to a Laplacian-type operator on a manifold.

For {X;} ii.d. random variables taking values in R? and K a kernel with suitable
integrability we define random graph Laplacians

Denf(p) = ne;+2 2K (p 7Xj> (F(X;) = f(p))
j=1

€

and study their convergence as € = €, — 0 and n — 00 to a second order elliptic operator
of the form
d

Ak f(p) = Z

/ K (—t)tit;dA(t)
— 69”]

d
p
— K(—t)tit;dA(t
2 ;1 89018:03 / itj AAH).

Our results provide conditions that guarantee that De,, .» f(p) — Ak f(p) converges to

zero in probability as n — o0 and can be rescaled by 4/ nedt? o satisfy a central limit the-
orem. They generalize the work of Giné—Koltchinskii and Belkin—Niyogi
to allow manifolds with boundary and a wider choice of kernels K, and to prove conver-
gence under weaker smoothness assumptions and a correspondingly more precise choice
of conditions on the asymptotics of €, as n — 0.
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1. INTRODUCTION

AN N —

The Laplacian eigenmap method introduced by Belkin—Niyogi for dimension
reduction in machine learning problems may be thought of as follows: given sample points
X1,...,X, in a high dimensional space, one forms a graph Laplacian by introducing edge
weights between pairs X;, X;. Computing the eigenfunctions {Ck}szl of this Laplacian
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that have the smallest non-zero eigenvalues provides a map (Ci,...,(n) : {X;} — RY
called the Laplacian eigenmap to R™. It was proposed in [BNO3] that this map preserves
the large-scale geometry of the sample data while reducing the dimension to a prescribed
value N because the graph Laplacians approximate the Laplace-Beltrami operator of the
manifold and the latter encodes suitable geometric information. If the data lies on a d-
dimensional manifold then, following [BNO8], one usually has N > d because the num-
ber of eigenfunctions needs to be larger than the dimension of the manifold for an ac-
curate representation of this manifold. For instance, one needs at least three eigenfunc-
tions to construct a three-dimensional representation of a two-dimensional torus, as shown
in [AAB™24l Figure 2]. Our motivation is to explore eigenmaps in more general, less
smooth settings, offering a broader perspective compared to previous work.

The preceding sketch of the eigenmap method leaves several significant details open.
One is how to choose the edge weights. Belkin—Niyogi suggest several possibilities, in-
cluding connecting points x;, x; with an edge of weight e~ lwimwi|*/e (Gaussian weights)
or choosing a threshold € and connecting points that satisfy |x; — x| < e. The highest gen-
erality would allow weights K (z, y), but it is typical to only consider functions K (z — )
or, in order to fix a length scale €, K (m—;y) for some integrable K.

Another natural question is in what sense and under what assumptions the graph Lapla-
cians approximate a Laplacian operator on the manifold. One approach to this problem
is to take points {X; }?:1 randomly on a manifold and ask whether the graph Lapla-
cians converge to the classical Laplace-Beltrami operator as the length scale ¢ — 0 and
the number of points n — oo0. Significant early results of this type are due to Giné-
Koltchinskii [GKO6], who write their random graph Laplacian in the form

(L. Dot 0) = oz 2 K (2 ) (105) = 1))

with K the Gaussian kernel and the points X; taken to be i.i.d. with uniform distribution
on a compact manifold of dimension d without boundary. Normalizing the measure to be
unity they denote the Laplace-Beltrami operator by A and for a function f that is C® in a
neighborhood of p they prove a law of large numbers (LLN) [GKO06, Proposition 4.1] and
a central limit theorem (CLT) [GKO6| Proposition 4.1] as follows:

(12)  Ife, — 0and net? — oo then D., . f(p) — Af(p) 25 0,

(1.3) If ne?™ — 0 and ne?. — oo then \/nels (D, .nf(p) — Af (D)) RN
where Z is a standard normal random variable. A formula for the variance s simi-
lar to (2.2) below is also given in [GK06|, Proposition 4.1]. This convergence may be
taken to be uniform over a family of functions with uniformly bounded C norm with the
same proof. Moreover, using a more difficult analysis and with extra factors of the form
|loge,| ™t in the hypotheses, the above convergences may be taken to be uniform over
points p in the manifold and the weak law of large numbers may be upgraded to a strong
law (i.e. with almost sure convergence).

A contemporaneous LLN result of Belkin—Niyogi [BNOS] is formulated for f € C*®

. 1 .
and with €,, = n~ @¥2+v for some v > 0 and may be stated in the form

prob

(1.4) De, nf(p) — Af(p) — 0asn — oo.
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It, too, may be taken to be uniform for f in a family of functions with uniformly bounded
C? norm. Belkin-Niyogi in [BNOS, Section 5] also consider the question of taking a non-
uniform probability distribution on the X; and describe the limit in this case.

Other significant results at around the same time as the works [[GKO6/[BNOS![Sin06] are
that of Coifman—Lafon [[CLO6]], who point out that various kernel eigenmap techniques
are equivalent to (heat) diffusion maps and study of the effect of non-uniform probability
distributions for sample points in this setting, and Jones—Maggioni—Schul [JMSO0S], who
prove that a diffusion map yields a bi-Lipschitz parametrization of a H6lder manifold on a
(quantitatively) small neighborhood of a point.

During the nearly 20 years since the preceding papers were written, the question of
convergence of graph Laplacians to Laplace-Beltrami operators has been explored by sev-
eral authors in a number of different contexts, particularly with respect to convergence of
spectral data. We note, in particular, the works [BIK15/BIK19//GTGHS20] which study
operators like (II) and (I.3) in non-probabilistic settings. Other applications of graph
Laplacians like (T.I) have also been discovered, such as its use in [GBTZ21] for non para-
metric regression. The effectiveness of Laplacian eigenmaps for preserving geometry and
representing data in applications, along with various explanations for this effectiveness,
have been considered in [[LS22,|[VS23[AV25]].

Our main purpose in the present work is to significantly generalize and improve upon
the results of Giné—Koltchinskii [GKO06] and Belkin—Niyogi [BNO8] with regard to the
following aspects of the theory:

e Permitting more general kernels K that satisfy integral estimates, including those
that depend on two parameters and discontinuous kernels that arise naturally in
clustering and non-parametric methods;

e Relaxing the smoothness requirements from f € C® to f € C*?, i.e. with Holder
continuous second derivatives;

o Allowing non-uniform distribution with density g for the sample points X; and
considering appropriate assumptions on the smoothness of g;

¢ Considering non-compact manifolds;

o Considering manifolds with boundary and analyzing the effect of the boundary on
the limit of the graph Laplacians.

