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CONVERGENCE OF LAPLACIAN EIGENMAPS AND ITS RATE
FOR SUBMANIFOLDS WITH SINGULARITIES

MASAYUKI AINO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we give a spectral approximation result for the
Laplacian on submanifolds of Euclidean spaces with singularities by the e-
neighborhood graph constructed from random points on the submanifold. Our

convergence rate for the eigenvalue of the Laplacian is O ((log n/n)l/(m"'m)7

where m and n denote the dimension of the manifold and the sample size,
respectively.
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1. INTRODUCTION

EEREEEEEEEEREEEEER mmem=

In this paper, we give some results on spectral approximation of the weighted
Laplacian on submanifolds of Euclidean spaces with singularities. We construct
a graph called an e-neighborhood graph and consider its graph Laplacian under
the assumption that we are given i.i.d. sample from the weighted Riemannian vol-
ume measure on the manifold. As we see below, the edges of the graph and their
weights are defined using the Euclidean distance, since the geodesic distance of
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the Riemannian manifold is not given. The method for dimensionality reduction
using eigenvectors of such graph Laplacian, or some other variant of it, is known
as Laplacian Eigenmaps and was proposed in [4]. Some geometric properties of the
embedding of Riemannian manifolds, or metric measure spaces that are not neces-
sarily smooth but satisfy certain geometric conditions, into Euclidean spaces using
eigenfunctions of the Laplacian have been studied in [1], [3] and [18]. In particular,
[1] argues under weaker assumptions such as lower bound on the Ricci curvature.
On the other hand, the spectral approximation of the Laplacian on submanifolds of
Euclidean spaces by the graph Laplacian has been discussed in [5], [§] and [20] as-
suming lower bound for a quantity called reach Reach > R (Definition [E]), which
leads to bounds on the sectional curvature |Sect| < 1/R? and the injectivity ra-
dius inj > 7R (Theorem [E.2). Singularities are not allowed under the assumptions
about reach, for example, the reach of a square boundary 9([0,1]?) is 0. The goal
of this paper is to give the spectral approximation of the Laplacian replacing the
assumption on the reach with a weaker one assuming bounded sectional curvature
and injectivity radius. Under our assumptions, intrinsic singularities do not appear,
but singularities as submanifolds do, and as we will see in Appendix [H] submani-
folds with dense singularities can appear. Moreover, the square boundary ([0, 1]?)
satisfies our assumptions.

In this work, we deal with submanifolds with singularities by approximating
them with smooth submanifolds satisfying the following.

Definition 1.1. Let m € Z-(¢ be an integer. For each K,ig > 0, we define
My = Mi(m, K,ig) to be the set of (isometry class of) m-dimensional closed
(i.e., compact, connected and without boundary) Riemannian manifolds (M, g)
satisfying [Sect,| < K and inj, > io.

We consider a metric space M and a map ¢: M — R? (possibly non-smooth),
approximated by (M;, g;) € Mi(m, K,ip) and an isometric immersion ¢;: M; — R?
with bounded L!-norm of the second fundamental form. More precisely, we consider
the following assumptions.

Assumption 1.2. Let m,d € Z-( be integers with m < d and take constants
S, K,ip, L > 0. Suppose that we are given a compact metric space M with distance
function dj; and a map ¢: M — R? such that there exist a sequence {(M;, g;)}$2, C
My (m, K,ip), a sequence of positive real numbers {¢;}$2; C Rsq with lim;_, . €; =
0, a sequence of isometric immersions {¢;: M; — R?}22, and a sequence of maps
{ti: M — M,;}2, satisfying the following properties:
(i) For any z,y € M, we have dp(z,y) < L||v(x) — t(y)||pa-
(ii) For any i € Zs, we have fl\/Ii |II;| dVoly, < S, where II; denotes the second
fundamental form of ¢;.

(ili) For any i € Zso and z,y € M, we have |da(x,y) — dg, (¥i(), ¥ (y))] <

(iv) Foranyi € Zso and y € M;, there exists z € M such that dg, (y, ¥ (x)) <

(v) For any x € M, we have lim;_, o ¢; (¢;(2)) = t(z).

Under Assumption [L2] by the C*® compactness theorem [17, Theorem 11.4.7],
it turns out that M is a smooth manifold with a C1® Riemannian metric g (a €
(0,1)), i.e., the Riemannian distance with respect to g coincides with dp;. Therefore,
from now on, M satisfying Assumption[L.2lwill be treated as a Riemannian manifold
(M, g).

We next introduce our weighted Laplacian. Suppose that we are given a closed
Riemannian manifold (M, g) and positive Lipschitz function p: M — Rsq. Then,
we define the operator A, by A,f = pAf —2(Vp,Vf), where A denotes the
Laplacian without wight defined by A = —trHess. For the normalized case, we
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consider the operator AY := (1/p)A,. Let 0 = A(A,) < Ai(A,) < X (4,) <
- = 00 and 0 = Ag(AN) < A (AY) < X(AN) < --- — 00 be the eigenvalues of
A, and Af)v counted with multiplicities, respectively.

Let us explain how to construct the graph Laplacian. Suppose that we are given
a manifold M, a map ¢: M — R%, a function n: [0,00) — [0, 00), a constant ¢ > 0

and points x1,...,z, € M. Then, we define n X n matrices IC,D, L € R " as
follows:
(1) Kij=n w D--:(;--zn:IC-l L=D—-K

() € 9 1) 1) £ il .
Let 0 = M(£) < M(L) < -+ < Ap1(L) be the eigenvalues of £ counted with
multiplicities, and u?,...,u"~! € R™ be corresponding eigenvectors. Note that we
have u{ = --- = u?. If we are given an embedding dimension k € {1,...,n—1}, we
define y1,...,y, € R* so that (y1,...,yn) = (u',...,u*)*, where A* denotes the

transpose of A for any matrix A. Then, y1,...,y, is the output of the Laplacian
eigenmaps. Under our assumptions u/ corresponds to an eigenfunction f; of an
appropriate Laplacian, and y; corresponds to (fi(z;),..., fr(z;)) € R*. Here, we
used the unnormalized graph Laplacian £ of the e-neighborhood graph, and in the
normalized case we consider the eigenvalue problem Lu = ADu. In our analysis,
we assume the following conditions on 77 and on the probability density function p
from which the sample points are taken.

Assumption 1.3. Suppose that we are given a Riemannian manifold (M, g) and
functions 7: [0,00) = [0,00), p: M — Rs¢ such that following properties hold:
(i) n is non-increasing, Lip(n[j,1j) < Ly holds for some L, > 0, n(3/4) > 0
and 77|(1,oo) =0.
(if) Lip(p) < L, for some L, > 0, 1/a < p < o holds for some e > 0 and

/ pdVoly, = 1.
M

For example, functions 7|jo 1 = 1 and 7]j,17(t) = e™"" are often used.
We now state our main result on the convergence of the eigenvalues of the Lapla-
cian.

t2

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that the pair (M, g),t) satisfies Assumption 3, and we
are given functions n,p satisfying Assumption [[L3. For any k € Zsq, there ex-
ist constants C1 = Ci(m,a, k) > 0 and Cy = Ca(m, S, K, 49, L,n,a, Ly, k) > 0
such that, for any v € (1,00) and n € Zso with /% < C5', where € = €, =
(logn/n)Y("+2) and ii.d. sample x1,...,x, € M from pVoly, defining £ as (),

we have
< 0271/2 (1ogn
n
with probability at least 1 — Cin~7, where we defined

1 m—1 1
oy = YAETT) )/O (L) dt.

2
m—+2
O'nn€

(L)

1/(m+2)
)‘k(Ap) - )

m

Note that the assumption that 7(3/4) > 0 is not specific. In fact, defining
n(t) = n(3t/4) and € = 3¢/4, the matrices determined in (1) remains the same
regardless of whether (7, €) or (7, €) is used. Moreover, for the normalization term,
oyne™T? = gzné™*? is obtained.

Despite our weaker assumptions, our convergence rate of eigenvalues is better
than those of [8] and [20], which are O ((logn)P=/2/n/™)) (py = 3/4 and p,, =

1/m for m > 3) and O ((log n/n)l/(m+4)), respectively. In Theorem [[4] € is given



4 MASAYUKI AINO

explicitly for sample size n and intrinsic dimension m of the manifold, but the
convergence (with possibly different rate) is obtained when lim,_,~ €, = 0 and

See Theorem B.17] for details.
We next state our main result on convergence to eigenfunctions of the Laplacian
corresponding to isolated eigenvalues.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that the pair ((M,g),t) satisfies Assumption[LZ, and we
are given functions n,p satisfying Assumption [ Take arbitrary k € Z~qo and
assume G = min {|\;(A,) — Me—1(Ap)], [Ars1(Ap) — A(Ap)|} > 0. Then, there
ezist constants C; = Ci(m, o, k) > 0 and Cy = Cy(m, S, K,io,L,n,a, L,y k) >
0 such that, for any n € Zso, v € (1,00) with y1/2e < CQ_IGQ, where € =
(logn/n)V/m+2) " and ii.d. sample x1,...,2, € M from pVol,, defining L as
@), we have the following with probability at least 1 — Cyn~". For the eigenvector
uk of £ with 31 (u¥)?/n =1 corresponding to the eigenvalue (L), we can take
the eigenfunction f of A, with fM f2pdVol, = 1 corresponding to the eigenvalue
Ak(A)) so that

n

1 2 C logn 1/(m+2)
LY (o) - )’ < a2 (B )

; n
i=1

Since the eigenvalue of the Laplacian A\ (A,) is assumed to be isolated, the only
freedom in taking fj is in the sign. See Theorem for the general cases where
the eigenvalues of the Laplacian have multiplicities or very small spectral gaps. Our
rate of convergence to eigenfunctions is worse than that of [§], but the proof in [§]
is based on the following pointwise approximation of the Laplacian:

@ ad@ e [ (M) g0 - sne

o€ M €
(it turns out that the L? approximation is enough for their proof), and as we will
see in Appendix[G] the LP approximation (p € [1, 00]) of the Laplacian of this form
is sensitive to singularities, so their proof is not applicable under our assumptions,
at least not as is.

Here we gave results for the convergence of the unnormalized graph Laplacian,
but we can give similar results for the normalized case. See Theorem [3.27] and

This paper can be read independently of the previous studies [5], [8] and [20].
In a technical step we use the corresponding assertion to [8, Proposition 2.11], but
in Appendix [C] we give a simple proof of it in the form we use based on arguments
from standard Riemannian geometry.

The structure of this paper is as follows.

In section 2, we fix our notation and introduce some definitions, give easy con-
sequences of our assumptions, and summarize the prerequisite knowledge.

In section 3, we give our main results. In subsection 3.1, given a function on the
manifold, we study its properties on the random points. In subsection 3.2, given
a function on the random points, we study some properties of a corresponding
function on the manifold. In subsection 3.3, we give our main results for the case
of unnormalized graph Laplacian, and in subsection 3.4 for the case of normalized
graph Laplacian.

In Appendix [Al we give the L™ estimate and the gradient estimate for eigen-
functions of our Laplacian A, and Af)\’ .

In Appendix[B], we summarize the linear algebraic arguments needed to complete
the proof of our main results.
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In Appendix [C] we construct a map from our manifold to random points that
almost preserve the distance and the measure.

In Appendix [D] we explain why approximation by a sequence of smooth sub-
manifolds yields the main results in the limit.

In Appendix[E] we discuss the relationship between the reach and other geometric
quantities.

In Appendix [F] we discuss the consistency of the measures under Assumption
Theorem [F.1] asserts that the Hausdorff measure determined by given distance
function and the Hausdorff measure determined by the Euclidean distance function
coincide with each other under our assumptions.

In Appendix[G] we show by example that the LP approximation of the Laplacian
([2) is sensitive to singularities for p € [1, 00] even if the singularities are simple and
the probability density function is constant, where the case of p = oo corresponds
to the pointwise approximation.

In Appendix [l we construct an example of a submanifold with dense singular-
ities under our assumptions.

Acknowledgments. I am grateful to Professor Shouhei Honda for answering my
questions about the gradient estimate for eigenfunctions. This work was supported
by RIKEN Special Postdoctoral Researcher Program.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation and Definitions. In this subsection, we fix our notation and pre-
pare some definitions. For given real numbers uq, ..., u;, let C(uq,...,u;) denotes
a constant depending only on wuq,...,u;. If we want to distinguish between the
constants, express them as C1, Co, . ... When the constants appearing in each claim
are of the form C(uq,...,u;), the constants C' appearing in the proof depend only
on at most uq,...,u;, unless otherwise noted. For brevity, we sometimes denote
C(...,n(0),1/n(3/4),Ly,...) by C(...,n,...) under Assumption For a set X,
CardX denotes the cardinal number of X.

We summarize our notation for Riemannian manifolds and isometric immersions.

Notation 2.1. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold.

(i) dy denotes the Riemannian distance function. If there is no confusion, we
simply write d. For any z € M and r € (0,00), let B,(z) = BM (x) denotes
B.(z) :={y € M :d(x,y) < r}. We sometimes write it by B(z,r). Similarly,
B, (z) :={ye M :d(z,y) <r}.

(ii) For two points z,y € R, ||z — y||g« denotes the Euclidean (/%) distance. If
there is no confusion, we simply write ||z —y/||. For any z € R? and r € (0, c0),
let BFEL (z) denotes Bf{d (z) :={y € R?: ||z — y|| < r}. We sometimes write it
by BE (z,r).

(iii) Secty, Ricy, inj,, diamy(M) and Vol, denote the sectional curvature, the
Ricci curvature, the injectivity radius, the diameter and the Riemannian vol-
ume measure of (M, g), respectively. When the dimension of M is m, Vol,
coincides with the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure H™ determined by the
Riemannian distance dg4. For any integrable function f: M — R, we some-
times use the following notation:

/ flz)dx = fdVoly.
M M

(iv) V denotes the Levi-Civita connection. We also use the notation V for the
gradient of functions.

(v) For any k € Zsg, let S* := {z € R¥! . ||z||gess = 1} denotes the k-
dimensional standard sphere with standard Riemannian metric. Note that we



(vii)

(viii)
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have Vol(S*) = (k + 1)£k+! (B]Rk+1 (0, 1)), where £F+1 denotes the (k + 1)-
dimensional Lebesgue measure.

Let T, M denotes the tangent space at x € M, and U, M = {v € T, M :
lv| = 1}, where |v| := g(v,v)"/2. When the dimension of M is m, using an
orthonormal basis and identifying T, M with R™ and U,M with S™!, we
consider an m-dimensional Lebesgue measure on T, M and a Riemannian vol-
ume measure on U, M determined from S™ !, respectively. These measures
are determined independently of the choice of the orthonormal basis.

Given points z,y € M, let 7,,, denotes one of minimal geodesics with unit
speed such that v;,(0) =  and 7, 4(d(z,y)) = y, and ¢, , denotes one of
minimal geodesics with constant speed such that ¢; ,(0) =  and ¢; 4(1) = y.
Note that we can take ¢, so that ¢, 4(d(z,y)t) = vg4(t). For given z € M
and u € T, M, let v, : R — M denotes the geodesic with constant speed such
that ,(0) = 2 and 4,(0) = u. The exponential map exp,: T,M — M at
x € M is defined by exp,(u) = v, (1).

For any x € M and v € U, M, put

t(u) == sup{t € Ruo : d(z, () = t}.
For any x € M, we define jz e€eT,M and J, C M by
Joi={tu:u e UM, 0<t<t(u)}
Ty =expy(Jy) = {vu(t) s u € UM, 0 <t < t(u)}.

Then, J, C M is open, exp, |7 Jo — Jp is diffeomorphic and Vol(M\J,) = 0
[19, IIT Lemma 4.4]. For any y € Ja, Y,y and ¢z are uniquely determined.
The function d(z,-): M — R is differentiable in J, \ {z} and Vd(z,-)(y) =
Yz.y(d(x,y)) holds for any y € J, \ {z} [19, III Proposition 4.8].

Let A denotes the Laplacian (without weight) acting on functions defined
by A = —trHess. If (M,g) is the m-dimensional Euclidean space with the
standard metric, then A = — 3" §%/927. Note that some authors use the

opposite sign for the Laplacian. Let
0= A0(A) < M(A) € Aa(A) < -+ — 00

be the eigenvalues of the Laplacian A counted with multiplicities.
Suppose that we are given a positive Lipschitz function p: M — Rs(. Let
Ap: W22(M) — L*(M) and AY: W»2(M) — L*(M) be operators define by

A f =pAf —2(Vp,Vf),
AN f ::%Apf _Af- %<Vp, Vi),

where Vp and Vf denote the gradient vector fields of p and f respectively,
and (Vp,Vf) := ¢g(Vp,Vf). Note that Vp is defined as an L vector field.
Let

0=X(A,) <A(A,) <X(A,)) <--- =00
0 =Xo(AY) < M(AY) < (AN < 5 00
be the eigenvalues of A, and Af)v counted with multiplicities, respectively.

Suppose that we are given points X = {x1,...,2,} C M. Then, for any
function f: M — R, we sometimes regard f|x as an element of R” by

flx = (f(z1),..., f(zn)) € R™.
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(xii) Suppose that we are given an isometric immersion ¢: M — R?. Then, I €
I(TM ® TM ® TM~) denotes the second fundamental form, and we define

[I1|(z) := max{||II(v,v)|ge : v € UM}

for each x € M. Here, 1: M — R? is an isometric immersion means that the
pullback of the Euclidean metric coincides with g, and does not impose the
injectivity of ¢.

We next introduce our notation for the graph Laplacian.

Notation 2.2 (Graph Laplacian). Suppose that we are given a manifold M a
map ¢: M — R a function n: [0,00) — [0,00), a constant ¢ > 0 and points
T1,...,T, € M. Then, we define n X n matrices IC, D, L € R"*" as follows:

Kij 77<M>7 DijzéijZ’Cila L=D-K.
1=1
Let
0=X(L) ML) < < A1 (L)

be the eigenvalues of £ counted with multiplicities. Let
0=X(L,D)<M(L,D)<---<A\1(L,D)

be the eigenvalues for the eigenvalue problem Lv = ADv counted with multiplicities.
Note that A is an eigenvalue for such an eigenvalue problem if and only if A is an
eigenvalue of the symmetric matrix D~/2£D~1/2,

We summarize the definitions needed to relate functions on discrete points to
functions on manifolds.

Definition 2.3. Suppose that we are given a closed Riemannian manifold (M, g),
points x1,...,z, € M, a positive real number ¢ > 0 and functions 7, p as Assump-
tion

(i) Define o, € Rs¢ by

1 m—1 1
oy = YAETT) )/O (L) dt.

m

(ii) Define a map ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) by

v0)i= [ n(e)sds

Note that ¢ is a Lipschitz function, () < n(t)/2 for any t € [0,00) and
Ple) =0
(iii) Define a map 0.: M — R<o by

Oc(x) := /Mw <d(z’y)) ply) dy.

(iv) Define a map 6.: M — R by

(v) If 0. (x) > 0 holds for every x € M, define an operator A.: R" — LIP(M) by

Au(e) = n@ﬁl(x) éw (d($;$i)) s

Note that if u; = 1 for any ¢ = 1,...,n, then we have Acu = 1.
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(vi) If 6.(x) > 0 holds for every x € M, we define a map 1;: M x M — R by
- 1 d(z,y)
w(xay) T 96(1')1/] ( € .
Note that we have Y7 ¢(z,z;)/n = 1 for any z € M, and Acu(z) =
Yo (x, z)ui/n for any z € M and u € R™.
(vii) Define a Borel map ¥: M x M — TM by
d(z,y)\ d(z,y) .
U(z,y) =7 (g) ( )%,y(O) € T M.

