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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 ǫ-
neighborhood graph constructed from random points on the submanifold. Our

convergence rate for the eigenvalue of the Laplacian is O
(

(logn/n)1/(m+2)
)

,

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

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 ǫ-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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2 MASAYUKI AINO

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], [8] and [20] as-
suming lower bound for a quantity called reach Reach ≥ R (Definition E.1), which
leads to bounds on the sectional curvature |Sect| ≤ 1/R2 and the injectivity ra-
dius inj ≥ πR (Theorem E.2). Singularities are not allowed under the assumptions
about reach, for example, the reach of a square boundary ∂([0, 1]2) 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]2)
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>0 be an integer. For each K, i0 > 0, we define
M1 = M1(m,K, i0) to be the set of (isometry class of) m-dimensional closed
(i.e., compact, connected and without boundary) Riemannian manifolds (M, g)
satisfying |Sectg| ≤ K and injg ≥ i0.

We consider a metric space M and a map ι : M → R
d (possibly non-smooth),

approximated by (Mi, gi) ∈ M1(m,K, i0) and an isometric immersion ιi : Mi → R
d

with bounded L1-norm of the second fundamental form. More precisely, we consider
the following assumptions.

Assumption 1.2. Let m, d ∈ Z>0 be integers with m < d and take constants
S,K, i0, L > 0. Suppose that we are given a compact metric spaceM with distance
function dM and a map ι : M → R

d such that there exist a sequence {(Mi, gi)}∞i=1 ⊂
M1(m,K, i0), a sequence of positive real numbers {ǫi}∞i=1 ⊂ R>0 with limi→∞ ǫi =
0, a sequence of isometric immersions {ιi : Mi → R

d}∞i=1 and a sequence of maps
{ψi : M →Mi}∞i=1 satisfying the following properties:

(i) For any x, y ∈M , we have dM (x, y) ≤ L‖ι(x)− ι(y)‖Rd .
(ii) For any i ∈ Z>0, we have

∫
Mi

|IIi| dVolgi ≤ S, where IIi denotes the second

fundamental form of ιi.
(iii) For any i ∈ Z>0 and x, y ∈M , we have |dM (x, y)− dgi(ψi(x), ψi(y))| ≤ ǫi.
(iv) For any i ∈ Z>0 and y ∈Mi, there exists x ∈M such that dgi(y, ψi(x)) ≤ ǫi.
(v) For any x ∈M , we have limi→∞ ιi(ψi(x)) = ι(x).

Under Assumption 1.2, by the C1,α compactness theorem [17, Theorem 11.4.7],
it turns out that M is a smooth manifold with a C1,α Riemannian metric g (α ∈
(0, 1)), i.e., the Riemannian distance with respect to g coincides with dM . Therefore,
from now on,M satisfying Assumption 1.2 will 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 ρ : M → R>0. Then,
we define the operator ∆ρ by ∆ρf := ρ∆f − 2〈∇ρ,∇f〉, where ∆ denotes the
Laplacian without wight defined by ∆ = −trHess. For the normalized case, we
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consider the operator ∆N
ρ := (1/ρ)∆ρ. Let 0 = λ0(∆ρ) < λ1(∆ρ) ≤ λ2(∆ρ) ≤

· · · → ∞ and 0 = λ0(∆
N
ρ ) < λ1(∆

N
ρ ) ≤ λ2(∆

N
ρ ) ≤ · · · → ∞ be the eigenvalues of

∆ρ and ∆N
ρ counted with multiplicities, respectively.

Let us explain how to construct the graph Laplacian. Suppose that we are given
a manifold M , a map ι : M → R

d, a function η : [0,∞) → [0,∞), a constant ǫ > 0
and points x1, . . . , xn ∈ M . Then, we define n × n matrices K,D,L ∈ R

n×n as
follows:

(1) Kij = η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
, Dij = δij

n∑

l=1

Kil, L = D −K.

Let 0 = λ0(L) ≤ λ1(L) ≤ · · · ≤ λn−1(L) be the eigenvalues of L counted with
multiplicities, and u0, . . . , un−1 ∈ R

n be corresponding eigenvectors. Note that we
have u01 = · · · = u0n. If we are given an embedding dimension k ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}, we
define y1, . . . , yn ∈ R

k so that (y1, . . . , yn) = (u1, . . . , uk)∗, where A∗ denotes the
transpose of A for any matrix A. Then, y1, . . . , yn is the output of the Laplacian
eigenmaps. Under our assumptions uj corresponds to an eigenfunction fj of an
appropriate Laplacian, and yi corresponds to (f1(xi), . . . , fk(xi)) ∈ R

k. Here, we
used the unnormalized graph Laplacian L of the ǫ-neighborhood graph, and in the
normalized case we consider the eigenvalue problem Lu = λDu. In our analysis,
we assume the following conditions on η and on the probability density function ρ
from which the sample points are taken.

Assumption 1.3. Suppose that we are given a Riemannian manifold (M, g) and
functions η : [0,∞) → [0,∞), ρ : M → R>0 such that following properties hold:

(i) η is non-increasing, Lip(η|[0,1]) ≤ Lη holds for some Lη > 0, η(3/4) > 0
and η|(1,∞) ≡ 0.

(ii) Lip(ρ) ≤ Lρ for some Lρ > 0, 1/α ≤ ρ ≤ α holds for some α > 0 and
∫

M

ρ dVolg = 1.