These extensions of the theory are highly relevant for a broad range of theoretical and ap-
plied problems because data sets often have non-uniform structures and natural boundaries,
including those that would make it necessary to consider functions of lower regularity.

We follow the approach common to [GKO6/IBNOS]|| of introducing an operator that av-
erages the difference f(x) — f(p) as weighted by the kernel K and comparing it to both
D¢, »f(p) and a suitable Laplacian. Define

p—X

€

(15) Dof9) = B (P ) () - S

Similarly to [GKO06, Section 5], we can identify the manifold with its image under the
local coordinate chart because derivatives of functions are evaluated locally and our global
estimates are expressed in integral terms. Thus, consider kernels K (p, t) that can depend
on two variables p,t € R2, although in our notation we write K (t) because only depen-
dence on ¢ is important for our results.

In Section 2 we consider the scaled difference /nei > (De;nf(p) — De f(p)) between
the averaging integral Laplacian (I.3) and the random empirical graph Laplacian at p.
Our first result, Theorem is a central limit theorem when ¢,, — 0 and nez — 0,
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which in particular implies that the difference D, ,, f (p) — D.f(p) converges to zero in
probability exactly when ned*? — oo as n — o0. An analogous result is in the proof of
Proposition 4.1 of [GKO06], but under stronger smoothness assumptions on f and only for
the case that K is Gaussian.

We next examine the difference D, f(p) — Ak f(p), where A is a Laplacian associ-
ated to the kernel K (see Definition 2.9), showing this converges to zero if f € C? (in
Theorem [2.10) and does so at rate O(¢?) if f € C?? (in Theorem 2.11). These results
require the probability density g for the sample points to be C' or C1¥ respectively. Com-
bining these results gives a central limit theorem when ne?™2¥2¢ — 0 and ned — o
under the assumption that f € 029, g € C19, see Corollary 212} This generalizes the
results of Giné—Koltchinskii [GKO6] to a lower order of smoothness and sharpens their
conditions (I.3)) on the rate at which ¢,, — 0.

At the same time, the preceding result readily yields a weak law of large numbers. This
is similar to the condition for the Belkin—Niyogi law of large numbers from [[BNOS].
For the CLT, if ne?*? — oo and ne?+2+2¢ — 0, our Corollary 2.2 has an advantage that
the exponent 6 is explicitly tied to the smoothness of f and g.

For both the CLT and the LLN our class of kernels and allowable distributions of sample
points are more general than those considered in either of [GK06, BNO8]. This does force
us to consider more general Laplacians (see Definition[2.9) and to require an extra cancel-
lation condition in the hypotheses of Theorems[2.10]and[2.11} However, it also means that
we can see understand the role symmetries of K and/or the density g of the distribution of
the sample points could play in the convergence of D, ,, f(p) to Ak f(p) and the structure
of Ak. In particular we note that in those theorems:

e The cancellation assumption V f(p) - [ K (—t)td\ = 0 is valid for even kernels,
meaning those for which K (—t) = K (t).

o If the kernel satisfies [ K (—t)t;t; = 0 fori # j, then the non-diagonal terms in
Ak f(p) vanish. This happens, in particular, if K has product structure K (t) =
Ki(t1) ... K4(tq) orif K is rotationally symmetric.

e If the non-diagonal terms of Ak f(p) vanish and, in addition, % = 0then Ax f
is the classical Euclidean Laplacian. One case in which this occurs is when g is
even.

We do not discuss the uniformity of our estimates with respect to f in a family of
functions with bounded norm in the appropriate smoothness space, although the techniques
of [GKO6] are applicable in our setting with appropriate additional assumptions.

Section Bl discusses another topic that we believe is not addressed in the literature. We
establish that under the conditions we use to prove a central limit theorem for

A/ nett2(De, nf(p) — A f(p))

one also has that the resulting normal random variables have asymptotically vanishing
correlations when they are evaluated at two distinct points p; and ps. This quantifies the
local property of the residual terms in the central limit theorem.

In Section [ we turn to the situation where the manifold of interest has a boundary or,
equivalently, our sampling is done on a subset of the space. A simple motivating example
is to consider one-dimensional situation

PR X — F () = / (F) — F(p)dA(y)
B(p,e)

Lof(p) = ZEK(

€ €
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with B(p,€) = (p — ¢,p + €) = R. Here we choose K = 1(_; 1) and X is uniformly
distributed on (—1,1). If f € C?(—1,1) it is not difficult to show that

L) — 1)

at interior points and that this remains valid for f having vanishing first derivative at the
endpoints, see [AABT24].

To handle the more general boundary structure seen in higher dimensions we introduce,
in Definition a new Laplacian operator Ag 4 (,,) that explicitly “sees” the boundary
A(p) of the set at the point p. A cancellation condition for convergence of D, . f(p)
to A a(p)f(p) that is valid for quite general kernels is considered in Theorem and
simplified in subsequent corollaries. For general kernels we need a very strong vanishing
curvature condition on the boundary of our sampling set in order to perform this simplifica-
tion, see Corollary[4.8] but if K has an even symmetry around an axis that is in some sense
normal to the boundary at p then no such condition is required and we can even permit a
singularity at the point p, see Corollaries 4.9 and Finally, in Theorem .11 we show
that for kernels that lack this symmetry it is possible that the limit of D, , contains novel
boundary terms involving the tangential component of the gradient at the boundary.

Thus, our work introduces a new boundary-sensitive Laplacian operator and examines
its implications for graph Laplacians, demonstrating how boundary effects influence con-
vergence results. If we define

Ak (p) ifpe s

(1.6) Ar.s,4(p) = .
Agam) () +Vrf(p)-vr(p) ifpedS

where the density g is supported in a closed set S, with the interior .S, then for any p € S

we have

(17) Def(p) - AK,S,g.f(p) — 0.

as ¢ — 0 under conditions given in above. Here V1 f(p), the tangential component of
V f(p) at the boundary point p € ¢S and vy (p) is defined by the integral term, involving
the curvatures of 0S at p, in the right hand side of (@.8). Moreover, implies the weak
LLN and the CLT using theorems in Section2l

Our results highlight the role of kernel symmetries, sample point distributions and
smoothness of the boundary in determining the limiting operator. We note that several
special cases of Corollary occur naturally in practice. One such case is when K is
even, so that K (—t) = K(t) for all t € R?, and is dominated by a radial function with
finite second moment. A particular case of the latter is when K is the indicator function
of a bounded even domain. Another important case is when K (t) = ¢ (|¢|) is spherically
symmetric around the origin and has a finite second moment. In such a case, if the mani-
fold has C? smooth boundary, our results imply that the empirical Laplacian converges to
the Laplacian (I.6) with Neumann boundary conditions (@.3).