€ €2

Note that, for any « € M, ¥(z,y) is uniquely determined and

Vi (M) = VU(z,y)

€

for a.e. y € M.

2.2. Our Assumptions and its Easy Consequences. In this subsection, we
discuss the assumptions used in this paper and their easy consequences.

Remark 2.4. Let us give several comments on Assumption and

(a) By Assumption (i), t: M — R is injective, but ¢; is not necessarily so.

(b) For the proof of our results, it is enough that Assumption (i) holds only
locally, i.e., only for x,y € M with ||¢(z) — ¢(y)|| < 7o for some constant ro €
[e,00). However, this condition implies that d(x,y) < max{L, diam(M)/ro}||z—
y|| holds for any x,y € M. Under the assumption that the reach (Definition
[EXT)) is bounded from below, d(x,y) < ||z —yl|+ C||z —y[|* holds locally (Corol-
lary [E.]), so (i) holds for some constant L € (0, o).

(c¢) Under Assumption [[2] we have lim;_, ., diamg, (M;) = diam(M) by (iii) and
(iv).

(d) Under Assumption [[2] we call the sequence {((M;, g;),¢)} the approximation
sequence for (M, ). We call the map ¢;: M — M; the approximation map. Its
properties imply that (M, g;) converges to M in the sense of Gromov-Hausdorff.
Under Assumption [[2 by the C1'® compactness theorem [I7, Theorem 11.4.7],
it turns out that M is a smooth manifold with a C1® Riemannian metric g (o €
(0,1)), and we can replace 1; so that 1; is a C? diffeomorphism for sufficiently
large i and 9} g; — g in CH%, by taking a subsequence if necessary. Therefore,
M satisfying Assumption [[2 will be treated as a Riemannian manifold (M, g).

(e) Suppose that we are given (M, g) € M;(m, K,ip) and a function p as Assump-
tion L3 (if). Then, we have Vol (M) < «, so the volume comparison (Theorem
29) implies diamy (M) < C(m, K, g, o).

(f) Suppose that we are given an m-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold (M, g)
with Ric > —(m — 1)K g for some K > 0, and a function p as Assumption
(ii). Then, we have Voly(M) > 1/«, so the volume comparison (Theorem 2.8
(iii)) implies diamy(M) > 1/C(m, K, «). In particular, for any k € Zsq, we
have A (A) < C(m, K, a, k) by [12, Corollary 2.3].

Our assumptions about the approximation lead to the following Lemma, in-
dependent of the curvature assumptions. Note that Assumption implies the
assumptions of the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that we are given a compact metric space M with distance
function d and a map ¢: M — R? such that there exist a sequence of compact
metric spaces {(M;,d;)}32,, a sequence of positive real numbers {€;}52, C Rso
with lim;_,» €; = 0, sequences of maps {t;: M; — R4}, and {t;: M — M;}32,
satisfying the following properties:
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(i) For any i € Zso and x,y € M, we have |d(x,y) — d;(¥i(z), ¥;(y))| < €.
(ii) For anyi € Z~g andy € M;, there exists x € M such that d;(y, ¥:(z)) < €
(iii) For any i € Zsqg and x,y € M;, we have ||t;(z) — ¢;(y)|| < di(z,y).

(iv) For any x € M, we have lim;_,o t;(;(x)) = t(x).
Then, we have the following properties:

(a) For any x,y € M, we have ||t(z) — t(y)||re < d(z,y).

(b) The convergence of (iv) is uniform, i.e.,

Tim sup [0 (¢i(2)) = ¢(2)|[re = 0.
11— 00 rzeM

(c) Suppose that there exists L € (0,00) such that d(z,y) < L|u(x) — t(y)||ga
holds for any x,y € M. Then, there exists a sequence {T;} C Rsq such that
lim; 0o 73 = 0 and for any i € Z~o and x,y € M;, we have

di(z,y) < Llti(z) = ti(y)llre + 7i-
Proof. We immediately get (a) by (i), (iii) and (iv).
Let us prove (b). Take arbitrary € € (0,00). Then, by the compactness of M, we

can find z1,...,2; € M such that M = U§¢:1 B (k). Then, there exists N € Z~g
such that €; < e holds for any ¢ € Z~o with ¢ > N, and

[lei(9i(zr)) — ()| < €
holds for any ¢ € Z~o with ¢ > N and k € {1,...,1} by (iv). Then, for any i € Z~g
with ¢ > N and y € M, we can find k € {1,...,l} with y € B.(z), and

[e(y) = (@i <llely) = elwr)ll + lle(mr) = i) + llei(@i(zn)) — wi(@i(@)) ]
<d(y, k) + € + di(vi(y), Yi(ae)) < 4e
by (i), (ii) and (a). This implies (b).
Let us prove (c). Take arbitrary x,y € M;. By (ii), there exist ’,y’ € M such
that d;(x,¥;(2")) <€ and d;(y,1:(y')) < €. Then, by (i) and (iii), we have

di(z,y) <di(¥i(2), ¢i(y")) + 26 < d(@’,y") + 3e; < Ll|u(2’) — o(y)[| + 3e

<Llles(hi (") — wi(wi(y")Il + 2L sup [[ei(1hi(2)) = (2)]] + 3es
<Lei(x) = wi(y)ll + 2L sup l[ei(vi(2)) = (2)]] + (2L + 3)ei.

Thus, we get (c) by (b). O

Several results hold under weaker condition than M;j(m, K, ig), so we give the
following definition.

Definition 2.6. Let m € Z-( be an integer. For each K > 0, we define My =
My (m, K) to be the set of m-dimensional closed Riemannian manifolds (M, g) with
Ricy > —(m — 1)Kg.

Note that the assumption |Secty| < K implies Ric, > —(m — 1)Kg, and so
M (m, K, ig) C Ma(m, K).

Regarding Lemma 28] we consider the following assumptions for smooth immer-
sions.

Assumption 2.7. Let m,d € Z-( be integers with m < d and take constants
S, K,ig, L, > 0. We say a pair ((M,g),t) of a Riemannian manifold (M, g) and
amap t: M — RY satisfies Assumption 7 (a) if the following conditions (i), (iii)
and (iv) hold, and that it satisfies Assumption 7] (b) if (ii), (iii) and (iv) hold.
() ( 59)6M1(m7K57:0)'

(ii) (M,g) € Ma(m, K).

(iii) We have [,, [IT|dVoly, < S.
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(iv) For any z,y € M, we have d(z,y) < L|[e(z) — t(y)||re + 7-

Assumption 27 (b) is weaker than (a). By replacing L by max{L,1}, we can
assume that L > 1. Our approach is to approximate the pair (M, ) satisfying
Assumption by ((M;, gi), t;) satisfying Assumption 2.1 (a), and then show the
Laplacian spectral approximation result for ((M;, g;), t;).

2.3. Integration in Sphere Bundles and Geodesic Flows. In this subsec-
tion, we present some basic elements of integrals on sphere bundles, which will be
necessary for later discussions. For details we refer Section 4 of Chapter II in [19].

Let (M, g) be an m-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold, and p: TM — M
be the tangent bundle, where p denotes the projection to the base space M. Take
arbitrary u € T, M (x € M). Then, the derivative of p defines the map dp =
(dp)u: T,TM — T, M, which is determined by (dp,)(i(0)) = < |,_op(u(s)) for any
smooth curve u(s) in TM with «(0) = u. We define an injection i = 4,: T, M —
T.TM by i,(§) = dis|s:0(u + s€) for any £ € T, M, where u + s is regarded as a
smooth curve in TM. The maps (dp), and i, are determined independently of the
Riemannian metric, and the sequence

(3) 0= T,M 5 1, 7M % T 0

is a short exact sequence. The Levi-Civita connection V gives a splitting of ([B]) as
follows. We define a map K = K,,: T,TM — T, M so that for any curve u(s) in
TM with u(0) = u, K(4(0)) = V%u(sﬂszo, where u(s) is regarded as a vector
field along p(u(s)). Then, K, is well-defined and K, o i, = Idr,ar, so K, gives
a splitting of @). We define V,, := Imi,, ¢ T,TM and H, := KerK,, C T,,TM.
Then, we have T, TM =V, & H,. We define a Riemannian metric G on T M by

G(n1,m2) :== g ((dp)u(m), (dp)u(n2)) + g (Ku(m), Ku(n2))

for any n1,m2 € T,TM. Then, T,,TM =V, & H, is an orthogonal decomposition
with respect to G. Define a 2-form a: T,TM x T, TM — R by

a(n,n2) == g ((dp)u(m), Ku(n2)) — g (Ku(m), (dp)u(n2))

for any 11,12 € T, TM. Then, identifying TM and T*M through the map TM —
T*M, v — g(v,-), a gives the standard symplectic form on T*M. Given an appro-
priate orientation (even if M is not orientable, TM is always orientable), o™ /(m!)
coincides with the volume form Volg on T'M for the metric G. We regard Volg as
the Riemannian volume measure on T'M. For any integrable function F': TM — R,

we have
/ FdVolg = / / u) du dx
TM M JT, M

by [19, II Lemma 5.6]. We define the geodesic flow ¢.: TM — TM (¢t € R) by
o¢(u) := 4, (t). Then, ¢; preserves Vol since it preserves « [19, IT Lemma 4.4], so
for any integrable function F': TM — R, we have

// dudz*// F(¢¢(u)) dudex.
T M M JT, M

We next consider the sphere bundle UM := {v € TM : g(v,v) = 1}. The sphere
bundle UM is a submanifold of TM and G defines a Riemannian metric on UM
by restriction. For any uw € UM, i,(u) € T,TM is the unit normal vector of
UM, so (Volyar)y = t(iy(u))(Volg), is the volume form at u on UM with ap-
propriate orientation, where ¢ denotes the interior product. For any v € UM
and t € R, we have ¢¢(u) € UM, and so the geodesic flow also defines the
flow ¢¢lup: UM — UM on UM. Then, ¢|ym preserves Volyys since we have
’Ld,t(u)(d)t(u)) = pvy ((d(bt)u(zu(u))) for any uw € UM, where py : T@(u)TM — Vqﬁt(u)
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denotes the orthogonal projection. Regarding Volyas as the Riemannian volume
measure on UM, the integral on UM is computed in the same way as the integral
on T'M, and for any integrable function F': UM — R and t € R it follows that

(4) FdVolyy = / / u) dudx = / / F(¢t(u)) dudz.
UM M MJUu,M

2.4. Basic Elements of Comparison Geometry. In this subsection, we intro-
duce some basic assertions about comparison geometry. For each K € R, we define
a function sx: R — R by

\/;sin VKt (K >0)
sk (t) == t (K =0)

\/ =% sinh V=Kt (K <0)
Let (M, g) be an m-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold. Take a point 2z € M.
Let 0,: J, — Rsg be the density function of the Riemannian volume measure
through the identification exp,: J, — J» C M:
Vol, = Ow£m|jm.
Then, we have 6,(0) = 1. We summarize the Bishop-Gromov comparison theorem
and its easy consequences as follows
Theorem 2.8. Suppose that Ric > (m — 1)K. Take arbitrary u € U, M.
(i) We have
tm=10, (tu)
sk (H)m—1
is monotonically non-increasing for t € (0,t(u)).
(ii) We have t™ 10, (tu) < sk (t)™ 1 for any t € (0,t(u)).
(iii) For any r,R € (0,00) with r < R < \/1/K7 (y/1/K := 0 if K <0), we
have
Vol, (B,(z)) <Vol(S™™1) / s ()™ 1 dt,
0

fO SK m_l dt
Jo sxe(t >m Lt
(iv) Suppose that K < 0. Take arbitrary R, s,t € (0,00) with s/2 <t<s <R
and u € Uy M with s < t(u). Then, we have
s™m10,(su) sk (s)m1 si(s)mt sg(R)™ 1
< < < .
=10, (tu) — sg(®)™ ! T sk(s/2)m ! T skx(R/2)™!
For (i) and (ii), see [19, IV Theorem 3.1 (2)]. If K < 0 and ¢ € [0, 07/+/—K] for
some 6 € (0, 00), we have

Vol (B, (z)) > Vol,(Br(z)).

sinh™ ! (0r) — (fm)™!
(Om)m+1

s ()1 < (sinh(07) /(7)™ et

SK(t)m—l Stm_l + (—K)tm+1,

When, K > 0, a similar estimate of s}?*l is obtained for the lower bound. Inte-
grating (i) and (ii), we get (iii). See [19, IV Corollary 3.2 (2), Theorem 3.3]. If
K < 0 and diam(M) < D for some positive constant D > 0, (iii) implies that for
any r € (0, D],
Tm
Voly (B, (x)) > Vol, (M).
I meD sk (t)ym1dt I
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We get (iv) by (i) and properties of sgk.
We next consider the upper bound on the sectional curvature.

Theorem 2.9 (IV Theorem 3.1 (1) of [19]). Suppose that Secty, < K. Take arbi-
trary w € UyM. Then, for any t € (0,/1/K7) with t < t(u), we have

t™ 10, (tu) > s (H)™ L

If K> 0, for any t € [0,1/1/Kn], we have
-1
SK(t)mfl > tmfl _ m6

Thus, if K > 0, under the assumptions of Theorem 2.9 we have

K™+t

m—1

t"m 0, (tu) >t — Kttt

for any t € (0,t(u)), since 0, (tu) > 0.
Finally, we consider the comparison for the Hessian of distance function. Define
de: M = R by d,(y) = d(z, ).
Theorem 2.10 (IV Lemma 2.9 of [19]). Suppose that |Secti| < K. Take arbitrary
u € UM and t € (0,\/1/Km) with t < t(u). Then, for any v € U, )M with
v L A (t), we have
Sk (t) S_k(t
sk (1) ~k(t
Note that without the curvature condition, we have
(Hessdy ), (1) (Fu(t),v) =0
for any v € T, M if 0 < t < t(u). Suppose that K > 0. Then, for any
t € (0,7/(2VK)], we have
0< SK(t)7 Sk (t)
s(t) s-k(t)

2.5. Berntein Inequality. We frequently use the Bernstein inequality in the fol-
lowing form. See Remark 1.4.4 and Theorem 2.2.1 of [21].

~—

< (Hessdy ), 1) (v,v) <

~—

V)

< % (m/2) cosh(m/2)

sinh(7/2)

Theorem 2.11. Let (Q, F, 1) be a probability space. Let f € L (u) satisfies
@) [ s
Q

AﬁMw(Afwfsﬁ

for some C,o0 > 0. Take arbitrary t € (0,00). Then, for i.i.d. sample x1,...,z, €
Q from p, we have

<C (x€Q),

n

1 t
e SNCIE N

i=1
holds with probability at least

t2
1—exp|-— .
P ( 2no? + 20t/3>

Remark 2.12. Applying the above theorem to — f, we immediately get

1 n
Egﬂm—AMu

t
< —
-n
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with probability at least

t2
1-2exp|-——— .
eXp( 2na2+2ct/3>

Remark 2.13. The claim that some condition P holds for i.i.d. sample z1, ..., z, €
from p with probability at least @ means that there exists a measurable set V' C € x

-+ X Q (n-times product) such that the condition P holds for any (x1,...,2,) € V
and p®*(V) > a holds, where u®" denotes the n-times product measure of p.

Corollary 2.14. Let (Q,F, u) be a probability space. Take arbitrary f € L (u),
v € (1,00) and & € (0,00) with v'/25 < 1. Then, for i.i.d. sample x1,..., 2, € Q
from p, we have

1N ) - V2§
’an(wz) | rau] <3

i=1

with probability at least 1 — 2 exp (7371’)52/2).

Proof. Putting t = 3n|| | L~~"'/26 and applying Theorem LT}, we get the assertion.
(I

Corollary 2.15. Let (0, F,u) be a probability space. Take arbitrary fi,..., fr €
L®(u) (k € Zso), v € (1,00) and § € (0,00) with v/25 < 1. Then, for i.i.d.
sample x1,...,x, € Q from p, we have

ln 20,0\ _ 2
22w - [

for every f = Zle asfs (as € R with Zle a? = 1) with probability at least
—k(k+1)exp (—371752/2).

< 33k — 2) max{]| £}~ }7/%5

Proof. Applying Corollary 214 to f2 and (fs + f;)? (s < t), we get

< 12max{ | fol| 7~ 17"/%5

Zfs+ft 2) = [ (ot fP

for every s,t € {1,...,k} with probability at least 1 — k(k + 1) exp (—3n752/2).
This implies

%i_Zlfsm)ft(mi) ~ [ s

and so we get the corollary. O

< 9max{|| £y~ 1"/,

3. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we give the proofs of our main results. To do this, we compare
the Rayleigh quotient of each eigenvalue problem to use the minimax principle. By
the minimax principle, the eigenvalue A\x(A,) of A, is expressed as

Ae(A,) :=inf{  sup JuIVIPp?dVoly v c Wh2(M) is
k\2p) - FEVA{0} fM f2pdVol, ~ a (k+ 1)-dimensional subspace

Given points X = {z1,...,2,} € M and ¢ € (0,00), the eigenvalue Ax(L) of
the matrix £ defined as (Il) has a similar expression using the Rayleigh quotient
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Yo (Lu)iui/ Do u? for u € R™. Here, a straightforward calculation implies

n n n

1 1 o) =z

Z(ﬁu)i“i =3 Z Kij(ui —u;)* = 5 Z U (M) (wi —uj)*.
i=1 i,j=1 i,j=1
We compare these Rayleigh quotients through the maps LIP(M) — R", f — flx
and R" — LIP(M), u — Acu. For the definition of A, see Definition (v).
In subsection 3.1, given a function f € LIP(M), we estimate > ", Ky;(f(z;) —
f(x;))?. In subsection 3.2, given a vector u € R™, we estimate [,, |[VAcu|?p? dVol,.
Combining these estimates, we show the main results for the unnormalized case in
subsection 3.3. For the normalized case, similar expressions of the eigenvalues hold,
and we show the main results for this case in subsection 3.4.

3.1. From Continuous to Discrete. The following lemma is fundamental to the
arguments under Assumption 271

Lemma 3.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and t: M — R? be an isometric
immersion. Take a geodesic y: [0,1] — M with unit speed, and suppose that

l
/ |[II| o~ (t)dt < S,
0
holds for some positive constant S > 0. Then, we have the following:

) [le(v(D) = (v = (1 = S3/2) L.
(i) e(y() = e(y(O)] > (1= 8,/V2) L.

(iii) If in addition I < L|ju(y(1)) — ¢(y(0))|| + 7 holds for some positive constants
L>1and 7> 0, we have

F< (14 CrSy)llety(D) = e(v(O)] + 7
where Cp, := (L(L — 1)/2)"/2.

Proof. In this proof, for the sake of brevity, we regard v as a curve in Euclidean
space ¢t o7y, and 4 and 4 will denote the first-order and second-order derivatives as
a curve in Euclidean space, respectively.