For example, functions η|[0,1] ≡ 1 and η|[0,1](t) = e−t
2

are often used.
We now state our main result on the convergence of the eigenvalues of the Lapla-

cian.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 1.2, and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. For any k ∈ Z>0, there ex-
ist constants C1 = C1(m,α, k) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α, Lρ, k) > 0

such that, for any γ ∈ (1,∞) and n ∈ Z>0 with γ1/2ǫ ≤ C−1
2 , where ǫ = ǫn :=

(logn/n)1/(m+2), and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈ M from ρVolg, defining L as (1),
we have ∣∣∣∣λk(∆ρ)−

2

σηnǫm+2
λk(L)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2γ
1/2

(
logn

n

)1/(m+2)

with probability at least 1− C1n
−γ , where we defined

ση :=
Vol(Sm−1)

m

∫ 1

0

η(t)tm+1 dt.

Note that the assumption that η(3/4) > 0 is not specific. In fact, defining
η̃(t) = η(3t/4) and ǫ̃ = 3ǫ/4, the matrices determined in (1) remains the same
regardless of whether (η, ǫ) or (η̃, ǫ̃) is used. Moreover, for the normalization term,
σηnǫ

m+2 = ση̃nǫ̃
m+2 is obtained.

Despite our weaker assumptions, our convergence rate of eigenvalues is better
than those of [8] and [20], which are O

(
(log n)pm/2/n1/(2m)

)
(p2 = 3/4 and pm =

1/m for m ≥ 3) and O
(
(logn/n)

1/(m+4)
)
, respectively. In Theorem 1.4, ǫ is given
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explicitly for sample size n and intrinsic dimension m of the manifold, but the
convergence (with possibly different rate) is obtained when limn→∞ ǫn = 0 and

lim
n→∞

1

ǫn

(
logn

n

)1/m

= 0.

See Theorem 3.17 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), ι) satisfies Assumption 1.2, and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Take arbitrary k ∈ Z>0 and
assume G := min {|λk(∆ρ)− λk−1(∆ρ)|, |λk+1(∆ρ)− λk(∆ρ)|} > 0. Then, there
exist constants C1 = C1(m,α, k) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α, Lρ, k) >

0 such that, for any n ∈ Z>0, γ ∈ (1,∞) with γ1/2ǫ ≤ C−1
2 G2, where ǫ :=

(logn/n)1/(m+2), and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈ M from ρVolg, defining L as
(1), we have the following with probability at least 1 − C1n

−γ . For the eigenvector
uk of L with

∑n
i=1(u

k
i )

2/n = 1 corresponding to the eigenvalue λk(L), we can take
the eigenfunction f of ∆ρ with

∫
M f2ρ dVolg = 1 corresponding to the eigenvalue

λk(∆ρ) so that

1

n

n∑

i=1

(
fk(xi)− uki

)2 ≤ C2

G2
γ1/2

(
logn

n

)1/(m+2)

.

Since the eigenvalue of the Laplacian λk(∆ρ) is assumed to be isolated, the only
freedom in taking fk is in the sign. See Theorem 3.18 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 [8], but the proof in [8]
is based on the following pointwise approximation of the Laplacian:

(2) ∆ρf(x) ≈
2

σηǫm+2

∫

M

η

(‖ι(x)− ι(y)‖
ǫ

)
(f(x)− f(y))ρ(y) dy

(it turns out that the L2 approximation is enough for their proof), and as we will
see in Appendix G, the Lp approximation (p ∈ [1,∞]) 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 3.28.

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 A, we give the L∞ estimate and the gradient estimate for eigen-
functions of our Laplacian ∆ρ and ∆N

ρ .
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
1.2. 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,∞] even if the singularities are simple and
the probability density function is constant, where the case of p = ∞ corresponds
to the pointwise approximation.

In Appendix H, 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 u1, . . . , ul, let C(u1, . . . , ul) denotes
a constant depending only on u1, . . . , ul. If we want to distinguish between the
constants, express them as C1, C2, . . .. When the constants appearing in each claim
are of the form C(u1, . . . , ul), the constants C appearing in the proof depend only
on at most u1, . . . , ul, unless otherwise noted. For brevity, we sometimes denote
C(. . . , η(0), 1/η(3/4), Lη, . . .) by C(. . . , η, . . .) under Assumption 1.3. 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) dg denotes the Riemannian distance function. If there is no confusion, we
simply write d. For any x ∈ M and r ∈ (0,∞), let Br(x) = BMr (x) denotes
Br(x) := {y ∈M : d(x, y) < r}. We sometimes write it by B(x, r). Similarly,
Br(x) := {y ∈M : d(x, y) ≤ r}.

(ii) For two points x, y ∈ R
d, ‖x − y‖Rd denotes the Euclidean (l2) distance. If

there is no confusion, we simply write ‖x−y‖. For any x ∈ R
d and r ∈ (0,∞),

let BR
d

r (x) denotes BR
d

r (x) := {y ∈ R
d : ‖x− y‖ < r}. We sometimes write it

by BR
d

(x, r).
(iii) Sectg, Ricg, injg, diamg(M) and Volg 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, Volg
coincides with the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure Hm determined by the
Riemannian distance dg. For any integrable function f : M → R, we some-
times use the following notation:

∫

M

f(x) dx =

∫

M

f dVolg.