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful to Bobita Atkins, Rachel Bailey, Ashka
Dalal, Natalie Dinin, Jonathan Kerby-White, Tess McGuinness, Tonya Patricks, Genevieve
Romanelli, Yiheng Su, for interesting and stimulating discussions during preparation of a
joint paper [AABT24] that is closely connected to this article. The last author thanks
Raghavendra Venkatraman for helpful discussions related to the works [VS23||AV25]. We
gratefully acknowledge partial support from the NSF through grant NSF DMS 2349433,
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2. APPROXIMATION OF THE LAPLACIAN

The operator D, has been called the averaging kernel operator. These operators are
interesting in general. Koltchinskii and Gine have studied the closely related integral oper-

ator
p—X

1)~ B (228) 00,

obtaining interesting results about the spectrum, under the assumption that the kernel is
symmetric and square integrable over the product space and thus Hilbert-Schmidt [KGOOJ.
In this section our main goals are Theorems which is an analogue of the CLT for the
deviations of the averaging kernel operator from the empirical graph Laplacian for certain
class of functions; Theorem 2.11] which estimates the rate of convergence of a particular
Laplacian operator (see Definition 2.9); Corollary 2.12] which combines these to show
convergence of D, to the Laplacian.

Theorem 2.1. Let {X, X} be i.i.d random variables taking values in R? with bounded
density g that is continuous at p and f € C*(RY). Suppose K : R? — R is a kernel

satisfying
(2.1) /W(llltll4 +HItD (KO + K ®)])dt < o.

If e, > 0 is a sequence such that €, — 0 and ne? — oo, then

\/ned*?(De, nf () — De, f(p) & 52,

as n goes to infinity, where Z has the standard normal distribution N (0,1) and

40 0
2 K2 4
(2.2) s*=g(p) i,J§:1 or; f(p) 3z (p) Rd (=t)tit;dA(2).

Our proof uses Lyapunov’s CLT, which we recall here for the convenience of the reader;
a detailed treatment of this result may be found in [Bil17]].
We note that condition (2.1 can be verified using Lemma2.71

Theorem 2.2 (Lyapunov’s CLT). Suppose for each n, the sequence Wy, 1, ..., Wy, . are
independent and that,

EW,;=0, on;=EW}; Sn=2,0m;

If for some 6 > 0, Lyapunov’s condition,

1l 246
i —5 > E[Wa[ ™" =0
n g +3 .

n j=1
is satisfied, Then Si Z;T:Ll W, ; converges in distribution to the standard normal random
variable as n goes to infinity.

We also need Taylor’s theorem, for which we use the following notation.

Theorem 2.3. (Taylor’s Theorem in Several Variables). [FolO5\ Theorem 2 and Corol-
lary 1] Suppose f : R* — R is of class C**' on an open convex set S. If a € S and
a+ heSs, then

of(a), o
(2.3) flath)= Y =—=h + Roi(h)

la|<k
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where the remainder is given in Lagrange form by

, for some c € (0,1).

(6% ha
Rak(h) = Y, & fla+ ch)—
la|=k+1
If |0 f(x)| < M for all € S and multi-indices || = k + 1 then, with |h| = Z‘f |hjl,
the remainder satisfies the bound
M
Rop(h)] < o— )"
[Rus ] < Gy Pl

Remark 2.4. In Theorem[23lwith k = 2, equation (2.3) has the form
1
fla+h)=f(a)+Vf(a) -h+ 5hTHh + Raa(h)
where H is the Hessian matrix.

We also record the following, from which the condition (2.1)) ensures the first through
fourth moments of | K|/ are finite for j = 1,2, 3, 4, both when the measure is d\ and when
it is gd\ for the bounded function g. This fact is used numerous times in the arguments
proving Theorem 2.1 often without being explicitly mentioned. For example, it justifies
our use of standard simplifications of the expectation that are valid only for integrable
random variables.

Lemma 2.5. If o, B,p,r € [1,0), h(t) = 0 and

[ (hiey =+ wey) (KO +K @) ax <,
then
/|K(t)|j ht)! <o,Va<j<fB,p<qg<r.

Proof. The assumptions give h € LP(|K|*d\) n L"(|K|*dX), so by interpolation also
he LY(|K|*d)). Similarly b € L9(|K|?d)). But then K € L*(|h|9d\) ~ L (|h|7d)), so
again by interpolation K € L7 (|h|?d)). O

Proof of Theorem[2_1l Write

Zn(p) = Vne?*2(Depn f(p) — Def (p))

30 (0 () () - ) — B (2) (105) - 1))

where the last step used the fact the X; have the same distribution as X. Now, take the
first degree Taylor expansion (2.3) of both instances of f. It is convenient to write Y; =
X; —p,Y = X — pand collect the linear and remainder terms so that Z,, = Z,, 1 + Z,, 2,
with
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in which expressions we have suppressed n and written € = ¢€,,. The main term is Z,, 1 and
will be analyzed using the Lyapunov CLT. To do so, write

2.6) W,,,{,:ﬁ(dé)w() v, - 5K (T2) Vi) )

and note that for each n, the W,, ; are i.i.d. random variables with respectto j = 1,...,n
and Var(W,, ;) = L Var(Z,1). So in notation of Theorem 2.2 we have, r, = n,s? =
Var(Z,,1). In Lemma 2.8 we find that IE}W,W»}4 < C1||IVF(p)||* n2e4, and that s2
converge to s? given the statement of the theorem. If s = 0, the convergence of Z,, 1 to zero

in distribution follows immediately. If not, it is apparent that we can apply Lyapounov’s
CLT with § = 2. Specifically,

stned

and since our hypothesis has ned — o0 the Lyapunov condition is verified and SiZnJ

converges in distribution to a standard normal random variable.
It remains to show that the terms Z,, » converge to zero. This is done in Lemma
where we show EZ,, 5 is dominated by a multiple of 2. O

Lemma 2.6. Under the hypothesis of Theorem2_1lthere is a constant Co , so that the term
Zn.2 in @3 satisfies

EZ,, < OQIs‘up2|aaf|2€2
al-

Proof. By independence of Y; = X; — p and the fact that they have the same distribution
asaY=X—-p
1 < -Y; -Y; 2
B2 = s 2 E(K () R (1) ~ B (D) Ry (V)
j=

= (KR (¥) - BE(=) Ry (1))
< B (KR )’

However, [R,, 1(Y)| < C'sup)y 2 |0° f|[Y[|* and using that g is bounded we obtain
-V 2
B(K(IYI) = [ (D) 1ol o) dw)
<Calgl e / 53 (—6) ). 0

The following lemma can be used to verify condition @.T)).