We first prove (i). Take ly € (0,1) so that

lo l 1
/ 1) on(t)de = [ |11 on(0)di < 38,
0

lo
and put
v:=4(lp) € R%
Define h: [0,1] — R by
h(t) == (¥(t), v)re,

where (-, -)ga denotes the Euclidean inner product. Then, we have h(lp) = 1,
|h(t)] <1 and
(5) 5@ 12h(1)* + B () < [5®)]?

for any ¢ € [0,1], since 4(¢) L 4(¢). Define

9\ 2
Iy :=supteld]: sup (1—h(s)?) < (—) ,
s€llo,t] S’Y

2
I_:=inf{t € [0,lo]: sup (1—h(s)?) < (i) ,
s€lt.lo] Sy

A:= sup (1—h(t)*)2
tell_,iq]
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Then, by the continuity of h, we have A < 2/S.,. Since we have ¥ = II(¥,7), we
have

W (1) < 5P — h(t)?) < A% (1] 0y (1))”
for any t € [I_,14] by (B). This implie
(6) h(t) =1+ /t h'(s)ds>1— %AS7

lo

for any ¢t € [I_,l,]. For any t € [l_, 1], by AS,/2 <1 we get
1 2
h(t)* > (1 — 5Asy) >1-AS,,

so 1—h(t)? < AS,. Thus, by the definition of A, we have A < S, so

sup (1 —h(t)?) < S,2Y.
tell_,lq]

Suppose that S, < v/2. Then, we have 52 < 2 < (2/5,)?,s0 Iy =l and I_ =0 by
the continuity of h. Therefore, we get

1 1.,

M(t) 21— 5AS, > 1- 28]

for any ¢ € [0,]. Thus, we have

l
@ =101 = (10 = 200) = [ e (1382

Ifs, > V/2, this inequality holds automatically, so we get (i).

(ii) is an immediate consequence of (i).

Let us prove (iii). We first suppose that S2/2 < (L — 1)/L. Since we have
1+ Lx>1/(1—2)forz e Rwith0 <z < (L—-1)/L, we get

1 1
[ < ———|v({) — <(1+=LS? l)—
< g0 101 < (145282 ) 1) - 40
<1+ CrSy)llv({@) =~ (0)]]
by (i). If §2/2 > (L — 1)/L, we have
F< (T4 (L= D)) =20 +7 < (1 + CrSy)Iv({@) = y(O)l + 7

by the assumption. Thus, we get (iii) for both cases. O

The following Lemma gives a comparison of the integral form of the Riemannian
and Euclidean distances. In the proof, we use Assumption[Z7 (iv) only for 2,y € M
with y € BR"(2) \ B.(x).

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that the pair (M, g),t) satisfies Assumption[Z.7 (b), and we
are given functions n,p satisfying Assumption L3 Then, there exists a constant
C=C(m,S,K,L,n,«a) >0 such that we have

[ (M) (F(x) — F@))pla)ply) de dy

€

= /MxM g (M) (f(2) = F(9))*plw)ply) dody + CLip(f)2e™+ (14 612)

€

for any € € [r,7/(2VK)] and f € LIP(M).



16 MASAYUKI AINO

Proof. We have

/MXM . <M) (f(@) — F(0)2p(@)p(y) de dy

€

< /MxM . (d(‘"”’ ”) (f(x) — F(0)o(@)ply) drdy
L | / (520) = 1) = g 2 0

€

+a277(0)Lip(f)2/ / ) d(m,y)Qdydx.
M J BE(x)\Be(x)

We estimate each error terms.
Let us estimate the second term. For each u € UM, put

Sy :/ [T1| 0 v, (¢) dt
0
For any u € UM, we have

t=[e(ru(®) = (0D <

(7)

1
— St
V2

for any t € [0, €] by Lemma B.1] (ii). Thus, we get

8)
[ [ ey gy
M J Bc(x) ¢

€ m+2 1
<(1+ Ce?) — S, dtdudr < Ce™ | |II|dVol, < Ce™t3
g
U, M € V2 M

by Theorem 2§ (ii) and ().
We estimate the third term. For each u € UM, put

_ (L+1)e
Sy ::/ |11 o 7, (t) dt.
0
Then, we have
B§d($) \ Be(z) C {Wu(t) cxeM,e<t<min{(L+1)e (1+ CLSu)e —I—T}}

for any € M by Lemma [B] (iii) and the assumption 7 < e. Thus, we get

/ / d(x,y)? dy dx
M J BE ()\ B (x)

min{(L+1)e,(1+CL§u)e+T}
(9) §(1—|—Ce2)/ / / ™+ dt du da

=M Jr
0 [ (015 E) s <0 (12.3)

similarly to (8.
By (@), ®) and @), we get the lemma. O

The following lemma corresponds to [20, Lemma 5], but it holds for any Rie-
mannian manifold (M, g) in May(m, K), and this assumption is weaker than the
one in [20, Lemma 5.
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Lemma 3.3. Suppose that we are given (M,g) € Ma(m, K), functions n,p sat-
isfying Assumption L3 Then, there exists a constant C = C(m,K,R,a,L,) > 0
such that for any € € (0,7/(2VK)] and f € WY2(M), we have

emlﬂ /MxM 1 (M) (f (@) = fW))?p(x)p(y) du dy

€

<(1+ C’e)on/ |V fI?p? dVol,.
M

Proof. For x,y € M, we have

d(z,y)
fly) = flz) = / (V£ ey (s)) ds.
0
Thus, for any x € M,

[ (d(”” y)) (f(@) — 1 (0)Pola)ply) dy

<aveey [ [a(t)em ( [ 856 s plaptonteatan
<(1+ Ce) /UM/ (é)t ( (V. 4(s)) p(%(s))st) dt du.

Here, we used Theorem [Z§] (ii), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and p(x)p(7,(t)) <
(1+ C’e) (7u(s))?. Therefore,

/MxM K (M) (f(z) = f(y)?p(x)p(y) da dy

€

(1+Ce)/ ()tm (/ / /UMVf,% (u(s))Qdudxds) dt
(1+Ce)/ ( )tm“ </ /UMVf, )Qdud:c) dt

=(1+ Ce)aneerQ/ |V fIp? dVol,.
M

Here, we used (@) and [, ,,(Vf,u)*du = [V f[>(z)Vol(S™~")/m. This implies the

lemma. O

The following Lemma gives an approximation of the integral on the Riemannian
manifold by summing over discrete points.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that the pair (M, g),t) satisfies Assumption[2.7 (b), and we
are given functions n,p satisfying Assumption [[.3 Then, there exists a constant
C = C(m,L,n(0),a,L,) > 0 such that, for any ¢ € [r,7/(2VK)], v € (1,00),
o€ ( y12), fe LIP(M) and i.3.d. sample x1,...,x, € M from pVoly, we have

s > o (M) () — ey

3,7=1

1 vx) —1t 9
~ iz /Man (M) (f(@) = f(y)) p(x)p(y) dz dy

with probability at least 1 — 2(n + 1) exp (—nye™6?) .
Proof. For any x € M, define h,: M — R>( by

met) = (L9000 - 2

< CLip(f)*v'/%s
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and define H: M — R>¢ by

H(z) = / ha(y)p(y) dy.-
M
Then, there exist constant C; = Cy(m, L,1n(0),«) > 0 such that
0 < ha(y) <n(0)Lip(f)*(L + 1)*¢*,
/M ha(y)*ply) dy <CiLip(f)*e™**

for every x,y € M. Thus, by the Bernstein inequality and the Fubini theorem, we
have

n 1 ¢
(pVol,)® (T1y.eyap) n—lzh“(xj)_H(xi) Zn—l
J#i
</ (pVol, )@= (T1yeeoyEiyenn @) - ! th(ac) — H(z)| > t p(x) dx
> v g ) 9 ) ) n—1 L J = n_1
J#i
t2

<2exp (— - 5 - ) .

2nC1 Lip(f)*emt4 + 2n(0)Lip(f)?(L + 1)%€%t
foreachi =1,...,nandt > 0. Here, (x1,..., &, ..., &n) := (L1, -+, Tim1, Titl,-- -, Tn)-
Putting

t = max{2y/C1, 4n(0)(L + 1)2/3}nLip(f)2e™ 24125,
we get
1 . 2 m+2,1/2

(10) ——= D ha(2;) — H(z:)| < CLip(f)*e™+241/%5

i
for every i = 1,...,n with probability at least 1 — 2n exp(—nvye™§?). Note that we

used the assumption v*/2§ < 1 here.
Similarly, by

H(z) <CLip(f)?e™*?,
[ H@Pote) s <Cip(piens
M

and the Bernstein inequality, we have

n

% > H(x)— | H(z)p(x)dx

i—1 M

(11) < CLip(f)2e3™*+2y!/25

with probability at least 1 — 2 exp(—n~ye™d?).
If (I0) and () hold, we have

n

5 e - [ @ s

ne <
7,j=1
<n71i L ih (x;) — H(x;)| + liH(z)/ H(z)p(z)dz
oo i=1 n_lj:1 o ' nia ' M g
<ClLip(f)*e™?4'/%.

Since we can assume 1/n < Cye™§? < Cy'/2§ (otherwise, our probability is zero),
this implies the lemma. (I
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Corollary 3.5. Suppose that the pair (M, g),t) satisfies Assumption[2.7 (b), and
we are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption[L.3. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(m,L,n(0),a,L,) > 0 such that, for any e € [r,7/(2VK)], v € (1,00),
5 € (0,72, fi,...,fx € LIP(M) (k € Z+o) and i.i.d. sample x1,...,x, € M
from pVolg, we have

3 o (M) (1) — s

i,j=1

i [ (M2 ) — s oteint dvay

<Ck maX{Lip(fs)2}71/25

for every f = Zle asfs (as € R with ZS La? = 1) with probability at least
— k(k+1)(n + 1) exp (—nye™s?) .

Proof. Define symmetric forms 7T, T:RF x RF 5 R by
f(a b)

SR S (M= Y b (1) = o) () = )

s,t=114,j=1

T(a b)

s > [ (MY 1) ) ()~ 80 et e

s,t=1

Take a standard basis {ey, ..., e} of R¥. Applying Lemma B4 to f, and fs + f;
(s < t), we get

(12) \T<es, 1) = Tles,e0)| < C (Lin(£)? + Lin(f)?) 212

for every s,t € {1,. k} with probability at least 1—k(k+1)(n+1) exp (—nye™é?) .
For any a € R* with Z a? =1, we have

s=1"s

T(a,a) - T(a,a)| < Z lasac||T (s, 1) — Tes, e1)]

s,t=1

k
<C max{Lip(fs)?}y'/?6 Z lasa:] < Ck maX{Lip(fs)Q}'yl/Q&.

s, t=1

This implies the corollary. (I
The following lemma is the goal of this subsection.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that the pair (M, g),) satisfies Assumption[2.7 (b), and we
are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption [.3. Then, there exists a constant
C =C(m,S,K,L,n,a,L,) > 0 such that, for any € € [r, 7/(2VK)], v € (1,00),
§€ 0,y 2, fi,..., fr € LIP(M) (k € Zso) and i.i.d. sample x1,...,x, € M
from pVolg, we have

e > o (ML () gy

7,j=1

oy /M IV f?p* dVol, + Ck msax{Lip(fs)Q} (e + % + 71/25)
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for every f = Zle asfs (as € R with Zs La? = 1) with probability at least
—k(k+1)(n+1)exp (—nye™s?) .

Proof. By Lemma [B.2] B3] and Corollary 3.5 we get

ot 3 (MY 10— gy

1,7=1

<z [ (ML) (10 - 1) Potedpto) da dy + Crmax{Lip(.) 2

ga—n/ |V f|?p? dVol, + Ck max{Lip(fs)*} (6 + E + 71/25)

M s

for every f = ZS 1asfs (aé € R with ES 1 S = 1) with probability at least
_k(k+1)(n+1)eXp( n'yem62) O

3.2. From Discrete to Continuous. As a direct consequence of Definition 2.3]
we get the following.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that we are given a closed Riemannian manifold (M, g),
points X = {x1,...,2,} C M, a positive real number € € (0,00) and functions 1, p
as Assumption[I3 If 0.(x) > 0 holds for any © € M, then we have

|Ae(flx)(x) — f(x)| < Lip(f)e
for any f € LIP(M) and x € M.

Proof. Since we have Y ., J(z, x;)/n =1 for any x € M, and J(z, y) = 0 for any
x,y € M with d(z,y) > €, we get

1 n
A flx)(a) = £@)| = |- 3Bl mi) (fla) — @)
i=1
g% S a0 Lip(f)e = Lip(fe.
i=1
Thus, we obtain the lemma. (I

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that we are given (M,g) € M1(m, K,ig), functions n,p as
Assumption[.3 Then, there exists a constant C = C(m, K,n, o, L,) > 0 such that

for any e € (0, min{io,w/(Q\/?)}) and x € M, we have

(1) [0e(x) — p(z)e™oy| < Cem
(ii) |VO.(z)] < Ce™

Proof. We first prove (i). For any x € M, by the comparison theorem for the
volume element (Theorem 2.8 (ii) and 2.9]), we have

(1 — Ce)p(a)Vol (™) /Oew <§> £t g
<O0.(z) < (1 + Ce)p(x)Vol(S™ ) /Oew (z) tm L dt.

Since we have

Vol(Sm_l)/ 0 (E) tmtdt = Moy,
0 €

we get (1).
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We next prove (ii). For any x € M and v € T, M, we have
(VO (2), )]
d(x,y)\ dlz,y) ,.
([ (") s 00,00t
Be() €

t 4m
‘ / / (_) (u,v) dt du| + Ce / / (—) —5 [v] dtdu
€ M €
<Ce™|v|
by fyy. p(uv) du = 0. Thus, we get (ii). .

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that we are given (M, g) € M1(m, K, iy) and functions n, p
satisfying Assumption [ Then, there exist constants C1 = Ci(m,a) > 0 and
Cy = Co(m,K,n,a,L,) > 0 such that, for any € € (0, min{1, 2ip/3,7/(2VK)}),
v € (1,00), § € (0,77Y?] and i.i.d. sample x1,...,2, € M from pVol,, we have
the following properties with probability at least 1—C1 (e 2™~ 1 4n?) exp (fn'yem(SQ).

(i) For any x € M, we have |0(x) — p(x)o,e™| < Cae™(e +y1/25).
(i) For a.e. x € M, we have |VO.(x)| < Coe™(1 4+ v'/25/¢).
(iii) For any i, we have

1 i d(zi, xj) m
E <
n—1 g ( € ) Cae

j=1

(iv) For any i and w € T,, M, we have

- Li, Ty d(ZCi,.’L")Q .
S (M) Hm 0,02

Jj=1

<™ (@) (1 + Cale +7/26)) w].

(v) For any i,j, we have

. Z .’L'l,.’L'l (El,ZCj)>L
p(z1)
: / (W, 2:), U, a)) do + Cac™ 712,
M

Proof. There exist a constant C3 = Cs(m,«) > 0 and an integer N1 € Zs( with
Ny < C3e¢72m~1 guch that there exist points y1,...,yn, € M with

N;
(13) M= ) Bly., ).

s=1

since we have Vol, ( ) > (V2/m) L2 1Vol(S™ 1) /(2m) for any

/2)
yGMbyTheoremIﬂande %/ 2 < /(4\/_)
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We first show (i) and (ii) for fixed y =y, (s € {1,..., N1}). We have

o (ML) <o) e

w9 <" e
[ 10 Poe) 2 <cen
M

Thus, by the Bernstein inequality, we have

10c(y) — Oe(y)| <C'/2ems,

% Z U(y,xi) — VOc(y)

§071/26m715

with probability at least 1 — (2m + 2) exp(—n~ye™§?), and so

(14) 10c(y) — p(y)e™oy| <Ce™(e +4'/%0),
1

1 - /] 3 <em—1 1/2

(15) 3 22 2| <O e )

by Lemma[3.8 Here, we used an identification of T,, M/ = R™ through an orthonor-
mal basis, and applied the Bernstein inequality to each component of ¥(y,-): M —
R™,

We next show (i) and (ii) for arbitrary z € M with d(z,y) < €2t , where y = y,
for some s. Since we have |¢'| < n(0), we get

b () o ()| <m0 < vt

€ €

for any z € M, and so

[0c(x) = p(z)e™ oy
<|0c(@) = 0c(w)| + [p(2) = p(Y)le™ oy + [0c(y) = p(y)e™ oy
1+1

m

(16)

§77(0)6 Card{i: ; € Be(z) UBc(y)} 4+ Ce™ (e + ~1/25)

n
by (Id). Put ¢ := ¢y 4: [0,1] — M and suppose that j satisfies z; € Be(x) N Be(y)
and d(zj,y) > ' Tm + 2w, Then, e'tm < d(z;,¢(t)) < ip for any t € [0,1].
Let w € T'(¢*T'M) be a parallel vector field along ¢ with |w| = 1. By the Hessian
comparison theorem (Theorem 2I0]), we have

d

a <o _
dt

et o, (0, w(t))| = |(Hessda, ooy (&), w(t))| < O™y <

and 50 [(¥z,z,;(0),w(0)) = (3., (0),w(1))| < Ce. From this and the Lipschitz conti-
nuity of 7|jo,1), we get that

(W (2, 25), w(0)) = (¥(y, z;), w(1))| < C.
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Thus, we get

n

=3 (W), w(o)

i=1
<Ce™ e +4125) + C%Card{i x5 € Be(z) N Be(y) }
*Cécard{i ta; € (Be(x) U Be(y)) \ (Be(z) N Be(y)) }
+CiCard{z' ‘2 € Bly, e Tm + 62+%>}_
en

by ([I3). We have

Be(z) UBc(y) C B (y,e+ e2+%) , Be(x)NBc(y) > B (y,e - 62+%) :
Put

D)= (s 43),

E(y) :==B (y,e”ﬁ +e”#) U (B (y,e+62+#) \ B (y,e— 62+#)) .
Then, we have

(pVoly) (D(y)) < Ce™,  (pVoly) (E(y)) < Ce™™,

and so
(18)  Card{i:z; € D(y)} < Cne™, Card{i:z; € E(y)} < Cne™ (e ++/26)

holds with probability at least 1 — 2exp(—yne™d?) by the Bernstein inequality.
Thus, we have shown that for fixed s = 1,..., N, and arbitrary 2 € B(y,, €2t ),

0c(2) — plz)e™oy| < Ce™ (e ++1/25),

=1

< Cem (e 4 41/25)

hold with probability at least 1 — (2m + 4) exp(—yne™46?) by ([@8), (I7) and [F).
This and ([3)) imply that (i) and (ii) hold for every x € M with probability at
least 1 — C3e 2™~ 1(2m + 4) exp(—yne™§?), since for a.e. z € M we have that 0, is
differentiable at = and VO, (z) = > | U(z,z;)/n.

We next prove (iii). Take arbitrary ¢ =1,...,n. Since we have

o (M) <o) e,

/M 7 (@)QP(@ dr <Ce™,

ni 1 2 <M) = /M” (@) p(z) dz + Cemy/25

J#

we have

with probability at least 1 — exp(—nye™d?). Since we can assume 1/n < Cye™d <
€™, this and

/M n (M) p(z)dz < (14 Ce)e" p(z;)Vol(S™ 1) /01 n(t)tm "t dt < Ce™

€

imply that (iii) holds for every i = 1, ..., n with probability at least 1—n exp(—nye™§?).
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We next prove (iv). Take arbitrary ¢ = 1,...,n and an orthonormal basis
€1, em € Ty, M. Define a map h;: M x {1,...,m}?> — R by

d(w;, y)) d(zi,y)*

€ €2

hy.p.q) =1 ( G p(0):69) Grany (0). €4).