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

(v) For any k ∈ Z>0, let Sk := {x ∈ R
k+1 : ‖x‖Rk+1 = 1} denotes the k-

dimensional standard sphere with standard Riemannian metric. Note that we
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have Vol(Sk) = (k + 1)Lk+1
(
BR

k+1

(0, 1)
)
, where Lk+1 denotes the (k + 1)-

dimensional Lebesgue measure.
(vi) Let TxM denotes the tangent space at x ∈ M , and UxM := {v ∈ TxM :

|v| = 1}, where |v| := g(v, v)1/2. When the dimension of M is m, using an
orthonormal basis and identifying TxM with Rm and UxM with Sm−1, we
consider an m-dimensional Lebesgue measure on TxM and a Riemannian vol-
ume measure on UxM determined from Sm−1, respectively. These measures
are determined independently of the choice of the orthonormal basis.

(vii) Given points x, y ∈ M , let γx,y denotes one of minimal geodesics with unit
speed such that γx,y(0) = x and γx,y(d(x, y)) = y, and cx,y denotes one of
minimal geodesics with constant speed such that cx,y(0) = x and cx,y(1) = y.
Note that we can take cx,y so that cx,y(d(x, y)t) = γx,y(t). For given x ∈ M
and u ∈ TxM , let γu : R →M denotes the geodesic with constant speed such
that γu(0) = x and γ̇u(0) = u. The exponential map expx : TxM → M at
x ∈M is defined by expx(u) = γu(1).

(viii) For any x ∈M and u ∈ UxM , put

t(u) := sup{t ∈ R>0 : d(x, γu(t)) = t}.

For any x ∈M , we define J̃x ∈ TxM and Jx ⊂M by

J̃x :={tu : u ∈ UxM, 0 ≤ t < t(u)},
Jx := expx(J̃x) = {γu(t) : u ∈ UxM, 0 ≤ t < t(u)}.

Then, Jx ⊂M is open, expx |J̃x
: J̃x → Jx is diffeomorphic and Vol(M\Jx) = 0

[19, III Lemma 4.4]. For any y ∈ Jx, γx,y and cx,y are uniquely determined.
The function d(x, ·) : M → R is differentiable in Jx \ {x} and ∇d(x, ·)(y) =
γ̇x,y(d(x, y)) holds for any y ∈ Jx \ {x} [19, III Proposition 4.8].

(ix) Let ∆ denotes the Laplacian (without weight) acting on functions defined
by ∆ = −trHess. If (M, g) is the m-dimensional Euclidean space with the
standard metric, then ∆ = −∑m

i=1 ∂
2/∂x2i . Note that some authors use the

opposite sign for the Laplacian. Let

0 = λ0(∆) < λ1(∆) ≤ λ2(∆) ≤ · · · → ∞

be the eigenvalues of the Laplacian ∆ counted with multiplicities.
(x) Suppose that we are given a positive Lipschitz function ρ : M → R>0. Let

∆ρ : W
2,2(M) → L2(M) and ∆N

ρ : W 2,2(M) → L2(M) be operators define by

∆ρf :=ρ∆f − 2〈∇ρ,∇f〉,

∆N
ρ f :=

1

ρ
∆ρf = ∆f − 2

ρ
〈∇ρ,∇f〉,

where ∇ρ and ∇f denote the gradient vector fields of ρ and f respectively,
and 〈∇ρ,∇f〉 := g(∇ρ,∇f). Note that ∇ρ is defined as an L∞ vector field.
Let

0 =λ0(∆ρ) < λ1(∆ρ) ≤ λ2(∆ρ) ≤ · · · → ∞
0 =λ0(∆

N
ρ ) < λ1(∆

N
ρ ) ≤ λ2(∆

N
ρ ) ≤ · · · → ∞

be the eigenvalues of ∆ρ and ∆N
ρ counted with multiplicities, respectively.

(xi) Suppose that we are given points X = {x1, . . . , xn} ⊂ M . Then, for any
function f : M → R, we sometimes regard f |X as an element of Rn by

f |X = (f(x1), . . . , f(xn)) ∈ R
n.
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(xii) Suppose that we are given an isometric immersion ι : M → R
d. Then, II ∈

Γ(TM ⊗ TM ⊗ TM⊥) denotes the second fundamental form, and we define

|II|(x) := max{‖II(v, v)‖Rd : v ∈ UxM}
for each x ∈ M . Here, ι : M → R

d is an isometric immersion means that the
pullback of the Euclidean metric coincides with g, and does not impose the
injectivity of ι.

We next introduce our notation for the graph Laplacian.

Notation 2.2 (Graph Laplacian). Suppose that we are given a manifold M a
map ι : M → R

d, a function η : [0,∞) → [0,∞), a constant ǫ > 0 and points
x1, . . . , xn ∈M . Then, we define n× n matrices K,D,L ∈ R

n×n as follows:

Kij = η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
, Dij = δij

n∑

l=1

Kil, L = D −K.