Lemma 2.7. Suppose,

c
|K(t)] € ———,
el + 112l

for some C € R? and for all t € R%. And assume o, € N are such that a8 — 1 > d and
we aT — 1 < d, then,

/RJK(—t)IaIItH" dA(t) <
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Proof. We have,

K(— " d\(t Td
/I £t / 0 +Ht|| e [|t][" dA(?)
— 77«n7ad—1 rdo

_C/sm/o CETDORNE

1 mtd—1 w0 ptd—1
<C / dr—i—/ 5 dr do(y)
gd—1 0 roT 1 ro

which are finite by our hypotheses on the exponents. ]

Lemma 2.8. Under the assumption of Theorem[Z1|the term Z,, 1 in 2.4) satisfies
of .\ of
2 P o 3z (p)

1<i,j<d Rd

2
d
L (za—f /K ggp+et>dA<>)

and there is a constant C > 0 such that the term W, ; in 2.9) satisfies

E}an}‘l <C va( )H

C n2ed

Var(Z, 1) = K*(=t)titjg(p + et) dA(t)

Proof. Using independence of Y; = X; — p at the first step and the fact that all Y; have
the distribution of Y = X — p at the second step

Var(Zn1) = —ey O Var(K(Z)VS0) - (1) - EK ()95 () - (V7))

d—HVar(K(_—ey)Vf(p) Y)

Then compute,

B (=) (V)Y >2=/RdK2(py)(i<yjp%(p)fg(yw(y)

= K2(—t)(2 etj%(p))Qg(p—i- et)ed dA(t)

R4 j=1
0
2.7 = ¢dt2 Z 6:1{- (p)=— 896 /K2 t)titjg(p + et) dA(t),
1<i,j<d * J

and similarly

IEK( )Vf() - Z &EJ (P)g(y) dA(y)

Rd
(2.8) d“Z a% K(=t)t;g(p + et) dA(t).

Substituting 2.7) and (2.8) into 2 gives the expression for Var(Z, 1).
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2, we see that it is independent of j and given by

Turning to the estimate of E]W ,

EWosl' = —graB(K(VF() Y ~ EK(T) Vi) - ¥)'

< HVf(p)H‘*E(K(i)HYH)‘*

= 22d+4
Vi)l (2=
< e LD 1= ir
V£p)|*
<DL [ kolit'aw+ e, =

Definition 2.9. Define the operator Ak on the class of C? functions by,

d
Brcflp _2 L3l w) [ K(-Htitgre)

017] Rd

| K0t

Theorem 2.10. Let X be an R%-valued random variable such that its density g that has
bounded C* norm. If f : R* — R has bounded C? norm and K is a kernel satisfying both

/R TEPIK @] dA®) < 0 and V) - (| K(=tdA@®)) =

R
then D.f(p) — Ak f(p) ase — 0.

Proof. For the first part, using the Taylor expansion equation (Z.3) of f, we have

D.f(p) =ed1+2EK (p_EX) (F(X) = f(»)
: /Rd K (p - X) Vip)- (v —p)g(y) dA(y)

ed+2 €

o /R K (p X ) Ro1(y — )g(y) dA(w)

€

Each of these terms may be simplified by a change of variables. For the first we then use
Taylor expansion of g, which gives ¢ = ¢(p, €,t) € (0,1) so that

© [ KOV - talo+ ety ann)
1

K(=t)Vf(p)-t(g(p) + Vg(p+ cet) - et) dA(t)

Rd

= | E(=t) (Vf(p)-t) (Vg(p + cet) - t) dA(¢).
R
Note that the term involving g(p) was zero because of our cancelation hypothesis on K. For
the second term the change of variables and the expression (2.3)) for the Taylor remainder
R, give the following, in which r = r(p, €,t) € (0,1) is used for the location at which
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the Hessian is evaluated in (2.3)).

1
cd+2
1

~ 2 Jpa K(—t)(t"H f(p+ ret)t) g(p + et) dA(t)

K(—t)Rp1(et)g(p + et)ed dA(t)
Rd

Substituting for these two terms in the expression for D, f (p) and subtracting A i gives
a bound

IDef(p) — Ak f(p)] < /RdIK(—t)IHVf(p)HHt||2|\V9(p+ cet) = Vg(p)|| dA(t)

+5 [ KONl HIG) — 9(p + ) HF (-4 ret)l,, N0
Rd

from which the result follows from the integrability of | K ()|||¢|* and the assumptions that
¢ has bounded C" norm and f has bounded C? norm. O

The proof of the next result is similar to the previous one but uses a Taylor expansion
of one higher order. We use the notation C*+¢ for functions for which the k™ derivatives
are Holder continuous with exponent 6 € [0, 1], with the case 6 = 0 being continuity and
§ = 1 being Lipschitz continuity. Recall that if f has bounded C*? norm we have an
estimate of the error R, j in the order k Taylor expansion as follows. Using (2.3) for both
the order k — 1 and k expansions and inserting (Z.3) for the remainder R —1 lets us write
for some ¢ € (0,1)

Rak(h) = fla+h) - Z 5J;('@)ha
lal<k
= Rap-1(h)— ) 0fa('a)ha
laj=k
= 3 (S ch) — 0% (@)

|| =k
so that | R, k. (h)| < M|h|**? for some constant M involving the C*+¢ norm.

Theorem 2.11. Let X be an R%-valued random variable such that its density g has
bounded C% norm for some 0 < 6 < 1. If f : R — R has bounded C*° norm
and K is a kernel satisfying both

L (U 1) o) drge) < o, and Vi) - ([ K(=earo) =o.
Rd

Rd
then|D.f(p) — Ax f(p)| = O(e%) as e — 0.