For each p,q € {1, .. .,m}, we define
1 >
s(a,b) = { (p - q),

Since we have
|hi(y,p,q)| <n(0) (y € M, p,qe{l,...,m}),
\hi(y,p,@)|?p(y) dy <Ce™ (p,q € {1,...,m}),
M

we get

1
(19) s(p,q) e E hi(xj,p,q)—/M hi(y, p,q)p(y) dy SC’Yl/2em(5
JFi

for every p,q € {1,...,m} with probability at least 1 — m? exp(—nvye™§?) by the
Bernstein inequality. Note that we have h;(y, p,q) = hi(y, ¢,p) and h;(y,p,p) > 0
for each y, p,q. Thus, for any w € T,,, M, (19) implies

1 5 (d(aci,xj)) Az o )

n — € €

1

n—1

Z Z hi(wjapa q)<wa €p><wa eq)
Jj#i pq=1

> /M hi(y, p, @) (w, ) (w, eg)py) dy + CYM2€™5 > [(w, ep)(w, eg)]

p,q=1 p,q=1

d:cia d‘ria 2 . m
< [ n(AE) A0 ote)dy -+ O e

N

<e"plai)oy (1+Cle++29)) [wf?,

where we used the following inequality:

/M77 <d(zi,y)) d(z:Q:cj)Q o (0) )2 0(s) dy

€

<(1+4 Ce)p(?) / n (E) tmH dt/ (u,w)? du = (14 Ce)e™p(x;)oy|w|?.
€ 0 € Uz, M

Since the content in the sum is 0 when j = i, we get (iv) for every ¢ with probability
at least 1 — nm? exp(—nye™d?).

Finally, we prove (v). Take arbitrary ¢, = 1,...,n. Since we have
1 , 1
<‘I’(.’L‘,.’L‘i),\1/($,$j)> m SO”?(O) 6_2 (‘TE M)’

2
p(x)dx <Cem 4,

J,

(W(, 2:), W (e, ;) %
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we get

1
n—2

S (Wl 21), W, ;) —

fony p(x1)

S/ (U(z,2:), ¥ (@, 2;)) do+ Ce™ 4125
M

with probability at least 1 — exp(—nvye™d§?) by the Bernstein inequality. Since
we can assume 1/n < Cye™§? < Cy'/2§, combining this with ¥ (z;,z;) = 0 and
| [oy (¥(2,23), U (x,2;)) de| < Ce™ 2, we get (v) with probability at least 1 —
n? exp(—nvyems?). O

Remark 3.10. If e+~1/25 < 0,,/(C2a) holds in Lemma[3.9, we have 6, (x) > 0 holds

for every © € M. Therefore, A, and 1 can be defined according to Definition
(v) and (vi).

Let us estimate [, [VAcu|?p? dVoly for u € R™. Since we have n(d(xz;,z;)/€) <
n(||le(x;) — e(xj)]|/€), it is enough to consider the Riemannian distance.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose that we are given (M,g) € Mi(m, K,iy) and functions
n, p satisfying Assumption [[.3. Then, there exists constants C1 = Ci(m,a) > 0
and Cy = Co(m, K,n,a,L,) > 0 such that the following properties holds. For any
€ € (0,2i9/3), v € (1,00) and § € (0,00) with

e+71/25 < 02—1’

and i.3.d. sample z1,...,x, € M from pVol,, we have
14 Cy(e +7120) < d(x;,xj)
VA ul20? dVe }: Ly 2
/M| cul"pdVol, < n2emtio, ij:ln € (ui = uj)

for every u € R™ with probability at least 1 — C1(e=2™~1 + n?) exp (—n76m52).
Proof. We can assume that Lemma B9l (i)—(v) and

1 1
— < Ce ™(e+ 71/25
T e ( )

hold for any x € M. Since we have

Y (d(z,y)/€)

vac{/;(x’y) = - 96(:6)2

Vo (z) +

for any y € M and a.e. x € M, we get
(20)
~ ~ 1
(92500, 20, Vb, 23) = e

<t (d(z,x;)/€) Y (d(x, x;)/€) % + v (d(x,x;)/€)

+ (d(z,z5)/€) |<V96(2’(;(3z’zi)>|

e+~Y25  (d(x,x;) d(x, ;)
=¢ 2mtz € g € ’

<\II($a xi)a \I]('T"Tj»

(Ve (), ¥(z,z;))|
Oc(x)3

1 1
Oc(x)? p(:v)%%e?m‘ (@ (@, 2:), W (2, 25)|
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for any i, =1,...,n and a.e. z € M. Since we have > ., J(x,xl)/n =1, we get

(21) n

=53 ( (@, 27), Var (@, ) (u; — uy)?

1 < ~
VAl (x ——2 Z Vaotb(z, 2), Vb (z, ;) Yusu,
ij=1
1

for a.e. x € M and any u € R™. We can assume that (20) and (ZI]) hold for every
x = x; since the probability that x; ¢ J,, \ {z;} holds for some ¢, is 0. For any
u € R", we have

/M |VAcul?p? dVol,
1 n
" ndgzom Z /M<\Il(z,zi),\ll(z,zj)>(ui —u;)?dze
e+’yl/25 d(z, x;) d(x, ;)
(22) n2 2m—+2 Z n . J (u; — uj)2 dx

1
2 : ) a2
27’L30'2€2m ST ZL'[,LL',L SCl,SCJ)>(’U,1 u]) p(xl)

1/26
+C% Z (ul —Uj)2

n2€m+2
d(zi,x;)<2e

by Lemma B3] (v). Similarly, we have

@ VA o)

1
(1, 20), (@, 25)) (i — ) ——
2n302 2m ;1 J 77 p(ay)
e+ & d(xy, ;) d(z, xj) 9
CWigln ; n ; (i — uy)
S W), W ) —
S 2 oLesm Rryalt p(@1)
e +~1268 9
s 2. (wi—w)

d(zi,2;)<2e

by Lemma B9 (iii). Thus, we get

|V Aul?p? dVol,
M
(23)

n2€m+2

1 ¢ € + 125
<= Y IVAwP@)p(e) + O Y (- )
=1
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Let us estimate the first term of ([23). Similarly to (2I)), we have

2 DIV apte)

:niz gﬂ/) Ty, T;), x{/;(:cl,:cj))( —w)(u; — w)p(xy)

2

Z —w) ¥ (z, ;) 1

Pt pla)

2
1 — d(xy, x;

_Zn (M) lu; —
n €

i=1

6+71/26 -

n€2m+2
=1

+C

by 20). For each [ and w € T,, M, we have

<% Z(Uz - Ul)\I’(xlvxi)vw>

= < 21, >d(xi,zl>2<%w(o>,w>2in (M) I

: €
=1

< (1 +Ce + 71/25)) M zn:n (M) (ur — u;)?

ne ‘
i=1

n2 64

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the definition of ¥ and Lemma B9l (iv). For
each [, we have

2
1 — Ty, T 1 — d(xy, x;) - d(xy, ;) 9
E; < >|uzuz| Sﬁ;”(f i:177 — (u; —wy)

by Lemma B9 (iii). Thus, we get

~ € 1/2 o mi,mj 2
%;'VAeUF(xl)P(xl) <1 Ul b ail) z_: U (M) (ui — u;)”.

n2g,em+2

We next estimate the second term of ([23). Applying Lemmal[Clputting € = ¢/10
and 0 = 10™/2§, we can find a Borel map T: M — X such that d(z,T(z)) < €/10
for any z € M and

% — (pVolg) (T ({z:}))| < Cm, a)y'/28(pVolg) (T~ ({x:}))
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holds for every i € {1,...,n} with probability at least 1—C(m, a)e~™ exp(—n~ye™§?).
Then, we have

% Yo (wi—wy)?

d(zi,x;)<2e

<avori [ f s @) T @)oo dy
<aoye) [ f s BT~ T (12 Ppl)ply) da dy

SC/ /Bu +8) (T () — u(T (y))]*p(x)p(y) dy dz
<C/ /B(x (e4+8)/2) [u(T' () — u(T'(y))|"p(x)p(y) dy dx

Sﬁ ) (ui Sngzn_: < ot >(Uiuj)2

d(zi,x;)<(e+5€)/2

by Theorem [Z8 (iv) and (e + 5€)/2 = 3¢/4.
By @3), @) and (5, we get

1+C 128) O~ (d(wi, @
y |V Aul?p? dVol, < + Cle+ v 779) Z n (M) (ui — uy)?.
1

n2g,em+? €

4,J=

This implies the lemma. (I

3.3. Main Results: the Case of Unnormalized Graph Laplacian. In this
subsection, applying the results of Appendix [Bl we show our main results for the
unnormalized case. To do this, we prepare some symbols according to Appendix [Bl
Suppose that we are given an m-dimensional closed Riamannian manifold, functions
1, p as Assumption [[3] points X = {x1,...,2,} € M and a positive real number

€ (0,00). Let H; denotes an appropriate subspace of W12(M) defined in the
proofs below, and Hy :=R"™. Let (-,-); be the inner product on L?(M) defined by

(f.h)y = / FhpdVol,

for each f,h € L?(M). Let {f;}32, denotes the complete orthonormal system of
(L?(M), {-,-)1) consisting of the elgenfunctlons of A, corresponding to the eigen-
values {A;(A,)}2,. Let (-, )2 be the inner product on Hy defined by

n
1
==Y wv;
n-
i=1

for each u,v € Hy. Let {u'}!”)} denotes the orthonormal basis of (Ha, (-,)2)

consisting of the eigenvectors of £ corresponding to the eigenvalues {\;(£)}7=;"

Define

D (f,h) ;:/ (Vf,Vhyp*dVol, for f,h € Hjy,

z;) — u(x;
Ds(u,v) = an26m+2 Z <M> (u; —uj)(v; —v;) for u,v € Ho

7,j=1

and Q1: Hy — Ho, f— flx. If 6.(z) > 0 holds for every x € M and A.(Hz) C Hy,
we define QQZ Hy, — Hl, u — Aeu. Let Al(Dz) < AQ(D»L) < ... < AdimH.;(Di>
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denotes the eigenvalue of D; with respect to the inner product (-, -); for eachi = 1, 2.
If fo,...,fj—1 € Hi, we have \;(D1) = A\j_1(A,). We have

2 (©).

Xj(D2) = oonemt2 1
n

To compare the Rayleigh quotients, we estimate |||Acul|? — [|u[|3| for v € R"
using a quantity be(u) defined by

1 d(z;, x;) 9
b) = gz () (=

Note that we have b.(u) < Da(u,u).

Lemma 3.12. Suppose that we are given (M,g) € Mi(m, K,iy) and functions
n, p satisfying Assumption [[.3. Then, there exists constants C1 = Ci(m,a) > 0
and Cy = Co(m, K,n,a,L,) > 0 such that the following properties holds. For any
e € (0,2i0/3), v (1 00) and § € (0,00) with

€+’yl/26 S C;l,
and i.3.d. sample z1,...,x, € M from pVol,, we have
[1Acull3 = ull3] < Ca ((e+7*/20) ullz + ebe(w)/2) (fullz + ebe (u)*/?)

for every u € R™ with probability at least 1 — C1(e=2™~1 + n?) exp (—n76m52).

Proof. We can make the same assumptions as at the beginning of the proof of
Lemma [BT1l Then, for each 7, since we have Z?:1 (i, xj)/n =1, we get

2

(Acu(z;) —u;)* = % ZJ(% i) (ui — uy)

S%Z@(xi,%‘)(uz‘*u; S%Z ( Tt )(Uiuj)2-
j=1 =1

Thus, putting X = {x1,...,2,}, we have

3

(26) [Aculx — ull, < Cebe(u)/2.

For each x € M, put

Then, we have
[Acu(z) — A(z)]

1 1 B 1
0.@)  ple)emoy

)
e (1)

n 1/2
<C(e+~'%5) <n%m D v (M) uf) '

i=1

n
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Thus, we get
(27) 1Acu — All; <C(e+7"20) ullz,
(28) 1Aculx = Alxlly <C(e+~"28) ull2

by Lemma 3§ (i) and Lemma (i), respectively. Since we have
< _77(0)25

o () o () <

/M <w <d(z;zi)) " <d(z,€zj)) p(i)2>2p($) -

‘n i 2 PL (@> v (d(x:xj)) p(;z)2

(29) et
/Mw<@>w<d(z;zj)> ﬁdx‘ < 0\ /2ems

for every i,j with probability at least 1 — 2n2exp (—n76m52) by the Bernstein
inequality. Since we have (pVol,)(Bac(z;)) < Ce™, we get

we get

(30) max Card{j : 2; € Bac(2;)} <nC(1 +~Y26)e™ +1 < nCe™ + 1

with probability at least 1 — nexp (—7’L’76m52) by the Bernstein inequality. Since
we can assume 1/(ne™) < Cv6% < CyY/25, 29) and (B0) imply

n
gl - 41
1/2 m§
~1/%e
(31) Coga 2wl

d(zi,x;)<2e

1/25maxi Card{j : x; € Bac(x;)

}
<Cy lull3 < Cy"/26]full3.

nem
Here, we used |usu;| < |uil?/2 + |uj|?/2.
Combining (26), 27), [28) and (Z1)), we get
n
n—2

1Aeull} - lull3] <€ ((6 +7120)[[ull2 + Gbe(U)l/Q) (lull2 + ebe(u)'/?).

Since we can assume that |1 —n/(n — 2)| = 2/(n — 2) < Cye™§? < Ce, we get the
lemma. (]

Lemma 3.13. Suppose that the pair (M, g), ) satisfies Assumption[2.7 (a), and we
are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption L3 Take arbitrary k € Z~q. Then,
there exist constants Cy = Ci(m, K, o, k) > 0 and Co = Co(m, S, K, io, L,n, o, L, k) >
0 such that, for any € € [r,7/(2VK)], v € (1,00), 6 € (0,7~'/2] with v/2e™/%§ <
Cl_1 and i.%.d. sample x1,...,xn € M from pVoly, we have

2 T 1
- < — /2
Unn€m+2 /\k(ﬁ) < /\k(Ap) + Cy (€+ c + v 5)

with probability at least 1 — (k + 1)(k + 2)(n + 2) exp (—nye™é?) .

Proof. To apply Lemma [B2] we define Hy := Span{fq, f1,...,fx}. We have
that diamg (M) < C(m, K,ip,a). See Remark 2.4 (e). Since we have A\z(A,) <
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aBA(A) < C(m, K, o, k) (see Remark 24 (f)), we get

s€{0,m.,

by Lemmal[ATland[A2l Thus, we get the lemma by Lemma 215 putting 6 = ¢™/25,
Lemma and Lemma O

Lemma 3.14. Suppose that the pair (M, g),) satisfies Assumption[Z.7 (i), and we
are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption[L.3. Take arbitrary k € Z~q. Then,
there exists constants C1 = Ci(m,a, k) > 0 and Cy = Co(m, K,n,a,L,, k) > 0
such that, for any € € (0,2i9/3), v € (1,00) and 6 € (0,00) with

€+I+71/25§02—1
€
and i.3.d. sample z1,...,x, € M from pVol,, we have

2 1/2
Ae(Ap) < W/\k(ﬁ) + Ca(e+~7/70)

with probability at least 1 — Cy(e72™! 4+ n?) exp (—nye™d?).
Proof. If
2
Ak (L)

Ak(Ap) < W k
holds, then we get the lemma. Thus, we can assume

2

m+2
O'nTLE

(L) < )\k(Ap) < C(m,K,a, k).

This implies that we have b.(u) < C|lul|3 for any u € Span{u?,...,u*}. Defining

H, :=Span{fo,..., fe} + Ac (R™), we get the lemma by Lemma B.11] and [B.3]

(i). O
Putting 0 := e~™/2(logn/n)'/?, we get the following by Lemma 313 and BI4l

Theorem 3.15. Suppose that the pair ((M,g),t) satisfies Assumption [2.7 (a),

and we are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption[I.3. Take arbitrary k € Z~q.

Then, there exist constants C1 = Ci(m, a, k) > 0 and Cy = Co(m, S, K, 0, L,n, o, L, k) >
0 such that, for any n € Zso, € € [1,00), v € (1, 00) with

T logn 1/2
€+—+’Yl/2€_m/2( ) chl
€ n
and i.3.d. sample z1,...,x, € M from pVol,, we have

2 T —m logn 1/2
M(B) = no)| < <e+ Tz (80

with probability at least 1 — Cy(e 2™~ +n?)n=7.
Now let us show the approximation result for the eigenfunctions.

Theorem 3.16. Suppose that the pair (M, g),) satisfies Assumption[2.7 (a), and
we are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption [L.3. Take arbitrary k,1 € Zg
with 1 > k. Put s := X\ (A,) — Ae(A,) and

G += min {[Ae(A,) — Neca (Ag)], ha (A,) = M(A,)]} -
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Then, there exist constants Cy = Ci(m, a,1) > 0 and Cy = Ca(m, S, K, iy, L,n, o, L, 1) >
0 such that, for any n € Zg, € € [1,00), v € (1,00) with

1 1/2
Cy (e + T +71/26_m/2 (@) +2Gs < G?
€ n
and i.i.d. sample x1,...,2, € M from pVoly, we have the following with probability
at least 1 — Oy (e 2™~ 4 n2)n=7. Let P: R™ — Span{u,... u'} be the orthogonal

projection. Then, the map Span{ f,..., fi} — Span{u*,... u'}, f — P(f|x) is an
isomorphism and for any f € Span{ fx,..., fi}, we have

1= G (en T (B80Y) 2L s < LS e
Gz \TeTT e n G n i T n4 X/er
1 1/2
) /f2pdVOlg
M
and

LS fw) = [ v,
1< 9 Cs T 172 —m/2 (logn 1/2 25\ 1 9
K3 3 — 2 K3 N
;Z(f(m')—lp(ﬂx)') S|lgletotre — ta EZf(iC')
i=1

I
<Cyyl/? < Oin

i=1
i=1
Proof. Put 6 := ¢ "™/?(logn/n)"/? and H, := Span{fo,..., fis1} + Ac (R®). By
Lemma 2T5] and B, for any f € Span{fk,..., fi} \ {0}, we have
1Q2Q1 117 — 1Q1f1I3] < Cle +728)1Q1f 2,

and so

D1(Q20Q1f,Q2Q1f)
1Q2Q1 f|I3

Dy(Q1f,Q1f)
Q1113

+C e+ = +91%).

<C e+ = +4'1%)
r
<D2(Q1f,Q1f)
=" N. flI2_
Q1113
by Lemma 215 B.6] BT and B 12l By Lemmal[2T15 for any f € Span{ f,..., fi} \
{0}, we have
Q1 fll2 — Il fIl1] < [1Q1f113 - I1£113) < o\/? (logn)l/Q.
£l 113 n

Thus, we get the theorem by Lemma 215 3.6] 3.7, B.11] and [B.41 O

Approximating the pair (M, ¢) satisfying Assumption[[.2], we obtain the following
theorems. See Appendix [Dl for why such an approximation works.