Let

0 = λ0(L) ≤ λ1(L) ≤ · · · ≤ λn−1(L)
be the eigenvalues of L counted with multiplicities. Let

0 = λ0(L,D) ≤ λ1(L,D) ≤ · · · ≤ λn−1(L,D)

be the eigenvalues for the eigenvalue problem Lv = λDv counted with multiplicities.
Note that λ is an eigenvalue for such an eigenvalue problem if and only if λ is an
eigenvalue of the symmetric matrix D−1/2LD−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, . . . , xn ∈M, a positive real number ǫ > 0 and functions η, ρ as Assump-
tion 1.3.

(i) Define ση ∈ R>0 by

ση :=
Vol(Sm−1)

m

∫ 1

0

η(t)tm+1 dt.

(ii) Define a map ψ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) by

ψ(t) :=

∫ ∞

t

η(s)s ds

Note that ψ is a Lipschitz function, ψ(t) ≤ η(t)/2 for any t ∈ [0,∞) and
ψ|[1,∞) ≡ 0.

(iii) Define a map θǫ : M → R>0 by

θǫ(x) :=

∫

M

ψ

(
d(x, y)

ǫ

)
ρ(y) dy.

(iv) Define a map θǫ : M → R>0 by

θǫ(x) :=
1

n

n∑

i=1

ψ

(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

)
.

(v) If θǫ(x) > 0 holds for every x ∈M , define an operator Λǫ : R
n → LIP(M) by

Λǫu(x) :=
1

nθǫ(x)

n∑

i=1

ψ

(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

)
ui.

Note that if ui = 1 for any i = 1, . . . , n, then we have Λǫu ≡ 1.
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(vi) If θǫ(x) > 0 holds for every x ∈M , we define a map ψ̃ : M ×M → R by

ψ̃(x, y) :=
1

θǫ(x)
ψ

(
d(x, y)

ǫ

)
.

Note that we have
∑n
i=1 ψ̃(x, xi)/n = 1 for any x ∈ M , and Λǫu(x) =∑n

i=1 ψ̃(x, xi)ui/n for any x ∈M and u ∈ R
n.

(vii) Define a Borel map Ψ: M ×M → TM by

Ψ(x, y) := η

(
d(x, y)

ǫ

)
d(x, y)

ǫ2
γ̇x,y(0) ∈ TxM.

Note that, for any x ∈M , Ψ(x, y) is uniquely determined and

∇xψ

(
d(x, y)

ǫ

)
= Ψ(x, 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 1.2 and 1.3.

(a) By Assumption 1.2 (i), ι : M → R
d is injective, but ιi is not necessarily so.

(b) For the proof of our results, it is enough that Assumption 1.2 (i) holds only
locally, i.e., only for x, y ∈ M with ‖ι(x) − ι(y)‖ ≤ r0 for some constant r0 ∈
[ǫ,∞). However, this condition implies that d(x, y) ≤ max{L, diam(M)/r0}‖x−
y‖ holds for any x, y ∈ M . Under the assumption that the reach (Definition
E.1) is bounded from below, d(x, y) ≤ ‖x−y‖+C‖x−y‖3 holds locally (Corol-
lary E.8), so (i) holds for some constant L ∈ (0,∞).

(c) Under Assumption 1.2, we have limi→∞ diamgi(Mi) = diam(M) by (iii) and
(iv).

(d) Under Assumption 1.2, we call the sequence {((Mi, gi), ι)} the approximation
sequence for (M, ι). We call the map ψi : M →Mi the approximation map. Its
properties imply that (Mi, gi) converges toM in the sense of Gromov-Hausdorff.
Under Assumption 1.2, by the C1,α compactness theorem [17, Theorem 11.4.7],
it turns out thatM is a smooth manifold with a C1,α Riemannian metric g (α ∈
(0, 1)), and we can replace ψi so that ψi is a C

2,α diffeomorphism for sufficiently
large i and ψ∗

i gi → g in C1,α, by taking a subsequence if necessary. Therefore,
M satisfying Assumption 1.2 will be treated as a Riemannian manifold (M, g).

(e) Suppose that we are given (M, g) ∈ M1(m,K, i0) and a function ρ as Assump-
tion 1.3 (ii). Then, we have Volg(M) ≤ α, so the volume comparison (Theorem
2.9) implies diamg(M) ≤ C(m,K, i0, α).

(f) Suppose that we are given anm-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold (M, g)
with Ric ≥ −(m− 1)Kg for some K > 0, and a function ρ as Assumption 1.3
(ii). Then, we have Volg(M) ≥ 1/α, so the volume comparison (Theorem 2.8
(iii)) implies diamg(M) ≥ 1/C(m,K,α). In particular, for any k ∈ Z>0, we
have λk(∆) ≤ C(m,K,α, 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 1.2 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 ι : M → R

d such that there exist a sequence of compact
metric spaces {(Mi, di)}∞i=1, a sequence of positive real numbers {ǫi}∞i=1 ⊂ R>0

with limi→∞ ǫi = 0, sequences of maps {ιi : Mi → R
d}∞i=1 and {ψi : M → Mi}∞i=1

satisfying the following properties:
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(i) For any i ∈ Z>0 and x, y ∈M , we have |d(x, y)− di(ψi(x), ψi(y))| ≤ ǫi.
(ii) For any i ∈ Z>0 and y ∈Mi, there exists x ∈M such that di(y, ψi(x)) ≤ ǫi.
(iii) For any i ∈ Z>0 and x, y ∈Mi, we have ‖ιi(x)− ιi(y)‖ ≤ di(x, y).
(iv) For any x ∈M , we have limi→∞ ιi(ψi(x)) = ι(x).