Proof. Use Remark[Z.4]to write

D.f(p) = - EK (p - X) (F(X) = F(0) = Ans + A + Ang

€ €
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Api = Ed’iz /Rd K(* — D)YVFD) - (v - p)g)dA ),

Aps = diz KL - )T H ) - pa(m)arw),
€ Rd e 2

Aps = d1+2 K(P=2) R, 5(y)g(y)dA(y).
€ Rd €

And after Taylor expansion of g and simplification using the cancellation hypothesis on
K, we obtain that

At = 13 / K(~)Vf(p) - (e)g(p + et)edA(?)

= Z oz, (p) g K(=t)tig(p + et)dA(t)

= % > oJ (p) | K(=t)t; [g(p) + Vg(p) - et + prl(et)]d)\(t)

d
= Z (9f‘ (p)ﬁ(p) K(—t)tit;dA(t) + O(é%),

aJ]] Rd

where the last line is justified using the bound |R,, 1 (et)| < M||et|**? and integrating:
K(—t)t;Rp1 (et)d/\(t)‘

< MEQZ’%(p)‘ [0 ae.

The computation for A,, o is similar but does not rely on the cancellation of K.

Av = 5o [ EEOEOTHI @) (o + ct)ean)

= % y K(—t)tTHf(p)t[g(p) +Vyg(p) - et + Rp,l(t)]dA(t)
d 2
B g(2p) i,j=1 a;jiaj;j ®) R4 K (=t)tit;dA(1) + O(e) + O(e*7)

because the second term is bounded by

€

SIH Pl IV ap)l /Rd K (=t)[1t]* dA(t) = Oe),
and the third term is bounded by

M H L), / K (=D dA(E) = O(e+?).
Rd
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For A,, 5 we need only use that g is bounded and the estimate for the remainder in the
second order Taylor expansion of f, which is | R, 2(p + et)|| < M (et)?>*?, to obtain

1
[Anal < ez [ KR+ et oo + )] axe)
Mg
< Mlgle [ R-of e+ axt)
€ R4
= 0(é).
The conclusion follows. (]

Corollary 2.12. Let {X, X} be i.i.d random variables taking values in R? and conditions
of Theorems 2.1} .10 and 211 are satisfied for some 0 < 0 < 1. If ¢, > 0 is a sequence
such that ne@*2+20 — 0 and ned — oo, then asn — o

\/ned*2(De, o f(p) — Axf(p) S sZ,

where Z has the standard normal distribution N (0, 1) and

2=90) Y L)Ly [ K2 -tyaane).

axi an Rd

i,j=1

In the case 0 = 0 it is sufficient that ne?*2 is bounded above rather than converging to
zero to obtain this result.

Proof. We have that

A/ et (D, o f(p) — A f(p))

=V n€d+2(Den,nf(p) — D, f(p)) + V nEgLJrQ(Denf(p) —Axf(p))

and by Theorem [2.1] the first term converges in distribution to a centered normal random
variable with variance s2. If 6 € (0, 1] we apply Theorem 2.11l to see the second term is

bounded by a constant multiple of v ned+2+2¢ which converges to zero by the hypothesis.
In the case § = 0 we may use the weaker hypothesis that ne?*?2 is bounded above and
Theorem[2.10/to see the same result. ]

3. ASYMPTOTICALLY VANISHING CORRELATIONS

Under certain assumptions, the limiting deviations v ned*+2(D. ., f(p) — D.f(p)) are
uncorrelated for distinct p values, as described in the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose K satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 21l If p1 # ps then

Zn(p) = V nE#Q(Den,nf(p) — D, f(p))
satisfies EZ,, (p1) Zn(p2) — 0 asn — .
Proof. We write Z,,(p) = Zp1(p) + Zy,2(p) as in (2.4) and (2.5) so that
EZn(p1)Zn(p2) = Y, BZni(p1)Zn;(p2).
1<ij<2

Using Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 2.1 we know EZ;. | (p) — s*(p) and EZ2 ,(p) — 0 so
by Holder’s inequality, we see EZ,, ;(p1)Z, ;(p2) — 0 when {i, j} n {2} # . It then
remains to show EZ,, 1(p1)Zp,1(p2) — 0.
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Recall from (2.4) that Z,, ; is a sum of n mean-zero terms from the i.i.d. random vari-
ables Y;:

n

Zurlr) = E(HZ(( Y9100, - 5K (Z2) Vi) ;).

In the expectation of the product Z,, 1(p1)Zy, 1(p2) all terms containing Y; and Y; with
1 # j will therefore vanish. The remaining n terms come from the case © = j. Using the
fact that all Y; have the distribution of Y = X — p we compute

EZ, 1 (pl)Zn 1(p2)

= BP0 (X - p) KNV 52) - (X~ 1)
S X - (8 — B =) - ()

The factors in the second term of (3.I) are bounded as follows:

X = pall

- / \K P8y~ pall gly) dA(w)

190 [1K(-)let] g1 + et X0

< HgHoova(pl)”€d+l/|K(_t)|Ht” dA(t).

so that the whole second term in (3.1} is bounded by

B KDV 1X — pall E| k=19 7o) 11X — pa

< Hg\lgoHVf(pz)HI\Vf(pl)ll6 (fi ol axo)

and converges to 0 as e — 0.
Now consider the first term of (3.1). We have

X)) - (X~ )

s | K K’“ VI - (v~ K (E—2)VF(p2) - (4~ p2)g(y) dA()
NV ) 11952 /’K

cd+2

“ Vi) - (X — K (2

IEK(

| dA(y)

— Ll 19 IIV ) [ Kol (P2 - |22 ey

This last integral is the convolution ¢ = 1 (E2=2L), where ¢(t) = |K(—t)||¢t| and ¥(t) =
| K (t)||¢]]. Our assumption on the moments of K ensures ¢ and ¢ are in L?(d\); by Parse-
val’s identity so are their Fourier transforms qAS and z/AJ, and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity then ¢up € L'(d)). Using the inverse Fourier transform we can write ¢ * 1 =
(1)) (EL=E2). Since p; # ps we have H be—pu H — o0 as € — 0, so applying the Riemann-
Lebesgue lemma. we find ¢ * w(@) —0ase— 0. O
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4. SAMPLE POINTS ON SUBSETS OF R¢

Thus far we have assumed that our points X; are chosen according to a smooth density
g on R?. However, in many problems it is more natural that the sample points lie on
some proper subset S — R?, and the corresponding density g might then be expected to be
discontinuous at points of 0S. In this section we explore the limiting behavior of averaging
kernel operators for points with distributions of this type and show that if p is an interior
point of S the results are much like those in the previous sections but with a differential
operator that depends on the asymptotic structure of S at p, while for p € 05 it is possible
to make smoothness conditions on 05 that permit characterizing limits of averaging kernels
in a similar manner.