Theorem 3.17. Suppose that the pair (M, g),t) satisfies Assumption[LZ, and we
are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption 3. Take arbitrary k € Z~q. Then,
there exist constants C1 = Ci(m, a, k) > 0 and Cy = Co(m, S, K, i0, L,n, o, L, k) >
0 such that, for any n € Z~g, € € (0,00), v € (1,00) with

logn 1/2
€+71/26—m/2 < ) < 051

n =

and i.%.d. sample z1,...,xn, € X from pVoly, we have

2 1/2_—m/2 logn 1z
Ak(Ap) — W)\k(ﬁ) S CQ E‘i")/ € T

with probability at least 1 — Cy(e 2™~ +n2)n=7.
Putting € = (logn/n)Y ("2 we get Theorem 4L
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Theorem 3.18. Suppose that the pair (M, g),t) satisfies Assumption[LZ, and we
are given functions 1, p satisfying Assumption .3 Take arbitrary k,l € Z~q with
1> k. Puts:=N(A,) —M(A)) and

G += min {[Ae(A,) — Neca (A, a (A,) = M(A,)]} -

Then, there exist constants Cy = Ci(m, a,1) > 0 and Cy = Ca(m, S, K, iy, L,n, o, L, 1) >
0 such that, for any n € Zsg, € € (0,00), v € (1,00) with

logn 1/2
Oy 6+’}/1/2€_m/2 (—) +2Gs < G?

n

and i.i.d. sample x1,...,x, € M from pVol,, we have the following with probability
at least 1 — Cy(e72™~ 1 4 n?)n=7. Let P: R — Span{uF, ..., u'} be the orthogonal
projection. Then, the map Span{f,..., fi} — Span{u® ... u'}, f P(f|x) is an
isomorphism and for any f € Span{f,..., fi}, we have

Cy logn 1/2 25\ 1 — 1 —
2 1/2 —m/2 [ 25" Eah 2 < = 2
<1 G2 (6 +7 % ( " ) ) G) o ;:1 f(z)” < " ;:1 P(f[x)3,

1 n 1 1/2
- N f@)? — | fPpdvoly| <Coy'? < 05”) F2pdvol,
Pl M M
and
l i(f(x) — P(f] ))2 < % €+ ~L/2e—m/2 bﬂ i + % l zn:f(x)Q
n ~ ! i =\ g2 7 n G/|n P v

We can get the results corresponding to Lemma [B4 (iii) and (iv). However,
these are easy consequences of (i) and (ii), so we do not state here. For the case
when k = [, we have s = 0 and get Theorem [[L5 putting € = (logn/n)'/(m+2),

3.4. Main Results: the Case of Normalized Graph Laplacian. In this sub-
section, we approximate the eigenvalue of the Laplacian for the normalized case.

Notation 3.19. Let m,d € Z~o be integers with m < d. Suppose that we are
given an m-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold (M, g), an isometric immersion
t: M — R%, functions 7, p as Assumption and a constant € > 0. We define

1
5, ==Vol(s™1) /0 (e dt,

pn(2) :emlal /M 7 <@> p(y) dy,
Py () = : /Mn <7|L(z) — L(y>|> p(y) dy.

=
€"oy €

Suppose that we are given points x1,...,x, € M. Then, we define 51 € Rxo
(i=1,...,n) by

5o L in(um)—wn): "o
nem oy, € nemoy
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where D € R™*" is a matrix defined in Notation 2] (vii). Put X = {z1,...,2,}.
For each u,v € R™, we define

1 — ~
(u,v) 5 = Z;UiUiDi;
P

1 & _
(u, V)5, | = ;uivipn(xi).
i

Let {u™"1}?"} denotes the orthonormal basis of (R", (-,-) 5) consisting of the eigen-

vectors of the eigenvalue problem Lu = ADu corresponding to the eigenvalues
{\i(£, D)} For each f,h € L*(M), we define

(f h),e = /M fhp*dVol,,

(f 1), = /M fhppy, dVoly,.

Let { fN}32, denotes the complete orthonormal system of (L?(M), (-, -)2) consisting

of the eigenfunctions of Af)\’ corresponding to the eigenvalues {)\Z-(Afjv )12,

For each u € R™ and € > 0, we define
_ 1 - [[e(xi) — e(z))| 2
B(u) := W ijZ:177 (f (wi —uj)”.
For each k € {0,...,n — 1} and €, we define
B.
)\k(BéV> ;= inf sup %
wev\{0} = >0 uZD;

By a straightforward calculus, we have

: V C R" is a (k + 1)-dimensional subspace} .

20
Ae(BY) = e :2 (L, D)
n

for any k € {0,...,n —1}.
By the volume comparison theorem, we get the following.

Lemma 3.20. Suppose that we are given (M, g) € M1(m, K,ig) and functions n, p
satisfying Assumption [L3. Then, there exists a constant C = C(m,K,«,L,) > 0
such that for any € € (0, min{ip, 7/(2VK)}) and x € M, we have |p,(z) — p(z)| <
Cep(z).

Similarly to the proof of Lemma [B.2] in particular (8) and (@), we get the fol-
lowing.

Lemma 3.21. Suppose that the pair (M, g),.) satisfies Assumption [2.7 (b), and
we are given functions 1, p satisfying Assumption[L.3. Then, there exists a constant

C =C(m,S K,L,n,a) >0 such that for any € € [r,7/(2VK)], we have

!
— py| dVol, < C -).
[ 1o =l avl, < ¢ (e+ )

By applying the Bernstein inequality to n(—||c(z;)—¢(-)||/€) for each i € {1,...,n},
we get the following.

Lemma 3.22. Suppose that the pair (M, g),.) satisfies Assumption [2.7 (b), and
we are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption .3 Then, there exists constant
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C = C(m,K,L,n(0),a) > 0 such that for any € € [1,7/(2VK)], v € (1,00) and
o€ (0,771/2] and i.i.d. sample x1,...,xn € M from pVoly, we have

D = ()
for every i € {1,...,n} with probability at least 1 — 2n exp (—n76m52).

By Corollary 215 Lemma [3.20] B.2T] and 3:22] we get the following. Note that
we apply Corollary to fﬁ}/ 2,

< 071/25

Lemma 3.23. Suppose that the pair ((M,g),t) satisfies Assumption[2.7 (a), and
we are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption .3 Then, there exists constant
C=C(m,K,L,n,a,L,) >0 such that for any fi,..., fr € L(M) (k € Z>o), € €
[7, min{ig, 7/(2VEK)}), v € (1,00) and & € (0, /2] and i.i.d. sample x1,...,x, €
M from pVolg, we have

I ~
SO PaDi [ £t avol, < Chmax{f3) (e+ T+ 212)
i=1 M

for every f = ZI::I asfs (as € R with ZI::I a? = 1) with probability at least
1 — (k(k+ 1) + n) exp (—nye™é?).

By Lemma [3.6] Lemma [3.23] Proposition [A.T] and [A.2] we can apply Lemma
B2l and get the following similarly to Theorem [3.13

Lemma 3.24. Suppose that the pair (M, g), ) satisfies Assumption[2.7 (a), and we

are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption L3 Take arbitrary k € Z~q. Then,

there exist constants Cy = Ci(m, K, L,n,a, Ly, k) > 0 and Cy = Cy(m, S, K, io, L,n, o, Ly, k) >
0 such that, for any e € [1,i0), v € (1,00), 6 € (0,00) with

€+ E +4Y25 < ot
and i.3.d. sample z1,...,x, € M from pVol,, we have
Ae(BY) < Me(AD) + Co (e + E + 7”26)
with probability at least 1 — ((k + 1)(k 4+ 2)(n + 2) + n) exp (—nye™s?) .

Lemma 3.25. Suppose that the pair ((M,g),t) satisfies Assumption [2.77, and we
are given functions n,p satisfying Assumption [[L3. Then, there exist constants
Ci1 = Ci(m,a) > 0 and Cy = Co(m,K,L,n,«,L,) > 0 such that the following
properties holds. For any € € [1,2i0/3), v € (1,00) and § € (0,00) with

e+71/25 < 02—1’

and i.%.d. sample x1,...,xn € M from pVoly, we have
[1AculZs, = ull3,,

<Cs ((e+71/20) [l + ebew)/2) (Jullg,jx + ebe(w)'/?)
for every u € R™ with probability at least 1 — C1(e 2™~ + n?)exp (fn'yem(SQ).

Proof. Put X = {a1,...,2,}. Since we have ||«(x) — (y)|| < d(z,y) < L|e(x) —
t(y)|| + € for any =,y € M, we get p, < p,, < C. Moreover, by Lemma 320, we can
assume that p, > p/2. Thus, we have

CH vll2 < llvllz, 1 < Cllvlla

for any v € R™, and
CHIf N < W fllo, < CllS I
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for any f € L?(M). Therefore, we immediately get
A cube — ull |, <Cebe(w)”,
IAcu = Al 5, <Cle+5""28)|[ull,,
[Aculx = Alxll5, 1, <Cle++""26)ullz,s-

by @6), Z7) and 28], where A is a function defined in the proof of Lemma 312
Applying the Bernstein inequality to the function

o(F) e (5 3

for each i, j, we get the inequality corresponding to ([BI]). The rest of the proof is
the same as Lemma [3.12] O

Lemma 3.26. Suppose that the pair (M, g),) satisfies Assumption[2.7 (a), and we
are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption .3 Take arbitrary k € Z~q. Then,
there exist constants C1 = C1(m, ) > 0 and Cy = Co(m, S, K, i9, L,n, a0, Ly, k) >0
such that, for any e € (1,2i0/3), v € (1,00) and § € (0,00) with

E+6+71/25§C2_1

and i.i.d. sample x1,...,2, € M from pVoly, we have the following with probability
at least 1 — Cp (2™~ + n?)exp (—n76m52). We have

-
)\k(Af)V) < M(BYN) 4Oy (e—i— - +71/26) )

and
1l e 5~
|/M |Acul?p? dVol, — - ZufDZ
=1

T 1 < ~
<O (e+ = +425) =S uiD;
< (2 e+6+7 ”1:1%

Wt Ny,

for any u € Span{u™N-°, Y

Proof. Since we have diamy (M) < C(m, K, ig, o), there exist constants p = u(m) >
1 and C' = C(m, K, ig, o, 1) > 0 such that

1/(2n)
< / h?* dVol, /Volg(M))
M

1/2 1/2
<C ( / |Vh|2dVolg/Volg(M)) + ( / h? dVolg/Volg(M))
M M

holds for any h € WH2(M) by the Sobolev inequality (see Proposition 7.1.13 and
Proposition 7.1.17 in [I7]). For example, if m > 3, we can take u(m) = m/(m —2).
For every h € L**(M), we have

‘/ h?pp,, dVol, f/ h?pp,, dVol,
M M

1/p el
< (/ hQ“pdVolg) </ oy — Mﬁpdwﬂg)
M M

1/p Lt

<C (/ hp dVolg) (/ Py — Pl dVolg)
M M
p=1 1/p
<C (e + I) : (/ hQ“pdVolg>
€ M

by the Holder inequality and Lemma [3.27]

(32)
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Define
UM |Acul?p? dVol, — % > ugﬁz
% E?:l ufﬁz

& :=sup

37

cu € Span{u®,ul, ... uF}\ {0}

We can assume that A\g(BY) < A\ (A)) +1 < C(m, K, o, k) by Lemma 3.24, and

Ny,

1 e~ o5~
Nw)<Cc= ’D;.
u) < n;u

For any u € Span{u™"° ... u™*¥} we have

so for any u € Span{u™"?, ... u

/ |VAul?p* dVol, < (1 + C(e+7126) ) ZU2D
by Lemma B.11] and

(34) / |Acul?p? dVol, < (1+ C(e +~25)) ZUQD

by Lemma 320, B:22 B:25 and p, < p,,. Thus, for any u € Span{u™°,... u

we get

2 o C 27
Acul? dVol <23 2D
([ e av,) N

by B2), and so
/ |Acul?p? dVol, — —ZUQD
i=1
N et 1/p
§Ce/ |A6u|2p2dVolg+C(e+—) : (/ |A€u|2ﬂpdVolg)
M
+C e+71/25 ZuQD
i
T\ & 1/2 27
< _ — D).
_C((e—l—e) +e+y 6)7121“11)1

by Lemma [3.20, [3.22] and ([B3). This implies that

§§C<(e+€)u7l +e+71/25).

In particular, we can assume that £ < 1/2.

wi,

Let P: L*(M, (-,-),2) = L*(M, (-, ) ,2) denotes the orthogonal projection to the
subspace of L?(M, (-,),2) spanned by the eigenfunctions of A,]JV corresponding to

the eigenvalues in [0, \x(A)) + 1]. Then, we have
(35) A (AY) = M (BN < C (6 + e+ = +71/%)
for any j € {1,...,k} and
2 T 2
IV (L= P)Ac) 32 <C (§+ €+ = +772) 1 Acul .

2 T 1/2 2
10 = P)Aculfe <C (¢ + e+ = +4/28) [[Acull
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by the definition of &, Lemma [3.6] B.11] and [B.3] putting a = 1. Since we have
|[PAcul| e < C||Acul| 2 by Proposition ATl we get

1/2

[ 1ot ) avol,

1/2

1/2
< } [ 10 =Bl — )y avol,| -+ \ [ A, ~ ) avel

A o 1/2p 7\ 1/2
< z - T .
<C (e+ 6) </M (1 — P)Acul pde1g) +C (e+ 6) 1Acull,

™ 45 T 1/2 1 & 12
§C<(e+—) : §+e+—+71/25> <—Zu§Di>
€ € n im1

by B2), B3), B4) and Lemma 32Tl Thus, we have

1~ 5~
Acul?p? dVol, — — ’D;
[ hapeavol, -~ 3"

=1
p—1 n

e 1 ~

SC((E-I—I) £+e+z+71/25)—2u§Di
€ € n =

by Lemma [3.20, and [3.25 and so

©

fgC((e—I—I)“ﬁ—i—e-i-z—i—vl/Q&).
€ €

This implies ¢ < C(e + 7/€ +~'/25). Therefore, we get the lemma by the definition
of ¢ and (B3)). O

Putting 6 := e ™/2(logn/n)'/?, we get the result corresponding to Theorem
by Lemma and By and Lemma B.6] B.11], B.7, B.23] and [B.4]
we get the result corresponding to Theorem Approximating the pair (M, ()
satisfying Assumption [[L2] we obtain the following theorems.

Theorem 3.27. Suppose that the pair ((M, g),t) satisfies Assumption[L.3, and we
are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption[I.3. Take arbitrary k € Z~q. Then,
there exist constants C1 = C1(m, o, k) > 0 and Cy = Ca(m, S, K, io, L,n, o, L, k) >
0 such that, for any n € Zg, € € (0,00), v € (1,00) with

logn 1/2
€+ M2 m/2 < ) <05t

n
and i.3.d. sample z1,...,x, € X from pVoly, we have
N 207 1/2 —m/2 logn 12
(A7) — SM(L,D)| < Co | e+ 7% —
oyne n

with probability at least 1 — C1(e=2™~ +n2)n=7.

Theorem 3.28. Suppose that the pair (M, g),t) satisfies Assumption[LZ, and we
are given functions n, p satisfying Assumption[L3 Put s := /\I(Af)\[) - /\k(Af)V) and
G := min {|)\k(Af)v) - )\k—l(Af,v)L |)\l+1(Af)V) - )\l(Af)v)|} .

Then, there exist constants C1 = Ci(m, a,1) > 0 and Cy = Ca(m, S, K, iy, L,n, o, L, 1) >
0 such that, for any n € Zsg, € € (0,00), v € (1,00) with

logn 1/2
Cy (6 +71/26_m/2 (i) ) +2Gs < G?

n
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and i.i.d. sample x1,...,2, € M from pVoly, we have the following with probability
at least 1 — C1(e7 2™t +n2)n=7. Let P: R™ — Span{u™* ... u™N:'} be the orthog-
onal projection. Then, the map Span{f{,..., fN} — Span{u™* ... ™M} f—
P(f|x) is an isomorphism and for any f € Span{fy,..., fN}, we have

/2 n
Cy V2 —mya [logn\' 25\ 1 o~ 1
1-—2 m/z (250 22> f@)* D < -
( G? <€+7 ¢ n G n f(@:) n

1 n N 1 1/2
‘— 3 fa)?D; — / F2p2 dVol,| <Coy'/? ( Og") £2p? dVol,
i M n M
and
1 i(f(w')—]fp(f|x)')2ﬁ' <& €+ /22 logn i + 2511 zn:f(w,)zﬁ.
n Z:1 2 (2 7 = G2 n G n Z:1 2 7

APPENDIX A. L AND GRADIENT ESTIMATE FOR EIGENFUNCTIONS

In this appendix, we show the L>° and the gradient estimate for eigenfunctions
of A, and Afjv . For any p € [1, c0) measurable function f on a closed Riemannian
manifold (M, g), define

1
RS S P dVol
HfHLP VOlg(M) /]\4 |f| o 9

and |[f||z~ = esssup,ep |f|(2)-
We first give the L estimate. The proof is similar to [I7, Theorem 9.2.7].

Proposition A.1. Let m € Z~q be an integer and take constants K, D, o, A > 0.
Then, there exists a constant C = C(m, K, D, «, A) > 0 such that for any (M,g) €
Mo (m, K) with diamg(M) < D, any p € LIP(M) with 1/a < p < a, any X € [0, 7]
and any solution f € W*%(M) to the equation A,f = \f or Af)vf = Af, we have
[fllzee < ClIFlz>-

Proof. We first note that there exists constants u = p(m) > 1and Cy = Cy(m, K, D, p) >
0 such that
[Pllz2e < C1l[ VA2 +[|B] 22
holds for any h € W12(M) by Proposition 7.1.13 and Proposition 7.1.17 in [17].
For each € > 0, put
ue = (f2+¢)'/2.
Then, we have

f
Apue = u—

€

€p 2
A, —u—§|Vf| .
For any k € Z>(, we have

|Vu‘6‘k|2p2 dVol, :,u%/ ug”k_2|VuE|2p2 dVol,
M M

__m / w2 1A uep dVol
2Mk -1 o € 14 g
At 2uF =1 ¢y i
Sm/}w ut T flp* dVol,
At 2pF i
%QMk_l/M|f| ¥ ptdVol, (e —0),
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where ¢ = 1if A, f = Af andi:2ifAfJVf:/\f. Thus, we get

1/pu*

ko 1/uk A k k
1l = N4 <timinf (CUIV ()l g + 1t 22 )

- 1/uk
)\OZHQ 1/2
< <C’1Mk (m) +1 AN -

Therefore, we have

- 1/u®
) oo AQ,LJFQ 1/2
£l = Jimn £l e < T (cluk (i=g) +1) Wl

k=0

By log(1 + ) < z for x € [0, 00), we have
; 1/ - 1/2
o0 )\az+2 1/2 e /\az+2 /
k
logH<Clu <2uk—1> o Skzocl<2uk—1)

k=0
0 1 k
< Cy N/ 201+i/2 (_)

2 v

O A2+ VI .

Vi1

Thus, we get

i H
e e e L

This is what we wanted to show. O

We next give the gradient estimate.