Then, we have the following properties:

(a) For any x, y ∈M , we have ‖ι(x)− ι(y)‖Rd ≤ d(x, y).
(b) The convergence of (iv) is uniform, i.e.,

lim
i→∞

sup
x∈M

‖ιi(ψi(x)) − ι(x)‖Rd = 0.

(c) Suppose that there exists L ∈ (0,∞) such that d(x, y) ≤ L‖ι(x) − ι(y)‖Rd

holds for any x, y ∈M . Then, there exists a sequence {τi} ⊂ R>0 such that
limi→∞ τi = 0 and for any i ∈ Z>0 and x, y ∈Mi, we have

di(x, y) ≤ L‖ιi(x) − ιi(y)‖Rd + τi.

Proof. We immediately get (a) by (i), (iii) and (iv).
Let us prove (b). Take arbitrary ǫ ∈ (0,∞). Then, by the compactness ofM , we

can find x1, . . . , xl ∈ M such that M =
⋃l
k=1Bǫ(xk). Then, there exists N ∈ Z>0

such that ǫi ≤ ǫ holds for any i ∈ Z>0 with i ≥ N , and

‖ιi(ψi(xk))− ι(xk)‖ ≤ ǫ

holds for any i ∈ Z>0 with i ≥ N and k ∈ {1, . . . , l} by (iv). Then, for any i ∈ Z>0

with i ≥ N and y ∈M , we can find k ∈ {1, . . . , l} with y ∈ Bǫ(xk), and

‖ι(y)− ιi(ψi(y))‖ ≤‖ι(y)− ι(xk)‖+ ‖ι(xk)− ιi(ψi(xk))‖ + ‖ιi(ψi(xk))− ιi(ψi(y))‖
≤d(y, xk) + ǫ + di(ψi(y), ψi(xk)) ≤ 4ǫ

by (i), (ii) and (a). This implies (b).
Let us prove (c). Take arbitrary x, y ∈ Mi. By (ii), there exist x′, y′ ∈ M such

that di(x, ψi(x
′)) ≤ ǫi and di(y, ψi(y

′)) ≤ ǫi. Then, by (i) and (iii), we have

di(x, y) ≤di(ψi(x′), ψi(y′)) + 2ǫi ≤ d(x′, y′) + 3ǫi ≤ L‖ι(x′)− ι(y′)‖+ 3ǫi

≤L‖ιi(ψi(x′))− ιi(ψi(y
′))‖ + 2L sup

z∈M
‖ιi(ψi(z))− ι(z)‖+ 3ǫi

≤L‖ιi(x)− ιi(y)‖ + 2L sup
z∈M

‖ιi(ψi(z))− ι(z)‖+ (2L+ 3)ǫi.

Thus, we get (c) by (b). �

Several results hold under weaker condition than M1(m,K, i0), so we give the
following definition.

Definition 2.6. Let m ∈ Z>0 be an integer. For each K > 0, we define M2 =
M2(m,K) to be the set ofm-dimensional closed Riemannian manifolds (M, g) with
Ricg ≥ −(m− 1)Kg.

Note that the assumption |Sectg| ≤ K implies Ricg ≥ −(m − 1)Kg, and so
M1(m,K, i0) ⊂ M2(m,K).

Regarding Lemma 2.5, we consider the following assumptions for smooth immer-
sions.

Assumption 2.7. Let m, d ∈ Z>0 be integers with m < d and take constants
S,K, i0, L, τ > 0. We say a pair ((M, g), ι) of a Riemannian manifold (M, g) and
a map ι : M → R

d satisfies Assumption 2.7 (a) if the following conditions (i), (iii)
and (iv) hold, and that it satisfies Assumption 2.7 (b) if (ii), (iii) and (iv) hold.

(i) (M, g) ∈ M1(m,K, i0).
(ii) (M, g) ∈ M2(m,K).
(iii) We have

∫
M |II| dVolg ≤ S.
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(iv) For any x, y ∈M , we have d(x, y) ≤ L‖ι(x)− ι(y)‖Rd + τ.

Assumption 2.7 (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, ι) satisfying
Assumption 1.2 by ((Mi, gi), ιi) satisfying Assumption 2.7 (a), and then show the
Laplacian spectral approximation result for ((Mi, gi), ιi).

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 ∈ TxM (x ∈ M). Then, the derivative of p defines the map dp =
(dp)u : TuTM → TxM , which is determined by (dpu)(u̇(0)) =

d
ds |s=0p(u(s)) for any

smooth curve u(s) in TM with u(0) = u. We define an injection i = iu : TxM →
TuTM by iu(ξ) =

d
ds |s=0(u + sξ) for any ξ ∈ TxM , where u + sξ is regarded as a

smooth curve in TM . The maps (dp)u and iu are determined independently of the
Riemannian metric, and the sequence

(3) 0 → TxM
iu−→ TuTM

(dp)u−→ TxM → 0

is a short exact sequence. The Levi-Civita connection ∇ gives a splitting of (3) as
follows. We define a map K = Ku : TuTM → TxM so that for any curve u(s) in
TM with u(0) = u, K(u̇(0)) = ∇ ∂