Definition 4.1. If S < R and p € S, define

4.1 A(p) = lim 22,

e—0 €

if the limit exists in the sense of pointwise convergence a.e. of the indicator functions.

Remark 4.2. [t is elementary that A(p) is a cone with vertex at the origin. The fact that
it is defined only up to sets of zero A\-measure may be interpreted as saying that the set
of rays in A(p) is determined up to a set of zero (d — 1)-dimensional measure in the unit
sphere.

We then modify Definition[2.9]of A as follows.

Definition 4.3. Assume [, K(@®)||t]* dA(t) < 0 and let S < RY. Suppose p € S is such
that (4.1) exists. Define the operator Ay () on the class of C? functions on S by,

Ak.aipn ] (©) Z axz 3% @) [, KDt
d
g(p) *f
+ (p) K (—t)t;t;d\(t)
2 1]2:1 8:018% A(p) J

The following observation will be useful.
Lemma 4.4. Suppose a kernel K satisfies K (—t)||t|? € L*(d\(t)). If, for some vector v,
the following limit exists then it is independent of p € (0, 0]:

lim 1/ K(—t)v-td\(¢).
S=p~B(0,2)

e—0t €
The same is true if we replace the integration region by A(p) n B(0, £).
Proof. For 0 < p1 < pa we have, as € — 0,

1

€ /ﬂ (B(0,22)\B(0,41))

v
<l “/|K |Ht\| Ls—p, p(o,22) @A (1)

K(—t)v-td\(t)

ol
< 2 KON Lo 0,1 AE) — 0

because the integrand is dominated by | K (—t)|||t||> € L*(d)) and converges pointwise to
zero. The proof for integration over A(p) N B(0, £) is the same. O
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Our first result is analogous to Theorem [2.10

Theorem 4.5. Let S < R% and p € S be such that @) exists, and X be an S-valued
random variable with density g that has bounded C* norm. Suppose the kernel K satisfies
J UK (8)[142aA(t) < o and

4.2) Vip) - (1 /uﬁsm ) K(ft)td)\(t)) =0

€
for some and hence all p > 0. If f : S — R has bounded C* norm then, as ¢ — 0,

Def(p) - AK,A(p)f(p) — 0.

Proof. Fixing p such that H f, Vg are continuous in B(p, p) we compute that

Df(r) = B C—2)(F(X) ~ 1)

= ma [ KO0 (0) = F0Dawiry)

= ed% /7 K(=t)(f(p+et) = f(p))g(p + et)edA(?).

Howeyver, as ¢ — 0 we have

iz /7 K(=t)(f(p+et) — f(p)g(p + et)dA(t)
€ J2=2\B(0,2)

2 p?
< el [ 1K (0151 0 2,20

2 2
<l flleligl | IKOIP Tz 0, £,0M0) =0,
so that, as € — 0,

43 DI@ =5 [ KU+~ S0+ NG ol

Using the second order Taylor series for f and the first order Taylor series for g we
find there are r; = p + ret for some r = r(p,¢,t) € (0,1) and s; = p + set for some
s = s(p,e,t) € (0,1) so that

(Fp-+€t) — Fglp + ) = (V) et + 5T HI(re) - )glp + )
=eg(VIP) -t +(VI(p)-t)(Valse) - 1) + %8 (t" - Hf(re) - t)g(p + et).
We substitute these into (4.3) to obtain three integrals. If we then subtract A A f (p)

we may write De — Ag o) = B1 + Ba + Bz + o(1), each of which will be seen to
converge to zero as € — (. The first is

€

B, - 4®) / K(—t)Vf(p) - taAd),
S22 AB(0,2)
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which converges to zero by @.2)). Writing S,, , = S:p N B(0, £2), we have for the second
term
1
Bl = | [ KCOE SN+ i [ K0 w00
Sp,p.e A(p

s %/lK(_t”HtHZHHf(’“t)g(p+ et)ls, . — Hf(p)g(p)Lac)

while the third term satisfies

1By = / K(~)Vf(p) - tVg(sr) - tdA — / K(~)V(p) - tVg(p) - td
Sp.pe A(p)

<IVSG [ 1K Ol [ValsoLs, ,. ~ Vo) Lag)

Then the integrands for both By and B3 converge to zero A-a.e. as € — 0 using continuity
of Hf, gand Vg in B(p, p) and the fact that 15, ,, — 1,(,) a.e. as ¢ — 0. Moreover,
the integrands are dominated by M|K (—t)|||t||> € L*(d)) for some M because f has
bounded C? norm and g has bounded C!' norm. The conclusion of the theorem then
follows by dominated convergence. O

dA(t),
op

dA(t).

Since % has limit A(p) in the sense of Definition 1] it is natural to wonder whether
we can replace the former with the latter in the condition 2). A simple case where we
can do so is when p is interior to S so A(p) = R%

Corollary 4.6. Let p be an interior point of S < R®. The conclusion of Theorem
remains valid if we replace the condition @.2) with

Vip)- ( K(t) -tdA(t)) - 0.
R4
Proof. Choose p > 0 so B(p,p) — S and therefore % N B(O, g) = B(O, g) The
hypothesis gives
1

lim = / K(—)Vf(p) - td\(t) = 0

e—0t+ € B(O,f)
in the case p = o0, so by Lemmal£.4] we have (@.2) and the result follows. O

Remark 4.7. Since CorollaryH.8lis the case A(p) = R and Ay s f(p) = Axc f(p), it
extends Theorem[2.IQ This is not suprising because the result is local.