Proposition A.2. Let m € Z~ be an integer and take constants K, D, i, 0, Ly, A >
0. Then, there exists a constant C = C(m, K, D, i, o, L,, A) > 0 such that for any
(M,g) € Ma(m,K) with diamy(M) < D and inj, > i, any p € LIP(M) with

1/a < p < aandLip(p) < L,, any X € [0,A] and any solution f € W?2(M) to the
equation A, f = Af or Af)Vf = \f, we have Lip(f) < C||f|| 1z

Proof. Take arbitrary @ € (1,00) and p € (m,00) (e.g. we can take @ = 2 and
p = 2m). Then, there exists a constant ry = rg(m, K,ip,Q,p) > 0 such that
for any € M, there exists a coordinate chart ¢, = (z1,...,2,): By, () = R™
satisfying 1, (z) = 0 and the following properties by [2, Theorem 0.3] (see also [I8]
Appendix A):
(i) We have Ay, =0 on B, (z).
(i) We have Q% g0 < g < Q% go, where gy denotes the standard Euclidean
metric on R™.
(ili) Putting g;; := ¢(0/0x;,0/0x;), we have

1/p
ry " (/ 0g:51”(y) dy) <Q-1
wm(BrH (z))

We have that A = — 371" g70%/0x;0z; by (i), where {g”} denotes the inverse
matrix of {g;;}, and [|g¥||ce < C by (ii), (iii) and the Sobolev inequality, where
o = 1—n/p. By (ii), we have B*" (0,75 /vQ) C (B, (z)). Through the
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coordinate chart ¢, A, and Af)v have the following representation:

noo 92 " dp 9
A, =— W~ 92 i -
P p Z g 81'1(95% Z g 81'1 al'j’

ij=1 ij=1
n n
02 1 0p 0
AN - _ § ij _9 ij .
’ 2.9 Ox;0x; Z 9 o, oz
3,j=1 3,j=1

Thus, we can apply the L? elliptic estimate [I4] Theorem 9.11] to A, and AfJV, and
get
[ fo 7/’;1”2710;(2/ <CA+1D)fo 7/’;1Hp;9 <O fllre

by Proposition A1l where Q = B®" (0,7 /v/Q), Q' = B*"(0,r5/(2v/Q)) and

0= [ {3 DN

i,j=1

p

9?h

p
h|P d
S 1P | (@) de,

B2 = / WP (z) da

for any h € W2P(Q)). Combining this, the Sobolev embedding W27 — C1* and
(ii), we get the proposition. O

APPENDIX B. LINEAR ALGEBRAIC ARGUMENTS FOR EIGENVALUE PROBLEMS

In this section, we give some linear algebraic assertions required for our spectral
convergence. The discussion in this section is essentially written in section 7 of
[7], but we extract the linear algebraic arguments from there in the form we use.
For a symmetric form D: H x H — R on a finite dimensional inner product space
(Hv <'7 >)7 let

A(D) < X(D) <+ < Mimu(D)
denote its eigenvalues counted with multiplicities. By the minimax principle, for
any k € {1,2,...,dim H}, A\p(D) is expressed as

(D) = min{ . D)

ax 5— :V C H is a k-dimensional subspace} .
vev\{o} [|v]l%

In this section, we promise that a/0 = oo for any a € R.

Lemma B.1. Let (H,{-,-)) be a finite dimensional inner product space, and D : H x
H — R be a symmetric form with D > 0. Take arbitrary \, N > 0 with X' > ),
and let P: H — H be the orthogonal projection to the subspace of H spanned by the
eigenvectors of D corresponding to the eigenvalues in [0, N]. Define a symmetric
formf):HxH%R by

D(u,v) := D(Pu,Pv) + A {(1 — P)u, (1 — P)v).
Then, we have D > l~), and for any subspace L C H and j € {1,...,dim L},

by (5|L) > min{A, \; (D)}

Proof. The first assertion is trivial. Let us show the second assertion. Let {u1, ..., udim # }
be the orthonormal bases of H consisting of the eigenvectors of D corresponding

to the eigenvalues {A1(D),..., Agim #(D)}. Take arbitrary j € {1,...,dim L} and
j-dimensional subspace V' C Hy. We can take v € V such that v L uq,...,u;—1

and v # 0. Then, we have Pv L uy,...,u;_1, and so

D(v,v) =D(Pv,Pv) + A||(1 — P)v]?
>X;(D)|[Pv]|? + All(1 = P)v[|* > min{A, A;(D)}o]|*.
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This implies the lemma. (I

Lemma B.2. Let (H;,(-,-);) (i =1,2) be finite dimensional inner product spaces,
and D;: H; x H; — R (i = 1,2) be symmetric forms. Let {f1,..., faimm,} be
the orthonormal basis of Hy consisting of the eigenvectors of D1 corresponding
to the eigenvalues {\1(D1), ..., Adim m, (D1)}. Take arbitrary k € Zso with k <
min{dim Hy,dim Ho}. Suppose that we are given a linear maps Q1: H1 — Ho.
Define

. <D2(Q1f, Q) Dl f))
= sup 5 - 5 .

FeSpan{f1,....fx }\{0} 1Q1f%, I £11%,
Then, we have A;j(Ds2) < X\;j(D1) + E for any j € {1,...,k}.

Proof. The assertion is a direct consequence of the minimax principle and the def-
inition of E. O

Lemma B.3. Let (H;,(-,-);) (i =1,2) be finite dimensional inner product spaces,
and D;: H;xH; — R (i = 1,2) be symmetric forms with D; > 0. Let { f1, ..., faim &, }
and {uy, ..., Udim H, } be the orthonormal bases of Hy and Hy consisting of the eigen-
vectors of D1 and Dy corresponding to the eigenvalues {\1(D;), ..., Adim m; (D:)}
(i = 1,2), respectively. Take arbitrary | € Zso with | < min{dim H;, dim Hs}.
Suppose that we are given linear maps Q1: H1 — Hs and Qs: Ho — Hy. Define

D D
o= sup ( 1(Q2u,2Q2u) - 2(u2, u)) )
weSpan{ur ,....u \{0} [ QaullZ;, llullZ,
D D
Ey = sup ( 2(Q1f’§1f) - 1(f2, f)) .
feSpan{f1,....fi\{0} 1Q1fI7, 1%,

Then, we have the following:
(1) For anyj € {1, o .,l}, )\](Dl) S )\](D2> + E1 and /\j(DQ) S )\](D1> + E2.
(ii) Take arbitrary a > 0, and let P: Hy — Hy be the orthogonal projection to
the subspace of Ho spanned by the eigenvectors of Do corresponding to the
eigenvalues in [0, \(D1) + a]. Then, for any f € Span{fi,..., fi}, we have

10~ B)@u 3, <5 (B + Ba) @
Dy (1-B)Q1, (1 - P)Q, ) <P 10

where (E1)+ := max{F1,0}.
Proof. We immediately get (i) by Lemma [B.2]

Let us prove (ii). Define Dy as in Lemma [B1] for ((Ha, (-,-)), D2) putting A =
Ai(D1) and X = X\(D1) + a. Defining L := Q1 (Span{fi,..., fi}), we get

L((Ev)+ + E2) |Q1f 13,

(36) Aj(D2lr) = min{N(D1),\;(D2)} = Aj(D1) — (Er)+
for any j € {1,...,1} by Lemma[Bdland (i). By the definition of E3, we have
(37) Aj(D2|L) < Aj(D1) + Eo

for any j € {1,...,1}. By B8) and (B7), we get
0 < (Dal) = Aj(Dalr) < (Br)y + B3
for any j € {1,...,1}, and so
0 < Da(u, w) — Da(u,u) < tr (Daly = Dali) ullfy, < 1((E)+ + Ea) llullh,
for any u € L. This and
Dy ((1 = P)u, (1 = P)u) > (N(D1) +a)ll(1 = P)ul3,
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imply
L(Ev)+ + Bs) ||ullf, >Ds(u, w) — Ds(u, u)
>Ds (1= P)u, (1 = P)u) = (D)1 — P)ull3p
a
>—————D5((1 - P)u, (1 —P)u) > al/(1 — P)ul|?
> D (= B (1= Bu) > a (L~ Pulf,
for any w € L. Thus, we get (ii). O

Lemma B.4. Let (H;, (-,-);) (i =1,2) be finite dimensional inner product spaces,
and D;: H;xH; — R (i = 1,2) be symmetric forms with D; > 0. Let { f1, ..., fdim m, }
and {u1, ..., Udim H, } be the orthonormal bases of Hy and Hy consisting of the eigen-
vectors of D1 and Do corresponding to the eigenvalues {\1(D;), ... \dim 1, (D:)} (i =
1,2), respectively. Take arbitrary k,l € Zso with 2 < k <! < min{dim H;,dim Hy}—
1. Suppose that we are given linear maps Q1: Hy — Hy and Q2: Ho — Hy. Define

S :=Span{fx,..., fi} C Hi,

S :=Span{ug....,u} C Ho,

Ey - su <D1(Q2u,2qu) - DQ(UQ, u)> )

we(Span{us,.urs JUQi (S0} \  [|Q2ullF, l[ullZ,
D D

By — su ( 2(Q1fa§21f) _ 1(f2,f)> ’
frespan{fi,nfi ot N QU7 £ 1I%,

By wup =@l
Fes\{o} | £l 1,

Ey = sup |||Q1f||H2 - ||f||H1|
res\{oy 11| 2

Let Pg: Hy — Hy be the orthogonal projection to S. Put s := Ai(D1) — Mg (Dy),
and suppose that
1 .
7= g min{[Ae(D1) = Ap-1(D1)l [Ai41(D1) = A(Da)l[} > max{En, Ex}.

Then, putting

F .= % (<<@ + 2) I+ 1) ((Er)+ + (B2)+) +4M(D1)Es + s) :

and supposing F' < 1, we have the following:
(i) For any f € S, we have

11 = P5)Q1fII, < FllQ1fII%,-

In particular, Pz o Qi[s: S — S is an isomorphism.
(ii) For any f € S, we have

(1= F)2Q1f s < IP5Q1S s < 1Q1f 2
(1= Bl flla < 1Qufllas < 1+ Eg)l|f |,

(iii) For any v € g, there exists f € S such that

o\ 12
o= @ufln < (125) ol

(iv) For any v € S, there exists f € S with || |, = |[v||m, such that

1 1/2
lo-@fln < (125 )  (F2@+ B0+ E2) ol
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Proof. By Lemma [B3] (i) and the assumption for «y, we have
Me—1(D2) <Ak—1(D1) + v < M(D1) — v < Ak(D2),
Ai(D2) < N(D1) + Ez <X\(D1) + 9 < Mig1(D1) — v < Ai1(D2).

Thus, we have

(38) Pg =P 01—y \01)+4] = POw(D1) =y \i(D1)+ B3]

where P;: Hy — Hs denotes the orthogonal projection to the subspace of Hj
spanned by the eigenvectors of Ds corresponding to the eigenvalues in J for any
interval J C R.

Take arbitrary f € S and put u := Q1f € Q1(S). Decompose u as u = ug +
u_ + u, where we defined

ug 1= ]P’gu, U_ 1= P[07)\k(D1)—’Y]u7 Uy = P()\L(D1)+v,oo)u-
Then, we have

l
(39) lus Iz, <= (By)+ + B2 [lullF,

(40) Do (s uy) s@zwﬂm T By ull},

)

by Lemma [B.3 (ii). We next estimate ||u_||g,. Let ps: Hy — H; denotes the
orthogonal projection to S. Then,

[ =psQau+ (f —psQau) = psQau + ps(f — Q2Q1f),
and so
D1(Qau, Qou)'/? > D1 (psQau, psQau)/?
>Di(f, /)Y = Dy (ps(f — Q2Q1f), ps(f — Q2Q1/))"
> ((W(D1) = )2 = N(D1)2Es3) || 11,

By this and the definition of F;, putting

G- % (u(D1) = )72 = n(D2)/2E3)
we get
(a1) Da(u,u) > (G~ Ev) Jull3,.
By (@Q), we have
Do (u,u)

=Da(uo, uo) + Da(u—,u-) + Da(us, uy)
<(N(D1) + En)lluollzg, + (Nu(D1) = s = ) Ju—7, +

Ni(D1) +v I
Y
Combining this with {Il), we get

N(Dq) + vy
%z (Br)s + B2) ull%,

< (Az(Dl) + (B2)y + ((Bv)+ + E2)> lullz, = I,

(12) |, < <(@1+ 1) (Bn)s + (B)4) + M(Dy) — G) ull,
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By the definition of G and FEs5, we have

(Au(D1) = )2 = N(D1) 2B\
14+ E3 )
2\ (D1) B3 42X\ (D)2 E3(\(D1) — 8)/2 + s
- 1+ 2E; + E2
§4/\1(D1)E3 + s.

Thus, (B9) and (@2) imply (i).

We immediately get the first assertion of (ii) by (i), and the second assertion by
the definition of Ejy.

Combining (i) and (ii), we immediately get (iii).

Let us prove (iv). Take arbitrary v € S. Then, we can take f € S such that
v=PzQ1f. By (i) and (ii), we have

ol )‘
v Ql(nfnﬂlf .
||Q1f||H2

<[v—Q1flla, + W‘Hf”m — [l & |
1

MWt (1 1 = 1l + 1o — @1 F )

1,
1Q1 1%,
< (P2 ) 1@, + 2

1 1/2
< (m) (F1/2(2+E4)+E4) lv]] e, -

N(D1) — G <N (Dy) - <

<FY2|Q:f| u, +

Since [[(ollz. /Il m) fll g, = 0l 7, we get (iv). .

APPENDIX C. MAP FROM THE MANIFOLD TO RANDOM POINTS

In this section, we construct a map from given Riemannian manifold to random
points on it used in the proof of Lemma [311l The following lemma corresponds to
[8, Proposition 2.11].

Lemma C.1. Given an integer m € Zsqo and positive real numbers K, ig, ¢ > 0,
there exist constants C1 = Ci(m, ) > 0 and Cy = Cy(m, ) > 0 such that for any
n € Z, € € (0, min{4ig, 7/VEK}), v € (1,00), § € (0,7~ /2] with 4'/25 < C;*, m-
dimensional closed Riemannian manifold (M, g) with [Secty| < K and inj (M) >
10, probability density function p: M — Rsg with 1/a < p < «, and i.i.d. sample
X={z1,...,2,} C M from pVoly, there exists a Borel map T: M — X such that
dg(z,T(x)) <€ for any x € M, and

- VL) ()| < O 2B(pVol, (7 ()

holds for every i € {1,...,n} with probability at least 1 — C1e~™ exp(fn'ygm(?).
Proof. Define

N = max {kz € Znp : there exist points y1,...,yx € M such that }

Be/a(ys) N Beyalye) = 0 for any s,t with s # ¢

By Theorem 20, we have Vol, (B(y,&/4)) > 1/(v/2m)™~1e™Vol(S™1)/(4m) for

any y € M, and so N < C(m,a)é"™. Fix points y1,...,yny € M that attain N.
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Then, by the maximality, we have M = Uivzl Bz/2(ys). Define

s—1
V1= Beja(y1) \ U Beya(yt), Vs = Bealys) \ U Beja(ye) U U Vi
t£1 t#s t=1

for any s € {2,..., N}. Then, we haveM:Uiv:le, VNV, =0 for any s,t with
s # t and

(43) Be/a(ys) C Vs C Beja(ys)-
Then, by Theorem 2.8 (iii) and 229 we have
(44) C(m,a) te™ < (pVoly)(V;) < C(m, a)e™

holds for every s € {1,...,N}. Put n, := Card(X N V;) and represent X N V; as
XNV ={xl,..., 2%} for each s € {1,..., N}. Applying the Bernstein inequality
to 1y,, we have

(45) |22 = (pVol)(Va)| < Clm,a)y'/?&"3 < Cm, a)y' /23 (pVol,) (VL)

n
for every s € {1,..., N} with probability at least 1 — C(m, a)e~™ exp(fn’yEmSQ).
In particular, we have ns, > 0 for all s. For each s € {1,..., N}, we can take Borel
subsets W}, ..., W C V, such that V, = 2, Wi, WiNnWJ = 0 for any i, j with
i # j and
(pVolg)(Vs)

Ns

(pVoly)(W1) = -+ = (pVol, ) (W7) =

We can take such subsets because the function (0,00) — Rx>q, 7 — (pVolg)(A N
B, (z)) is continuous for any Borel subset A C M and x € M. Define a map
T: M — Xby Tly: = 2%, Then, (@3) and (@3] imply the lemma. d

We get similar assertion under the assumption on the Ricci curvature.

Lemma C.2. Given an integer m € Zsg and positive real numbers K, D,a > 0,
there exist constants C; = C1(m, K, D) > 0 and Cy = Ca(m, K, D,«a) > 0 such
that for any n € Zsg, € € (0,00), v € (1,00), 6 € (0,4~ Y2 with v'/?6 < C;*,
m-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold (M, g) with Ricg > —(m — 1)Kg and
diamg, (M) < D, probability density function p: M — Ry with 1/a < p < q,
and i.4.d. sample X = {x1,...,xn} C M from pVoly, there exists a Borel map
T: M — X such that dg(x,T(x)) <€ for any x € M, and

(VO )(T ()| < Oy 25Vl ) (T ({2:)))

holds for every i € {1,...,n} with probability at least 1 — C1é ™ exp(—nye™d2).

Proof. We first note that 1/a < Voly(M) < C(m, K, D) by the assumption on p
and the Bishop inequality. It is enough to prove the lemma for the case ¢ < D. By
the Bishop-Gromov inequality, we have N < C(m, K, D)é~™, where N is defined
as in the proof of Lemma For the estimate corresponding to (@), we use
Theorem (iil) to get

C(m,K,D,a)  e™ < (pVoly)(Vs) < C(m, K, D, )é™.

Then, the remaining part of the proof is similar. (I
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APPENDIX D. APPROXIMATION BY A SEQUENCE OF SMOOTH SUBMANIFOLDS

In this section we work under Assumption and [[3] and show that such
an approximation behaves well for our eigenvalue problems. Suppose that we are
given a pair (M, ¢) satisfying Assumption[[.2 and functions n: [0, 00) — [0, 00) and
p: M — R satisfying Assumption [[3l Let {((M¢, g¢), t¢) }tez., be the approxima-
tion sequence and ¥ : M — M; be the approximation map. We only give rates for
convergence as n — oo for sample size in the limit space M, and do not care about
rates for spectral convergence due to convergence of manifolds and random points
as t — oo.

Under our assumptions, M turn out to be a smooth manifold with a C*® metric
g, and we can assume that 1); is a C*® diffeomorphism and ;g; — g in C1* for
some «a € (0,1), as we have seen in Remark [Z4]1 By this and Lemma 2.5 we can
take {7t }tez., C Rso with limy o 7% = 0 such that the following holds for any
t € Zo:

(i) [le(z) = ee(¥e(2))]| < 7 for any x € M.
(i) dg,(z,y) < Llje(z) — w(y)|| + 7 for any 2,y € M.

(iii) (14+7)"tg <vfgr < (1 +7)g.

The condition (iii) implies

(46) (L +7) V() S [V(f ot IS, (We(2) < (1+7) |V (2)
for any x € M and f € WH2(M),

(47) (14 7) " 2dy(,y) < dg, (We(2), e (y) < 1+ 70)2dy(z,y)
for any z,y € M, and
(48) (14 7)™ (¢). Vol, < Voly, < (1 + 7)™/ %(¢);).Vol,,

where (¢1).Vol, denotes the push-forward measure defined by ((¢:).Voly) (4) :=
Vol, (1/)[1(14)) for any Borel subset A C M;. For each t € Z~g, define p;: My — R
by

e ()
49) pule)i= L (e e
We have
(50) (1+ 'rt)fm/2 < / po 1/);1 dVoly, < (1+ 'rt)m/2
My

by @8), and so (1+7;)~™/2a~ < p; < (14+7:)™/?a and Lip(p;) < (1+7)™+tD/2Lip(p)
by (7). Thus, by {8), (#]) and (G0) imply
(51) (1+ 7)™ (¥e)«(pVolg) <piVolg, < (14 7)™ (1h¢)«(pVoly),

(52) (1+Tt)—<1+i>m/2/ F2ptdvol, g/ (f o ;)2 pt dVoly,
M My

S(l + Tt)(1+i)m/2/ f2pz dVolg

M
and
(1 g )_1_(24.%),” fM |Vf|§P2 dVol, <fMt |v © W ) gtpt dVolg,
t - <
(53) Jar 20" dVolg fM o ¢, 1)2p} dVoly,

Y St |V /159 dVol,
[y 20" dVol,

for any t € Zso, f € WH2(M) and i € {1,2}. Then, (53) immediately implies the
following lemma.

<(1 +7‘)1+ (2+3
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Lemma D.1. For anyt € Z~o and k € Z~o, we have
(14 7) 7 P 2A(A) A(Ap,) < (14 7) T 20(A,),
(1+7) 7 2P A(A)) SAR(AN) < (1 +7) 37 A(A)).