∂s
u(s)|s=0, where u(s) is regarded as a vector

field along p(u(s)). Then, Ku is well-defined and Ku ◦ iu = IdTxM , so Ku gives
a splitting of (3). We define Vu := Imiu ⊂ TuTM and Hu := KerKu ⊂ TuTM .
Then, we have TuTM = Vu ⊕Hu. We define a Riemannian metric G on TM by

G(η1, η2) := g ((dp)u(η1), (dp)u(η2)) + g (Ku(η1),Ku(η2))

for any η1, η2 ∈ TuTM . Then, TuTM = Vu ⊕Hu is an orthogonal decomposition
with respect to G. Define a 2-form α : TuTM × TuTM → R by

α(η1, η2) := g ((dp)u(η1),Ku(η2))− g (Ku(η1), (dp)u(η2))

for any η1, η2 ∈ TuTM . Then, identifying TM and T ∗M through the map TM →
T ∗M, v → g(v, ·), α gives the standard symplectic form on T ∗M . Given an appro-
priate orientation (even if M is not orientable, TM is always orientable), αm/(m!)
coincides with the volume form VolG on TM for the metric G. We regard VolG as
the Riemannian volume measure on TM . For any integrable function F : TM → R,
we have ∫

TM

F dVolG =

∫

M

∫

TxM

F (u) du dx

by [19, II Lemma 5.6]. We define the geodesic flow φt : TM → TM (t ∈ R) by
φt(u) := γ̇u(t). Then, φt preserves VolG since it preserves α [19, II Lemma 4.4], so
for any integrable function F : TM → R, we have

∫

M

∫

TxM

F (u) du dx =

∫

M

∫

TxM

F (φt(u)) du dx.

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 u ∈ UM , iu(u) ∈ TuTM is the unit normal vector of
UM , so (VolUM )u := ι(iu(u))(VolG)u is the volume form at u on UM with ap-
propriate orientation, where ι denotes the interior product. For any u ∈ UM
and t ∈ R, we have φt(u) ∈ UM , and so the geodesic flow also defines the
flow φt|UM : UM → UM on UM . Then, φt|UM preserves VolUM since we have
iφt(u)(φt(u)) = pV ((dφt)u(iu(u))) for any u ∈ UM , where pV : Tφt(u)TM → Vφt(u)
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denotes the orthogonal projection. Regarding VolUM as the Riemannian volume
measure on UM , the integral on UM is computed in the same way as the integral
on TM , and for any integrable function F : UM → R and t ∈ R it follows that

(4)

∫

UM

F dVolUM =

∫

M

∫

UxM

F (u) du dx =

∫

M

∫

UxM

F (φt(u)) du dx.

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 sK : R → R by

sK(t) :=






√
1
K sin

√
Kt (K > 0)

t (K = 0)√
1

−K sinh
√
−Kt (K < 0)

Let (M, g) be an m-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold. Take a point x ∈M .

Let θx : J̃x → R>0 be the density function of the Riemannian volume measure

through the identification expx : J̃x → Jx ⊂M :

Volg = θxLm|J̃x
.

Then, we have θx(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 ∈ UxM .

(i) We have
tm−1θx(tu)

sK(t)m−1

is monotonically non-increasing for t ∈ (0, t(u)).
(ii) We have tm−1θx(tu) ≤ sK(t)m−1 for any t ∈ (0, t(u)).

(iii) For any r, R ∈ (0,∞) with r ≤ R ≤
√
1/Kπ (

√
1/K := ∞ if K ≤ 0), we

have

Volg(Br(x)) ≤Vol(Sm−1)

∫ r

0

sK(t)m−1 dt,

Volg(Br(x)) ≥
∫ r
0
sK(t)m−1 dt

∫ R
0
sK(t)m−1 dt

Volg(BR(x)).

(iv) Suppose that K < 0. Take arbitrary R, s, t ∈ (0,∞) with s/2 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ R
and u ∈ UxM with s < t(u). Then, we have

sm−1θx(su)

tm−1θx(tu)
≤ sK(s)m−1

sK(t)m−1
≤ sK(s)m−1

sK(s/2)m−1
≤ sK(R)m−1

sK(R/2)m−1
.

For (i) and (ii), see [19, IV Theorem 3.1 (2)]. If K < 0 and t ∈ [0, θπ/
√
−K] for

some θ ∈ (0,∞), we have

sK(t)m−1 ≤tm−1 +
sinhm−1(θπ) − (θπ)m−1

(θπ)m+1
(−K)tm+1,

sK(t)m−1 ≤ (sinh(θπ)/(θπ))
m−1

tm−1.

When, K > 0, a similar estimate of sm−1
K 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],

Volg(Br(x)) ≥
rm

m
∫D
0
sK(t)m−1 dt

Volg(M).
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We get (iv) by (i) and properties of sK .
We next consider the upper bound on the sectional curvature.

Theorem 2.9 (IV Theorem 3.1 (1) of [19]). Suppose that Sectg ≤ K. Take arbi-

trary u ∈ UxM . Then, for any t ∈ (0,
√
1/Kπ) with t < t(u), we have

tm−1θx(tu) ≥ sK(t)m−1.

If K > 0, for any t ∈ [0,
√
1/Kπ], we have

sK(t)m−1 ≥ tm−1 − m− 1

6
Ktm+1.

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

tm−1θx(tu) ≥ tm−1 − m− 1

6
Ktm+1

for any t ∈ (0, t(u)), since θx(tu) > 0.
Finally, we consider the comparison for the Hessian of distance function. Define

dx : M → R by dx(y) = d(x, y).