Turning to the question of whether we can replace % with A(p) in condition @.2)
when p € 05, we observe from Lemma[4.4] that this is a matter of estimating

1
] KOV (L~ L)aN0),

€ JB(0,2) ¢

It is convenient to write this in polar coordinates ¢t = (r, o) with do the normalized measure
on the unit sphere S. Since A(p) is a cone its characteristic function can be written as a
function of o, and we also use 1s—p (ro) = Ls—p (o). Our expression becomes

(4.4) /O ‘ rd<% /S K(~ro)v - o(Lss(0) ]lA(p)(a))da)dr.
.

Observe that r < £ so re < p and we can assume p is small. Moreover, == — A(p)

a.e. on the finite measure space (S, do) so the set where this function is non-zero has small
measure when p is small. However, this cannot be used to gain a factor of €, so any positive
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result must either require greater regularity of 0.5 at p or that 0.5 is very thin at p, such as
occurs at a cusp.

What is more, even knowing 1s—p — 1,(,) is only non-zero on a small set is not suf-
ficient for a result unless we also know K cannot be 0o large on this set. In all of the
following results we achieve this by, in essence, assuming K (rc) can be replaced with
sup, |K (ro)| without affecting its integrability.

Corollary 4.8. Let S = R? have C? boundary in a neighborhood of p € 0S and sup-
pose 0S has zero principal curvatures at p. Further assume that the kernel K satisfies
|K(t)] < h(|t]) for some h(r) with [T h(r)dr < oo. Then the conclusion of Theo-
remd.3 remains valid if the condition (&2) is replaced with

4.5) Vip)- (/A( )K(—t)td)\(t)) —0.

Proof. The integrability hypothesis on h gives [|K (t)] [[t]|> < o0, so we need only verify
condition (#.2)) in Theorem .3 to establish the result. Using our cancellation hypothesis
and Lemma .4 this follows if for any § > 0 there is p > 0 so

limsupl /B(O " K(-t)Vf(p) -t(]l¥ - ]lA(p))d/\(t)‘ <4

e—0 €

because this limit is independent of p. Rewriting as in (#.4) and bounding K by h we arrive
at the sufficient condition

(4.6) lim / 15—
e—0t

Now choose p > O so that H f and Vg are continuous on B(p, p) n S. Observe that
A(p) is a half-space (up to a measure zero set) and choose coordinates (2, x4) for R? so
the origin is at p and A(p) = {(2/, z4) : 4 > 0}. Now 0(S — p) is the graph {(z’, v(2')}
of a C? function v on a neighborhood of 0 and ~ vanishes to second order at the origin
by our curvature assumption [Eva22, Appendix C] and [Kob21l Section 2.2]. So we see
from the Taylor remainder estimate (2.3)) that, by shrinking p if necessary, we may assume
|v(z")| < &|2’||* on B(0, p). Then for re < p

7]]-A(p) |d0’)d’l”<5

‘]l%(a) — Lap) ()] = [Ls—p(rea) — L) (reo)]
< Lj(reo)al<s(re)?) (T€0)

= L{j(0)al<ore} (0)
and it is not difficult to conclude

/|]].ﬂ(0') — Lagp(0)|do < gére.
S TE
This bounds (.6) by § fooo 74+ h(r)dr, and the result follows. O

The requirement that the curvature at p is zero is very strong. It may be removed in the
case that K is an even function on a neighborhood of the origin in the directions spanning

JA(p) —

Corollary 4.9. Let S = R? have C? boundary in a neighborhood of p € 0S. Then
OA(p) — p is a codimension 1 subspace of R%. Instead of assuming vanishing principal
curvatures at p, we assume that the kernel satisfies |K (t)| < h(|t|) for some h(r) with
[T h(r)dr < oo and K(—t) = K(t) for all t € dA(p) — p. Then the conclusion of
Theorem[4.3 remains valid if the condition ([&2) is replaced with (£.3)
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Proof. As in the proof of Corollary 4.8l it suffices to show that for § > 0 there is p > 0 so

1
“@.7 lim sup —

e—0 €

/ K(-t)Vf()  t(Lsms — Lagy)dA(H)] < 6.
B0.2) 6

It is again convenient to use the coordinate system from the proof of Corollary[4.§]in which
0(S — p) is the graph {(«/,y(2")} with xq > ~(z') for (z/,x24) € S — p, while A(p) =
{(«',24) : 4 = 0}. Taylor’s theorem provides that y(z') = (z')T - Hy - 2’ + o(|2’||?) at
the origin. We may therefore find p so on B(0, p) we have |y(z')— (z/)T - Hy-z| < §||2’|.

At this point we define J* = {0 < xqy < (/)7 - Hy -2’} and J~ = {(2/)T - Hy-2' <
xq < 0} and observe that for both J* and J~ we have

1
—/ K(=(2",2a))Vf(p) - (¢, 24)1 s= (2", 2a)dN(@’, za) = O

€ JB(0,2) ‘

because the integration region, the kernel K and the indicator functions are symmetric
under the map 2’ — —z’ while the factor Vf(p) - (2, 24) is antisymmetric under this
map. It follows that we can add or subtract 1 ,+ (2, 24) to the characteristic functions in

the integrand of (&.7) without changing the intégral. However, the characteristic function
term in that integral then satisfies

|Ls=p (2, 24) = Lagp (@', 2a) + 1 (2, wa) — 1= (', 24)]

= ‘*]10<yd<»y(y')(5517/7 €xq) + Ly (y)<yu<o(€x’, €xq) + L+ (2’ exq) — 1 - (e, exd)‘
< Ly ()7 Hoyy | <ol 12 (€2 €2a)
= Lipy—e(@)T-Hry-a'|<de|ar2 (' Td).

on B(0, p) because |y(a')—(z')T - H~y-x| < §|«’|. Then (@7) may be seen to be bounded
by & fooo r4+1h(r) as in the proof of Corollary[4.8] which completes the proof. O

A similar idea to that used in Corollary may be applied to the case where 05 is
smooth in a punctured neighborhood of p but only continuous at p, provided that both S
and the kernel K are even with respect to a single symmetry axis.

Corollary 4.10. Let S < R? have boundary that is C? in a punctured neighborhood of
p and continuous at p. Assume there is p > 0 so that S — p n B(0, p) is even around an
axis of symmetry n,, in the following sense: for all vectors =’ orthogonal to n, we have
' € (S —p) n B(0,p) ifand only if —a’ € (S — p) n B(0, p). For the kernel K, suppose
there is h so |K(t)| < h(|t|) and [r®**h(r)dr < oo, and that for all x' orthogonal to
n, we have K (z') = K(—x'). Then the conclusion of TheoremHd. 3 remains valid if the
condition @2) is replaced with (3). We note that in this case it is possible that A(p) is
measure zero and this latter condition is trivial; this occurs if S has a cusp at p.