We next give the convergence lemma for the eigenfunctions. In this section,
we consider the inner product (-,-), on L?*(M) defined by (f,h), = [,, fhpdVol,
for the unnormalized case, and the inner product (-,-),> defined by (f,h),2 =
S uf hp?* dVol, for the normalized case. Using pt, we also define the inner products
(-, )p, and (-,-) 2 on L?(M,) similarly. Let {f;}°, denotes the complete orthonor-
mal system of (L?(M),(-,),) consisting of the eigenfunctions of A, correspond-
ing to the eigenvalues {)\;(A,)}22,. Similarly we define {fi(t)}22,, {fN}2, and
{fN()}52, for A, Af)v and Af)\i, respectively.

Lemma D.2. Take arbitrary k,1 € Z~o and suppose that A\i,(A,) > X—1(A))
and Nt1(A,) > N(A,).  Let pe: L?(My) — Span{fi(t),..., fi(t)} be the or-
thogonal projection for each t € Zsqg. Then, for any §1 € (0,00), there exists
Ny € Zso such that for any t € Zso with t > Ny, the map Span{f,..., fi} —

Span{ fr(t), ..., fi(t)}, f > pe(foy; ) is an isomorphism, and for any f € Span{f, ...

we have

sup [f () = pe(f o ¥ ) (@) < 1f 0 7|01
TEM

Proof. Put ny := Card{\¢(A,),..., \(A,)}, and take real numbers vy, ..., v, € R
such that v1 < -+ < vy, and {v1,...,vn, } = {A(A)),..., N(A,)}. For each
t € Zsoand j € {1,...,n1}, let py ;: L*(M;) — Span{fi(t) : \i(A,) = v;} denotes
the orthogonal projection. Then, we can find a sequence {0;}icz., C Rso with
limy_, o0 6; = 0 such that for any j € {1,...,n:} and h € Span{f; : \i(A,) =v;},

Ihowi = pe(how 7, < llhowi™ —pej(howy I, < dellhow |17,

holds by (53) and Lemma [B4 putting s = 0. Take arbitrary f = Z;l;l h; €
Span{ fx, ..., fi}, where h; € Span{f; : \i(A,) = v;}. Then, using (52)), we get

1f 0wt = pe(f o Dllp, <6723 by ot

j=1
<6 m (W 7)™ f 0y e
For any f € Span{fx,..., fi} and t € Z~o with 7 < 1, we have that Lip(f o wt_l —
pi(f o 1)) is uniformly bounded:
Lip(f o9y = po(f o9 ) < Clm, Ko, e D f o 9|

by Lamma [A2] T7) and (52), and so we get the lemma by Theorem 2.8 (iii) (or
Theorem [2.9). O

We also have the corresponding result for the normalized case.

Lemma D.3. Take arbitrary k,l € Z~o and suppose that )\k(Aév) > )\k_l(AfJV)
and A1 (AY) > N(AY). Let py: L*(My) — Span{fY (t), ..., f¥(t)} be the or-
thogonal projection for each t € Zsqg. Then, for any §; € (0,00), there exists
Ny € Zsq such that for any t € Zsq with t > Ny, the map Span{f{,..., '} —
Span{fN(t),....fN®O}, f — p(f o ;1) is an isomorphism, and for any f €
Span{ fx, ..., fi}, we have

Sélﬂpllf(w) = pe(f o ) (Wi ()] < |If o 7 [l 301

7fl};
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Now move to the discrete setting. Fix a sample size n € Z~(. Suppose that we
are given € € (0,00). Put
€ = €— 2Ty
for each t € Z~¢. If we are given points x1,...,x, € M, we define IC, K(t) € R"*"
for t € Z~o with ¢, > 0 by

o (M o (sl =iz

€t

and define D, L, D(t), L(t) € R™*™ as in Notation Il For each z1,...,2, € M,
we define

We(z1,..., ) :=min{e — [|e(z;) — o(z;)| 1 4,5 € {1,...,n} with |lo(x;) — t(zj)]] <
and for each ¢ € (0, ¢€),

Ver={(z1,...,zn) E M x--- X M : We(x1,...,2,) > (}.
Then, the condition (i) immediately implies the following lemmas.

Lemma D.4. Take arbitrary t € Zsg and ¢ € (0,€) with ¢ > 41;. Then, for any
(@1,...,2n) € Ve and i,5 € {1...,n}, the following two conditions are mutually
equivalent.

o Jlezi) = u(zj)l] <e,

o Jlee(e(xi)) = we(he(2i))| < €

Lemma D.5. Tuke arbitrary t € Zo and ¢ € (0,€) with ¢ > 47.. Then, for any
(1,...,2n) € Ve and i,j € {1...,n}, we have
4L777't

IKij — K(t)ij| < -

This lemma shows that IC(¢), D(t), L(t) converge to K, D, L uniformly on V¢,
respectively. Thus, we immediately get the following lemma.

Lemma D.6. Take arbitrary n € Zsg, ¢ € (0,¢) and 61 € (0,00). Then, there
exists N1 € Zsg such that for any (z1,...,2,) € Ve, t € Zso with t > N1 and
k € Z~o with k <n — 1, we have

[Ak(£) = A (L£(8))] <61,
Ak (£, D) = AR (L(2), (1)) <61

We next give the convergence lemma for the eigenvectors. Suppose that we
are given points z1,...,x, € M and t € Z~g with ¢ > 0. In this section, we
consider the inner product (-,-) on R" defined by (u,v) = Y1, u;v;/n for the
unnormalized case. For the normalized case, we define (u,v)p = 2?21 u;v; Dii/n
and (u, V)py = Sy wiv;D(t)ii/n. Let {u'}!~ denotes the orthonormal basis
of (R™,(-,-)) consisting of the eigenvectors of £ corresponding to the eigenvalues
(L)Y Similarly we define {u?(t)}7=y, {u™V"1}7 and {u™N¥(£)}12 for L£(),
(L,D) and (L(t),D(t)), respectively.

Lemma D.7. Take arbitrary n,k,l € Zso withk <1 <n—2,T € (0,00), ¢ € (0,¢)
and 61 € (0,00). Then, there exists N1 € Zsq such that for any (z1,...,z,) € V¢
with A\ (L) — Ag—1(L) > T and N\i41(L) — M (L) > T, and t € Z~q with t > N1, the
following properties hold.
(i) The map Span{u*(t),...,u!(t)} — Span{u*,... u'}, v Pv is an isomor-
phism, where P: R™ — Span{u®, ..., u'} denotes the orthogonal projection,
and for any v € {u*(t),...,ul(t)}, we have ||v — Po|| < 61]v|.
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(ii) The map Span{u®,... u'} — Span{u®(t),...,u!(t)}, u — Py is an iso-
morphism, where Py: R™ — Span{u®(t),...,ul(t)} denotes the orthogonal
projection, and for any u € {u¥, ... u'}, we have ||u — Pyul| < 61ul|.

(iii) For any u € R™, we have ||(P — Py)ul| < 261 |ull.

Proof. We first prove (i). Since L(t) converges to £ uniformly on V¢, we can find a
sequence {0; }tez-, C Rsg with limy_,o 6 = 0 such that ||(£ — L(¢))ul|* < 6¢fjul]?
holds for any v € R™ and (x1,...,2,) € V. Moreover, there exists N € Zsg
such that |A\i(£) — M (L£(t))| < T'/2 and [N (L) — N(L(¢))| < T'/2 hold for any
(1,...,2n) € Ve and t € Zso with ¢ > N.

Take arbitrary (z1,...,2n) € Ve with M\(L) — Ae—1(£) > T and Ny (L) —
MN(L) > T, and t € Zso with ¢t > N. Then, we have Ay (L(t)) > Ap_1(£) + /2
and Ny 1(L) > M(L(t)) + T'/2. Take arbitrary i € {k,...,l} and expand u'(t) as
ul(t) = Z;:Ol a;j(t)u?. Then, we have

60 2 |[Lu'(t) — LW @) =D ay (1) (A (L) = ML)
j=0

This implies

p p 46
lu'(t) = Pu(t)]|* < F—;

Take arbitrary v = Zé:k a;u'(t) € Span{u®(t),...,u!(t)}. Then, we have

1/2
1228

l
lo=Poll < 3 lalllu’(t) = P (1)) < (1= k + 1)"/2 =

i=k

[[o]]-

Thus, we get (i).
We can prove (ii) similarly to (i).
Finally, we prove (iii). Take arbitrary w € R™. Then, by (ii), we have
[Py — PiPul| < 61 [|Pul| < 01 |ull.
By (i), we have
PP — Pral]? = (PP, By(Pu — w)) — (Py, Py(Pu — w)|
= [(u, PP (Pu — u) — Py (Pu — u))|
<ullllPP,(Pu — w) — Py(Pu — )|
<01 [|ull|[PPu — Prul],
and so ||P/Pu — Pyu|| < d1]|ul|. Thus, we get (iii). O

Combining the fact that Lu = ADu if and only if D~Y/2LD~1/2 (DV/2u) =
A (DY2u), and that D(t)~Y/2L(t)D(t)~'/2 and D(t) converge to D~/2LD~1/2 and
D uniformly on V¢ respectively, we get the following similarly to Lemma[D.7] Note
that we have D;; > n(0) for any i € {1,...,n}.

Lemma D.8. Take arbitrary n,k,l € Zso withk <1 <n—2,T € (0,00), ¢ € (0,¢)
and 61 € (0,00). Then, there exists N1 € Zsq such that for any (z1,...,z,) € V¢
with A\ (L£,D) — M\e—1(L,D) > T, N41(L,D) = N(L,D) > T, and t € Zso with
t > Ny, the following properties hold.
(i) The map Span{u*(t),...,u!(t)} — Span{uF,... u'}, v Pv is an isomor-
phism, where P: R™ — Span{u®, ..., u'} denotes the orthogonal projection,
and for any v € {uk(t),...,ul(t)}, we have ||v — Pv|lp < &1]jv]p.
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(ii) The map Span{u®,... u'} — Span{u®(t),...,u!(t)}, u — Py is an iso-
morphism, where Py: R™ — Span{u®(t),...,ul(t)} denotes the orthogonal
projection, and for any u € {uk,... u'}, we have |[u — Piu|p < 61 |ul|p.

(ili) For any u € R™, we have ||Pu — Pu||p < 61 ulp.

(iv) For any u € R™, we have ’||u||p - ||u||p(t)‘ < 61ljullp-

Now let us prove Theorem B.17

Proof of Theorem[3.17 Let C1 = Cy(m,a+1,k) and Cy = Co(m, S, K, i9, L,n, a+
1,L, + 1,k) be constants appearing in Theorem Suppose that

logn 1/2
€+l /2em/2 (—) < C;l.

n

Then, there exists N € Z~q such that for any t € Z~g with ¢ > N and i.i.d. sample
Z1,...,Zn € M from pVolg,

2 i logn \ /2
)‘k(Apt) — W)\k(ﬁ(f))’ < (Cy (e + it + ,71/267771/2 (i)
onne; € n

with probability at least 1 — C1(1 + 7)™ (e; *™ ! + n?)n~7 by Theorem B.I5 and
ED).

Take arbitrary 61 € (0,00). Then, there exists ¢ € (0, €) such that (pVoly) (V) <
51. By Lemma [D.Il and [D.6] we can find N1 € Z~o with N; > N such that for any
t € Z~o with t > Ny, we have

(Ak(Ap) __2 )\k(ﬁ)) - ()\k(Apt) - %Ak(c(t)))' <.

onpnemt? TnneE;
Thus, we get that for any ¢t € Zso with t > Ny, §; € (0,00) and i.i.d. sample
Z1,...,Zn € M from pVolg,

2 1 1/2
)\k(Ap) - 7)%(‘6)‘ < Oy <6+ % +,yl/2€_m/2 ( Ogn) ) + 4,

opnemt? n

holds with probability at least 1 —C4(1+7)"™"(e; > ! +n?)n~7 — §;. This implies
the theorem. d

Similarly, we get Theorem [3.27]

Proof of Theorem [318 Let C1 = Ci(m,a+1,1) and Cy = Cy(m, S, K, i, L,n, .+
1,L,+ 1,1) be constants appearing in Theorem

For eacht € Zwg, let py: L2(My;) — Span{ fi(t), ..., fi(t)}, P;: R™ — Span{u®(t),...

and P: R® — Span{u”,... u'} be the orthogonal projections. For each t € Z~o,
put s == Ai(A,,) — Me(A,,) and Gy = min{[Ae(A,) — Aot (B, i1 (A,) —
Ai(Ap,)|} Suppose that n € Zs, € € (0, D] and 7 € (1, 00) satisfies

Cy (6 + Ayt 2em/2 ((logn)/n)1/2) +2Gs < G2,
Then, there exists N € Z~¢ such that for any t € Z~ with ¢ > N, we have
Cy (et + 7)€+ 2e™/2 ((1ogn)/n)1/2) +2Gys; < G2.

Thus, we can apply Theorem B.I6] and so for any ¢ > N and ii.d. sample
Z1,...,Zn € M from pVoly, putting

Cy T 172 —my2 {logn 1/2 254
Ay = == £ 12e,m2 (22 =
LE? <€t+et+7 “ n TG

Jul(t)}
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we have

(54) (1= Ae) lpe(f o 7 Dyl < ||Pe (pe(f 0 7/’t_1)|wt(x))HQv
(55)

_ _ logn 1/2 _
(5 0 Mol = Il o 0 | < 02 (RE2 ) ot o0 ),

and

(56)  [[pe(f © Ui e — Pelwe(f 0 7 wu)||” < Ae |[pe(f 0 b7 w1

holds for every f € Span{ fx, ..., fi} with probability at least 1—C (147;)™" (e, 2™ 1+
n?)n~7. In particular, we can assume that

1 3
61 Sl 0w Dl < Ipef o 9 ol < Slpels o 9l

Take arbitrary d; € (0,1/3). Then, there exists ¢ € (0, €) such that (pVol,)(Vz) <
01. We can take Ny € Z~ with N7 > N such that for any f € Span{fx,..., fi},
t € Zso with t > N and (z1,...,2,) € Ve with Ny (L) — (L) > G/2 and
Ae(L) = M—1(L) > G/2, we have

(58) Sgﬁlf(x) —pe(f o hy (Wi (@))| < |I.f 0 97 I, 01,

(59) [P (Pe(pe(f 0 07 ) — Pe(pe(f 0 07l
< Pe(pe (£ 0 7 lwu) || 51 < ||pe(f © 5 ey || 61

and

(60) [Pu — Pyul| < 2[ul[é

for any v € R" by Lemma [D.2] (i) and (iii). Take such f, t and (z1,...,2,),
and assume that (B4)—(G17) holds. Note that we can assume that the assumptions
Ai+1(L) = N (L) > G/2 and A\ (L) — Ap—1(L) > G/2 hold with probability at least
1—C(m,a,l) (e ?! + n?)n=" by Theorem B.I7 Then, (E8) implies

(61) (1= 601F 007 o < e CF 07 o < 17 005

We get

©) @ ol < W < T o i
by (B2) and (61I). We get

(63)

(17225 ) It o0 el < 1l =
by (1), G8) and (GI). We get
[P(f1x) = Pe (pe(f 0 %7 D)) |
<2/ flxlldr + || flx — pe(f o™y || 61 <
by @7), 8), @), @) and B3). We have
1 £1x = Pe (2e(f 0 %7 ) |

<|If1x = pe(f o ¥ Dl o || + e f 0 i ) — P (pt(f oy w0 ||
12 251 +A

o
) It o ool

1
1l

<IF 0w 81+ [[pe(f 0 % Dl || At ||f|x||
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by 6), (1), B), ©1) and (G3). Thus, we get
1% = P(fx)ll
<@ =) (flx = Po (pe(f 0 0 Dlyuco)) |+ 11 =P) (e (pa(F 0 0 Dl c0))
36, + A}/?
<L k)
by (59) and (@3). This is a result corresponding to (B6) with p;(f o1, ') replaced

by f. By @&4), (63) and (©4), we get a result corresponding to (54l for f. By
BH), 62) and ([63), we get a result corresponding to (B5]) for f. Thus, we get the
theorem. 0

Similarly, we get Theorem [3.28

APPENDIX E. ASSUMPTION ABOUT REACH

In this section, we assume that M C R? be a closed submanifold with bounded
reach, which is defined as follows:

Definition E.1. We define the Reach(M) of M by
d: . .
Reach(M) := inf {de (z, M) : x € R? is a point such that there exist p,q € M } ’

with p # ¢ and dga(z, M) = ||z — p|| = [l — q]|
where dga(x, M) denotes the Euclidean distance between z and M.
Theorem E.2. [f the reach of M satisfies Reach(M) > R for some constant R > 0,
we have
I1T||L~ <1/R,
|Sect | <1/R?,
injy, >7R.

The first assertion is shown in [16, Proposition 6.1]. The second assertion is
easily seen from the Gauss equation [I7, Theorem 3.2.4], and the third from the
Klingenberg theorem [I7, Lemma 6.4.7] and the Fenchel theorem.

When the second fundamental form is bounded, we obtain the following sharp

comparison of the Riemannian and Euclidean distances under the assumption that
the Riemannian distance is not large.

Proposition E.3 (Lemma 3 of [6]). If |[II]|L~ < 1/R, we have
d(z,y)

—y|| > 2Rsin ———
&~ gl = 250 <

for any x,y € M with d(z,y) < 7R.

In [6], Proposition [E.3] is proved geometrically, but it can be proved using cal-
culus, as suggested in [6]. Indeed, Proposition [E:3]is an immediate consequence of
the following differential inequality.

Lemma E.4. Take a real number a € (0,7/2] and smooth function f: (—a,a) — R
satisfying
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Lemma [E.4] is an elementary result on differential inequalities, so we skip the
proof.

To apply Proposition [E.3] to points z,y € M, we need to assume d(z,y) < 7R,
so Proposition [E.3] does not lead to the assertion that if ||z — y|| is small, then
d(z,y) is also small. Proposition 6.3 in [I6] leads to such an assertion assuming
Reach(M) > R, but its proof does not overcome this point and does not seem to be
complete (the assertion itself is correct). In [6], the following quantity is introduced
to overcome this point:

s(R) :=sup{s € Ry¢ : ||z — y|| < s implies d(z,y) < 7R for any z,y € M}

for each R € (0,00). By the definition of s(R), the expansion of the sine function
and Proposition [E.3] we get the following:

Proposition E.5 (Corollary 4 of [6]). If |||~ < 1/R, we have

7T2
o= ol = (1= gzlle — ol ) e

for any x,y € M with ||z — y|| < s(R).

The assumptions in [6] are essentially equivalent to the lower bound of the reach
in the following sense.

Proposition E.6. If Reach(M) > R, then ||II|p~ < 1/R and s(R) > R/2.
Proposition E.7. If |[II|L~ < 1/R, then Reach(M) > min{s(R)/2, (1 —7/4)R}.

We do not give the proofs of these propositions, since they are outside the scope
of this work. Proposition [E.5] and [E.6] imply the following.

Corollary E.8. If Reach(M) > R, we have
2

T
< (14 -2 Jz—y)?) |z -
o) < (14 g2zl =l ) 2 =l
for any xz,y € M with ||x —y|| < R/2.