Theorem 2.10 (IV Lemma 2.9 of [19]). Suppose that |SectK | ≤ K. Take arbitrary

u ∈ UxM and t ∈ (0,
√
1/Kπ) with t < t(u). Then, for any v ∈ Uγu(t)M with

v ⊥ γ̇u(t), we have

ṡK(t)

sK(t)
≤ (Hessdx)γu(t)(v, v) ≤

ṡ−K(t)

s−K(t)
.

Note that without the curvature condition, we have

(Hessdx)γu(t)(γ̇u(t), v) = 0

for any v ∈ Tγu(t)M if 0 < t < t(u). Suppose that K > 0. Then, for any

t ∈ (0, π/(2
√
K)], we have

0 ≤ ṡK(t)

sK(t)
,

ṡ−K(t)

s−K(t)
≤ 1

t

(π/2) cosh(π/2)

sinh(π/2)
.

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].

Theorem 2.11. Let (Ω,F , µ) be a probability space. Let f ∈ L∞(µ) satisfies
∣∣∣∣f(x)−

∫

Ω

f dµ

∣∣∣∣ ≤C (x ∈ Ω),

∫

Ω

f2 dµ−
(∫

Ω

f dµ

)2

≤σ2

for some C, σ > 0. Take arbitrary t ∈ (0,∞). Then, for i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈
Ω from µ, we have

1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)−
∫

Ω

f dµ ≤ t

n

holds with probability at least

1− exp

(
− t2

2nσ2 + 2Ct/3

)
.

Remark 2.12. Applying the above theorem to −f , we immediately get
∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)−
∫

Ω

f dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
t

n
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with probability at least

1− 2 exp

(
− t2

2nσ2 + 2Ct/3

)
.

Remark 2.13. The claim that some condition P holds for i.i.d. sample x1, ..., xn ∈ Ω
from µ with probability at least a means that there exists a measurable set V ⊂ Ω×
· · ·×Ω (n-times product) such that the condition P holds for any (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ V
and µ⊗n(V ) ≥ a holds, where µ⊗n denotes the n-times product measure of µ.

Corollary 2.14. Let (Ω,F , µ) be a probability space. Take arbitrary f ∈ L∞(µ),

γ ∈ (1,∞) and δ̃ ∈ (0,∞) with γ1/2δ̃ ≤ 1. Then, for i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈ Ω
from µ, we have ∣∣∣∣∣

1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)−
∫

Ω

f dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 3‖f‖L∞γ1/2δ̃

with probability at least 1− 2 exp
(
−3nγδ̃2/2

)
.

Proof. Putting t = 3n‖f‖L∞γ1/2δ̃ and applying Theorem 2.11, we get the assertion.
�

Corollary 2.15. Let (Ω,F , µ) be a probability space. Take arbitrary f1, . . . , fk ∈
L∞(µ) (k ∈ Z>0), γ ∈ (1,∞) and δ̃ ∈ (0,∞) with γ1/2δ̃ ≤ 1. Then, for i.i.d.
sample x1, . . . , xn ∈ Ω from µ, we have

∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

f2(xi)−
∫

Ω

f2 dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 3(3k − 2)max
s

{‖fs‖2L∞}γ1/2δ̃

for every f =
∑k

s=1 asfs (as ∈ R with
∑k

s=1 a
2
s = 1) with probability at least

1− k(k + 1) exp
(
−3nγδ̃2/2

)
.

Proof. Applying Corollary 2.14 to f2
s and (fs + ft)

2 (s < t), we get
∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

(fs + ft)
2(xi)−

∫

Ω

(fs + ft)
2 dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 12max
s

{‖fs‖2L∞}γ1/2δ̃

for every s, t ∈ {1, . . . , k} with probability at least 1 − k(k + 1) exp
(
−3nγδ̃2/2

)
.

This implies
∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

fs(xi)ft(xi)−
∫

Ω

fsft dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 9max
s

{‖fs‖2L∞}γ1/2δ̃,

and so we get the corollary. �

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 λk(∆ρ) of ∆ρ is expressed as

λk(∆ρ) := inf

{
sup

f∈V \{0}

∫
M

|∇f |2ρ2 dVolg∫
M
f2ρ dVolg

:
V ⊂W 1,2(M) is
a (k + 1)-dimensional subspace

}
.

Given points X = {x1, . . . , xn} ⊂ M and ǫ ∈ (0,∞), the eigenvalue λk(L) of
the matrix L defined as (1) has a similar expression using the Rayleigh quotient
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∑n
i=1(Lu)iui/

∑n
i=1 u

2
i for u ∈ R

n. Here, a straightforward calculation implies

n∑

i=1

(Lu)iui =
1

2

n∑

i,j=1

Kij(ui − uj)
2 =

1

2

n∑

i,j=1

η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
(ui − uj)

2.

We compare these Rayleigh quotients through the maps LIP(M) → R
n, f 7→ f |X

and R
n → LIP(M), u 7→ Λǫu. For the definition of Λǫ, see Definition 2.3 (v).