Proof. Taking coordinates (z', x4) with origin p so x4 is in the direction of n,, we obtain
that, on a neighborhood of p, we have (S —p) = {(«/,v(2')} and S—p = {(2/, zq) : xq >
v(z')} where 7 is C? on each radial interval from the origin in the neighborhood. Take the
one-sided Taylor expansion of +y at the origin along each ray 2’ = r¢’, where r > 0 and ¢’
is a unit vector in the plane orthogonal to n,, and write itas y(ro’) = D+ H 1?2 +0(r?),
where it is possible that D,» = 400, meaning that S degenerates in this direction and there
are no x4 so (', x4) € S — p for this choice of 2. The symmetry yields D_,» = D, and
H_, = H, and it is easily seen that we can write A(p) — p = {(ro’,z4) : x4 = rDy}
for the cone.
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As in Corollaries 4.8 and[4.9] given § > 0 it suffices to show there is p > 0 so

lim ~ / K(-t)Vf()  t(Lsm — Lagy)dA()] < 6.
B0.2) 6

e—0 €

For (2/,24) € B(0, p) we write the indicator functions in the integrand as
]lxd>.y(x/)(6w/, E,Td) — ]lmd>Dd,r(6$C/, E,Td)
= (]lxd>,y(x/) (EI/, E.I'd) — ]lﬂcd>D(,/T+H(,/T2 (ECL'/, E,Td))
+ (Loy>p, rim,,02(ex'  €xq) — Loysp,,r(€x’, €xq)).
Substituting the first of these into the integral we obtain the desired estimate by the ar-
gument in Corollary 8] because the region between the indicator functions is o(]|z’|?).

Substituting the second of these into the integral gives zero by the symmetry argument in
the proof of Corollary The result follows. O

To complete our discussion, we consider what can happen at p € 05 if we have neither
the vanishing principal curvature discussed in Corollary [4.8] nor the symmetry discussed
in Corollaries and For this to be interesting we must suppose that we have the
cancellation condition discussed in those results, as this would otherwise cause D. f(p) to
diverge as e — 0.

The following theorem, which implies (1.6), is one of our main results.

Theorem 4.11. Let S = R? have C? boundary in a neighborhood of p € 0S5, so 0A(p) is
the tangent plane at p. Using x' as coordinate on éA(p) — p let H denote the Hessian at p
of any parametrization of 0S — p with respect to x' on a neighborhood of p.

Assume that the kernel K is continuous on R? and satisfies |K (t)| < h(||t|) for some
h(r) with fooo r* 1 h(r)dr < oo. If f + S — R has bounded C? norm and the cancellation
condition (&3) holds then, as ¢ — 07,

(4.8) Dcf(p) — Agap) f(p)— / K(—=2')(Vf(p)-2') ((=")" - H-2")dNa—1(2")
A(p)—p

where \q_1 is Lebesgue measure on the d — 1 dimensional subspace 0A(p) — p.

Proof. We use the proof of Corollary[£9] All that has changed is that the term

4.9) % /B(O . K(f(x/, ;zjd))Vf(p) . (Qj/7xd)(]].,]% (I/7$d) — ]].% (I/7xd))d)\(x/, :Z?d)
is no longer zero by symmetry, and we have Hv(0) = H. We must show that this term
converges to the right side of (4.8).

It is helpful to write (£.9) in spherical polar coordinates, using r for the radius and o for
a point in the unit sphere S?~!. Then decompose the latter using an angular coordinate 6 to
the x4-axis and a coordinate o’ on the sphere SY~1 (A (p) —p), which by a slight abuse of
notation we label S?~2 with coordinate o’. For convenience we arrange that 6 € (-3, 5]
is =7 in the positive and negative x4 directions and zero on S?2,s0 ¢ = (¢, 6) and the
Jacobian is cos @. To shorten the notation we write Q(c0”) = (¢/)* - H - o/ for the quadratic
form and note that

= {(0',04) 1 0 < 0g < 7reQ(d)}

= {0 0u)  7eQ(0) < 04 < O},
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This provides that the quantity in (@.9) is
1 [¢ )
Z/ gd-1 K(=10))Vf(p) - (10) (= Lo<oy<reqio’) + Lreq(o)<ay<0) (0)do 7~ dr
0 —

o0 s
= / / 1 / K(—=r(a’,0)Vf(p) - (o,0)x0 (0) cos 0 db do’ ]l[o)g](r)rdﬂdr.
0 gd—2 T€ J_ - €

where
Xo' = ]]-{O:arcsin(reQ(a/))<9<O} - ]]-{9:0<9<arcsin(reQ(U’))}'

For fixed ¢, the 6 integral may be viewed as integrating against # times the characteristic
function of the interval between 0 and arcsin(reQ(o’)) with respect to cos @ df), which
converges (weakly) to a Dirac mass of weight —Q(o’) at & = 0. Since the integrand is
continous we conclude that, as ¢ — 0,

1 s

— K(—r(c',0))Vf(p)-(c',0)x, cosddb

— —Q(o")E(=r(d",0)Vf(p) - (¢/,0) = =Q(¢") K (=rd")Vf(p) - o’

pointwise for each r, o’. Moreover, these are dominated by h(r)|V f(p)||. But integrating
h(r) in the above gives

(4.10) / / |h(r)[rd Tt dr.
0 Jgd-2

As this is the integral of a radial function over a codimension-1 subspace, it is independent
of the subspace. Integrating the resulting constant with respect to the natural (finite) mea-
sure on the Grassmanian of such subspaces then gives fRd h(r)r?*+1dr, which is finite by
hypothesis, so we conclude that (.10 is finite and our dominating function is integrable.
Thus by the dominated convergence theorem the quantity in (9) converges to

/0 /Sdﬂ —Q(o") K (=rd")V f(p) - o do’ v dr.

Here the region of integration is the subspace 0A(p) — p; writing this via 2/ = ro’, ab-
sorbing 7?~2 into the corresponding Jacobian, and inserting Q(¢’) = (/)T - H - o' =
r=2(2)T - H - 2/ gives that the limit of the term from (&9) is given by the right side
of (&.8), which completes the proof. O

—T
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