It is easy to give a better estimate than this corollary, but we do not know the
sharp inequalities in Propositions [E.G] and Corollary [E.8

APPENDIX F. HAUSDORFF MEASURES AND ITS COINCIDENCE

Under Assumption [[L2] M has two different distance functions. One is a given
distance djz, and the other is a distance determined as a subset of R?. In this
section, we see that the m-dimensional Hausdorff measures determined by these two
distance functions coincide with each other. For smooth submanifolds, it is easy
to show that this coincidence holds for the Riemannian distance and the distance
as a subset. However, under Assumption [[.2] M can have even dense singularities,
so this coincidence is nontrivial. The goal of this section is to show that this
coincidence holds even under weaker assumptions, as follows.

Theorem F.1. Let m,d € Z~q be integers with m < d and take constants S, K > 0.
Suppose that we are given a compact metric space M with distance function dys
and an injective map v: M — R? such that there exist a sequence {(M;, g:)}52, C
Mos(m, K), a sequence of positive real numbers {€;}5°; C Rso with lim; o €; = 0,
a sequence of isometric immersions {t;: M; — R9}2°, and a sequence of maps
{i: M — M;}$2, satisfying the following properties:

(i) For anyi € Zso, we have [, |II;|dVoly, < S.

(ii) For anyi € Zso and x,y € M, we have |dp(z,y) — dg, (¥i(x), ¥i(y))| < €.
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(ili) For any i € Zso and y € M;, there exists x € M such that dg, (y,¥:(z)) <
€.

(iv) For any x € M, we have lim;_,o 1;(;(x)) = t(x).
Let ‘HY; be the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure determined from the given dis-
tance dpy of M, and let HRy be the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure of R?. Then,
for any Borel subset A of M, we have

Hir(A) = Hga(u(A)).

Proof. We have Hy;(A) > HE\(1(A)) for any Borel subset A of M. Let us show the
opposite direction. We can assume that there exists vg > 0 such that Vol,, (M;) > v
holds for any i € Z~q, otherwise we have H7;(A) = Hu(:(A)) = 0 for any Borel
subset A of M. The compactness of M and lim;_, diamg, (M;) = diam(M) imply
that there exists a constant D > 0 such that diamg, (M;) < D hold for any i € Z.

In our proof, we use the spherical Hausdorff measure instead the usual Hausdorff
measure. For any Borel subset A C M and § € (0, 00), we define

Hga 5(¢(A)) == inf Zwmrj cxj € M, r; €(0,0] and ¢(A U B]R i) ¢,
j=1

where wy,, := Vol(B®"(0,1)). Note that we can take the centers of balls on ¢t(M). Tts
limit as 6 — 0 is called the spherical Hausdorff measure. Using closed balls instead
of open balls, we get the same measure. Our definition is slightly different from that
of the spherical measure of [I3] p.171], and our measure is a priori greater than or
equal to the spherical measure. Since we have Vol (BMi(y;(z))) — H™(BM (z))
as i — oo for any x € M and r € (0,00) by [10, Theorem 5.9], we have that
M is (H7y, m)-rectifiable in the sense of [I3| p.251] by [11l, Theorem 5.5]. Then,
((M) C R? is also (Mg, m)-rectifiable by the Lipschitz continuity of .. Thus, by
[13, Theorem 3.2.19], the m-dimensional density of (¢(M), H,) is equal to 1, and so
the Hausdorff measure and the spherical Hausdorff measure coincide, which means
limgs o Hyy 5(¢(A)) = Hga(e(A)) for any Borel subset A C M. The proof of the
last step uses a standard argument based on the Vitali covering theorem. See the
proof of [I5l Theorem 3.2 (1)] and [I5] Theorem 3.5]. A similar statement holds for
(M, H7TY) (see [9, Remark 10.17]), but we do not use this fact in our proof.

Since M is compact, the map ¢t: M — «(M) C R? is a homeomorphism. Com-
bining this with Lemma (b), we immediately get the following claim .

Claim F.2. For any ¢ > 0, there exists N € Z~g and 6 > 0 such that for any
n € Zso withi > N and for any x,y € M, if ||t:(x) — i (y)|| <6, then dg, (z,y) < e.

Take arbitrary x € M and r > 0, and put
A= FM(:E,T) CM, A := B (Wi(x),r) C M;.
We immediately get the following.
Claim F.3. For any y € A;, there exists z € A such that d(¢;(2),y) < 4e;.

Claim F.4. For any € > 0 and § > 0, there exist No € Zso, 1,...,ZN, € M and
T1,...,7Ny € (0,8] such that the following.
N
() W(A) C U, BR (u(a)),my),
(ii) Z 01 wmrit < Hyl 5( t(A)) +e.
(iii) For any e; > 0, there exists N1 € Zsq such that for any i € Z~o with
i > Ny, we have 1;(A;) UN0 BRd(LZ(’L/Jl(,TJ)),T] +€1).

Proof of Claim[F"4] We get (i) and (ii) by the definition of Hgj, ; and the compact-
ness of t(A). We get (iii) by Lemma 28] (b) and Claim [E23] O
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For each ¢ € Z~g, 1,62 >0, x € M; and v € U, M;, we define

, &
.t ::/ |11 0 vu(t) dt,
0

322 ::{yEMi: ufldU<§2}

U,M
Claim F.5. For anyi € Z~q and &1,&2 > 0, we get Vol (Mi \ 322) < SVol(S™=1)¢&; /€.
Proof of Claim[F.3 Since we have

/ /U . ¢, dudz = Vol(§" )& / |I1;] dVoly, < SVol(S™1)&,

by @), we get the claim by the Chebyshev inequality. (|

Claim F.6. There ezists a constant C = C(m, K, D) > 0 such that for anyi € Z~o,
£, >0,z € Bgz and r € (0,&], we have

[ ey, oy,
BMi(z,r) d(‘r’y) o

Proof. For any t € (0,&] and u € U, M;, we have

¢
/0 |1l ovu(s)ds <S¢,

and so we get _
= () — u@) _ She
t =

by Lemma [B] (ii). Thus, by Theorem 28] (ii), we get

d(z, y) — ||ui(z) — uy)ll m—1
/BM- d(SC y) dy <C/ / u{lt it du
i(x,r) )

:—T du < Cr™
m /Umjwi ugl -

This implies the claim. (]

Claim F.7. There exists a constant C; = C1(m, K, D,vg) > 0 such that the fol-
lowing holds. Take arbitrary i € Zso, £1,82,&€3 > 0, 7 > 0 and z,y € M;, and
suppose that

(a) = € B,

(b) dgi(‘r y) +r < €17

(C) dgi (‘raz) - ||L1(‘T) - [’Z(z)” > €3d9i (‘raz) for any z € BMi(yar);
then we have

r< G <§2> (dg; (,y) + 7).

Proof of Claim[F7. We have BMi(y,r) ¢ BMi(z,d,, (z,y) + 7). Thus, by the as-
sumptions and Claim [F.6] we get

ovoip¥ ) < [ deln I T g,
BMi (y,r) dg, (7, 2)
S/ dg; (z,2) = ||ei(z) — ti(2)]] "
BMi(z,dg, (z,y)+r) dgi (za Z)
<C(dg, (z,y) +1)"&2.
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Combining this and the Bishop-Gromov inequality (Theorem [2.8] (ii)), we get

&
&
This implies the claim. (I

r" < C(dg, (z,y) +7)™

Take arbitrary €, &1, &2, &3 > 0 and suppose that

1/m
@ o 1 1

—_—, <&, C1| = < —, < =.

NG &1 <& 1(53) 12 &3 5

Then there exist Ny € Z¢ and 61 € (0,&1/2) such that for any ¢ € Zo with ¢ > Ny

and z,y € M;, if [[e;(z) — i (y)|| < 1, then dgy, (x,y) < &/2 by Claim[F.2] By Claim

24 (i) and (ii), there exists Ny € Z~q, *1,...,Zn, € M and r1,...,7n, € (0,81/2]

such that

(65) & <

No

o(A4) < | B¥ (u)),my),

j=1
Zwmrgn <Hgi s, /2(L(A)) + e
j=1

Take €1 € (0,91/2) so that

Then, there exists Ny € Z~ with Ny > N; such that for any i € Z~y with ¢ > No,
we have
No

(66) (A € | B (uwilay),rs + 1)

j=1

by Claim [F°4] (iii).
For each j € {1,..., Np}, put

1/m
?j = (1 + 253) <1 +12C, <§—2> ) (Tj + 61).

3
Take arbitrary ¢ € Zso with ¢ > Na, 7 € {1,..., Ny}, and let us show
— d i ) ~
(67) L 1 (B]R (Li(’lpi(-rj))arj +€1)) n B& C BMi (Q/Ji(;z:j),rj) C M;.
To do this, take arbitrary
T € 4;1 (BRd(Li(zpi(;gj)),rj + 61)) N Bgz.
Then, we have ||t;(x) — ¢;(¢¥i(z;))]| < rj + €1 < 1, and so dg, (z,¥:(x;)) < &1/2.
Putting r; j(z) = 2C1(&2/&)" ™ di(x, vi(x5)), we get dg, (x,¢i(z;)) + rij(z) <
2d;i(z,vi(x;)) < & and
1/m
T 5(T) < 71545(T).
- 2) " ) <
Thus, by Claim [E17] there exists z € BMi(¢;(z;),r; j(x)) such that
d(z,z) — ||ei(z) — 1i(2)]| < &sdy, (z, 2).

o (5_2)1/” (dy, (2, 95(;)) + ris () = MT@ Lo (5_2
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Then, we have

o (2, $5(w3)) <dg, (3, ) + dy, (2, 91(2;)) < %&Ilu(w) — () + 7 ()
1/m
<(1+263) |us(a) — 18] + 60 (j—) oy (&, 05(2).
and so
&\
dy, (2, 04(x;)) < (1+ 263) (1 1120, <§—> ) (@) — (i)l < 7.

This shows (671).
For any ¢ € Z~o with ¢ > Ny, we get, we get

A;n B, c

Jj=1

No
it (B (a@ileg) s + @) N B

by (@8) and (67). We have

1/m
7 < (14 263) (1 +1204 (%) ) 51 < 261
3
Thus, by (G5]), Theorem 2.8 (ii), Claim [F.4] and [F.5] we get

VOlgi (A1 )

No
<> Voly, (B (ii(),7)) + Vol (M; \ BY,)
j=1

5 62 1/m\ ™ Ny
<1+ C&) (1 +28)™ (1 +12C (5—) ) Zwmr;” +e

3 =

+ Svol(ks*mfl)g—1

1/m
§<1+O<£%+§3+<§—2) ))( ﬁgzu(A»we)wﬁ—;

2

€3

for each i € Z~o with i > Ny. By the Volume convergence theorem [10, Theorem
5.9], letting i — oo, we get

1/m
(68)  HY(A) < (1 e (5% et (2—2) )) (HZH(o(A)) +26) + cg—l.
3 2
There exists & = &o(m, K, D,v9) > 0 such that for any & € (0,&), putting

& = fi/Q and &3 = fi/ll, @3) holds. Thus, for any € > 0 and & € (0,&), (6])

implies
Hij(4) < (14 g™ ) (HEa () +26) + €&
Thus, we get Hy;(A) < HZi(1(A)), and so Hy(A) = Hyy(u(A)).
We have shown the theorem for any Borel subset A of the form A = FM(:E, T).

Combining this, the Vitali covering theorem and the doubling property (Bishop-
Gromov theorem), we get the theorem for any Borel subset of M. O
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APPENDIX G. SENSITIVITY OF THE LAPLACIAN APPROXIMATION TO
SINGULARITIES

In this section, we construct an example under Assumption in which the
approximation () does not hold for any p € [1,00] when 5|1 = 1 and p is
constant. Define M; := 9([0,1]?) C R? and parametrize it by

(30,0) 0<6<T,
20— o™
¢: S' — My, (cos6,sinf) — (1’ WGQ 1) 5 <0<m,
(3_;9,1) WS@S%W,
(0’47%9) %WSQ_QW,

Note that ¢: (S!,dg1) — (Ml, %dMl) is an isometry, where dg: and dps, denotes
the intrinsic distances of S' and M;, respectively. Take integers m,d € Z~o with
m < d and arbitrary (m — 1)-dimensional closed submanifold M, C R%~2. Define

M = My x My Cc R? x R¥™2 = R%,

It is not difficult to show that M C R¢ satisfies Assumption [[2] for some constants.
For each € > 0 and h € L*(M), we define

1

L.h(z0) == g /BW(ZO e)mM(h(ZO) —h(z))dz (20 € M).

Since we consider the kernel function 7|j,1) = 1, we define

_ Vol(S™1)  Vol(B*"(0,1))

m(m + 2) m+ 2
For each o € R, the function
fa: ST = R, (cosf,sind) — sin(d — «)
is an eigenfunction of the Laplacian on S'. Thus, the function
Fo: My x My = R, (z,y) — fo(¢™ (x))

is an eigenfunction of the Laplacian (without weight) on M = M; x M. Note
that M with intrinsic distance function is isometric to a smooth Riemannian man-
ifold and F, € C°°(M). We get the following proposition, which shows that the
approximation (2) does not hold for F,.

Proposition G.1. For any p € (1,00), we have

lim/ ‘L F, UAF dVolM = o0,
e—0
and

. 1

lim L.F,— —cAF,| dVoly,

e—0 M 2

—2n(|sinal + | cos a|)Vol (M) Vol(BX" (0, 1)) /1 [ ()] dt 2 0,
0

where hp,: [0,1] = R 4s a non-constant function defined by

1 (1—t2)1/2
B (t) = /t s(1 — SQ)(m—l)/2 ds _/O (s+t)(1 — s2 t2)(m—1)/2 ds.
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APPENDIX H. SUBMANIFOLD WITH DENSE SINGULARITIES

In this section, we construct an example with dense singularities satisfying As-
sumption

Definition H.1. Take a sequence 0: Z>2 — R such that Y ° ,0(n) < oc.
(i) For each n € Z>¢, we define

k
Dy:i=<—:k=0,...,2"
(gt

> k
D := UDn{Q—n:n€Z>0,k0,...,2n}.
n=0

Note that we have Dy C Dy C D2 C - -+, and D C [0, 1] is dense.
(ii) We define a: D — R>¢ inductively as follows. We first define
1
a(0)=a(l) =0, « <§> =1

Then, o has been defined in D;.1 Now, taking n € Z>5 and assuming that
« has been defined in D,,_1, let us define « in

4k —3 4k —1
Dy \Dp1 = 3, ck=1,...,2"?
on on

as follows:

. (41; 3) ::@a (%) L1 —;(n)a (4/22 2) . 2+49(n)a (4/2;4) |
. (412; 1) ::e(f)a (412;4) ! —29(71)& (41; 2) . 2+49(n)a (%) |

See (iii) below for the reason for such a definition.
(iii) For each n € Z>, we define f,,: [0,1] = Rx>¢ so that

() =00 (a) v (55

for any k = 0,1,...,2" — 1 and ¢t € [0,1]. Note that we have f,(0) =
fn(1) =0, and we have defined « so that

. <4k2n 3) 1 — 8 s <4k2n 3) ) fons <4k2n 3> |

. <4k2n 1) 1 — 8 s <4k2n 1) ) fons <4k2n 1> |

(iv) For each n € Z>¢ and k/2™ € D, \ {1}, we define
k E+1 k
) =9 —al =
(z) = (+(5) (&),
k k k-1
(5 () ()
n—1 k
en | om

E, = Z
k=0

where d,(—1/2") := d,((2" — 1)/2™). Then, d, (k/2") is the slope of
Fliks2n (k+1)/27) and e, (k/2") is the change in slope of f at k/2".

and

)

Straightforward calculations imply the following lemma.
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Lemma H.2. We have the following.
(i) For any n € Z~o, we have

sup |[fry1(z) = fu(@)l = sup  [fni1(2) = fu(2)]

z€[0,1] 2€Dn+1\Dn
=0(n+1) sup |[fu(x) = fr-1(2)]
2€Dnp+1\Dn
O(n+1
0D up (o)~ fua (@)l
z€0,1]

(ii) For anyn € Z»2 and k=0,1,..., 2"=2 _ 1, we have

d, (;*_’“) —0(n)dns (;*—’“) (1= 0(n))ds (;‘—k)
SR (4’;1‘2) n ( - @) G (g—k) ,
. (412: 1) _ 6’(271)%71 <4/<:+2> - _> - (%) ,

d. Ak +2Y\ 1th9(71) i 4k + 2 )drh1 4k ,
2n 2 2n 2 2n

In particular, w

E
=
~

sup [dn(2)] < (140(n)) sup |dn_i(z)| < 2exp (
z€D,\{1} z€D, 1\{1}

(i) For anyn € Z>o and k=10,1,..., 2"=2 _ 1, we have

e (2wt s () 0 s ()
(52 () 2 (45,
en (Tt ) == 0ens ().

en (T2 ) =1+ sy (F5r2).

() s (52,

where e,_1(—=1/2""1) := e, _1((2""1 = 1)/2"71). In particular, we have

E, <(1+46(n))E,—1 < 8exp (429(1)) .
1=2
By Lemma [H.2] (i), there exists a function f: [0,1] — R such that f,, converges
to f uniformly as n — oo. By the construction, we have f(z) = f,(x) for any
n € Zso and x € D,. Extend f periodically to f: R — R>0, i.e., f(k+1t) := f(t)
for any k € Z \ {0} and ¢ € [0,1). By (ii), we have Lip(f) < 2exp (3_;2,0(1)).
The first and fourth equations of (iii) imply that the signs of e, (z) and e,,_1(x) are
equal to each other for any n € Z>5 and « € D,,_;. Combining this with the third
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and fifth equations of (iii), we get that e,(x) # 0 for any n € Z>; and z € D,
Thus, the first equation of (iii) implies that e, (z) - 0 as n — oo for any = € D.
This means that f is not differentiable at any x € D.

By smoothing f,, we get the following.

Lemma H.3. For any n > Z~q, there exists a sequence of smooth periodic func-
tions {hnk: R = R0}, of period 1 such that Lip(hy, 1) < Lipfn, fol |hyy ()| do =
E,, for any k € Z~o and hp k|j,1] converges to f, uniformly as k — oo.

Since f,, converges to f uniformly as n — oo, we immediately get the following
corollary.

Corollary H.4. There exists a sequence of smooth periodic functions {hy: R —
R>0}7°, of period 1 such that Lip(hy) < 2exp (3,2, 0(1)), fol | (x)| de < 8exp (4>, 0(1))
for any k € Z~o and hy converges to f uniformly as k — oo.

By using the approximation sequence {hy} for f, we can construct examples
with dense singularities under Assumption as follows.

Proposition H.5. Take arbitrary m,d € Zso with d > m > 2 and arbitrary
(m — 1)-dimensional closed submanifold 12 : My — RY=2 satisfying || I1,,| 1~ < So
and dag, (y1,Y2) < Lallea(yr) — t2(y2)|lga-2 for some positive constants Sa, Ly > 0.
Then, there exist constants S, L > 0 such that defining

12 ST x My — R? ((cos 2mx, sin 27x), ) — ((1 + f(z))(cos 2mx, sin 27z), 12(y)),
the pair ((Sl,cds1) X Mg,b) satisfies Assumption for m,d,S, K = S?%ig =
min{7,w/S}, L, where we define

cim o / (@m)°(1+ f@))? + [(2)%)

so that v is an isomertic embedding.

1/2 de

Note that f is differentiable almost everywhere since f is a Lipschitz function.
By (the proof of) Theorem [E:2] we have |Sectas,| < S? and inj,,, > 7/5. We can
take S and L to be

S = (2# + % exp <4i 9(1))) Vol(M3) + 2meSaVol(Ms),

=2

. 1/2
1
L =max 1 (16#2 +4exp (229(1))) , Lo

=2

Since f has dense singularities, so does ¢.
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