In subsection 3.1, given a function f ∈ LIP(M), we estimate
∑n

i,j=1 Kij(f(xi) −
f(xj))

2. In subsection 3.2, given a vector u ∈ R
n, we estimate

∫
M |∇Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg.

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 2.7.

Lemma 3.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and ι : M → R
d be an isometric

immersion. Take a geodesic γ : [0, l] →M with unit speed, and suppose that
∫ l

0

|II| ◦ γ(t) dt ≤ Sγ

holds for some positive constant Sγ > 0. Then, we have the following:

(i) ‖ι(γ(l))− ι(γ(0))‖ ≥
(
1− S2

γ/2
)
l.

(ii) ‖ι(γ(l))− ι(γ(0))‖ ≥
(
1− Sγ/

√
2
)
l.

(iii) If in addition l ≤ L‖ι(γ(l))− ι(γ(0))‖+ τ holds for some positive constants
L ≥ 1 and τ > 0, we have

l ≤ (1 + CLSγ)‖ι(γ(l))− ι(γ(0))‖ + τ,

where CL := (L(L− 1)/2)1/2.

Proof. In this proof, for the sake of brevity, we regard γ as a curve in Euclidean
space ι ◦ γ, and γ̇ and γ̈ will denote the first-order and second-order derivatives as
a curve in Euclidean space, respectively.

We first prove (i). Take l0 ∈ (0, l) so that
∫ l0

0

|II| ◦ γ(t) dt =
∫ l

l0

|II| ◦ γ(t) dt ≤ 1

2
Sγ

and put

v := γ̇(l0) ∈ R
d.

Define h : [0, l] → R by

h(t) := 〈γ̇(t), v〉Rd ,

where 〈·, ·〉Rd denotes the Euclidean inner product. Then, we have h(l0) = 1,
|h(t)| ≤ 1 and

(5) ‖γ̈(t)‖2h(t)2 + h′(t)2 ≤ ‖γ̈(t)‖2

for any t ∈ [0, l], since γ̇(t) ⊥ γ̈(t). Define

l+ := sup

{
t ∈ [l0, l] : sup

s∈[l0,t]

(1− h(s)2) ≤
(

2

Sγ

)2
}
,

l− := inf

{
t ∈ [0, l0] : sup

s∈[t,l0]

(1− h(s)2) ≤
(

2

Sγ

)2
}
,

A := sup
t∈[l−,l+]

(1 − h(t)2)1/2.
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Then, by the continuity of h, we have A ≤ 2/Sγ. Since we have γ̈ = II(γ̇, γ̇), we
have

h′(t)2 ≤ ‖γ̈(t)‖2(1 − h(t)2) ≤ A2 (|II| ◦ γ(t))2

for any t ∈ [l−, l+] by (5). This implie

(6) h(t) = 1 +

∫ t

l0

h′(s) ds ≥ 1− 1

2
ASγ

for any t ∈ [l−, l+]. For any t ∈ [l−, l+], by ASγ/2 ≤ 1 we get

h(t)2 ≥
(
1− 1

2
ASγ

)2

≥ 1−ASγ ,

so 1− h(t)2 ≤ ASγ . Thus, by the definition of A, we have A ≤ Sγ , so

sup
t∈[l−,l+]

(1− h(t)2) ≤ S2
γ .

Suppose that Sγ <
√
2. Then, we have S2

γ < 2 < (2/Sγ)
2, so l+ = l and l− = 0 by

the continuity of h. Therefore, we get

h(t) ≥ 1− 1

2
ASγ ≥ 1− 1

2
S2
γ

for any t ∈ [0, l]. Thus, we have

‖γ(l)− γ(0)‖ ≥ 〈γ(l)− γ(0), v〉 =
∫ l

0

h(t) dt ≥
(
1− 1

2
S2
γ

)
l.

If Sγ ≥
√
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

γ/2 ≤ (L − 1)/L. Since we have
1 + Lx ≥ 1/(1− x) for x ∈ R with 0 ≤ x ≤ (L − 1)/L, we get

l ≤ 1

1− S2
γ/2

‖γ(l)− γ(0)‖ ≤
(
1 +

1

2
LS2

γ

)
‖γ(l)− γ(0)‖

≤(1 + CLSγ)‖γ(l)− γ(0)‖

by (i). If S2
γ/2 > (L− 1)/L, we have

l ≤ (1 + (L− 1))‖γ(l)− γ(0)‖+ τ ≤ (1 + CLSγ)‖γ(l)− γ(0)‖+ τ

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

The following Lemma gives a comparison of the integral form of the Riemannian
and Euclidean distances. In the proof, we use Assumption 2.7 (iv) only for x, y ∈M

with y ∈ BR
d

ǫ (x) \Bǫ(x).

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (b), and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(m,S,K,L, η, α) > 0 such that we have

∫

M×M

η

(‖ι(x)− ι(y)‖
ǫ

)
(f(x) − f(y))2ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy

≤
∫

M×M

η

(
d(x, y)

ǫ

)
(f(x) − f(y))2ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy + CLip(f)2ǫm+3

(
1 +

τ

ǫ2

)

for any ǫ ∈ [τ, π/(2
√
K)] and f ∈ LIP(M).
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Proof. We have
∫

M×M

η

(‖ι(x)− ι(y)‖
ǫ

)
(f(x) − f(y))2ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy

≤
∫

M×M

η

(
d(x, y)

ǫ

)
(f(x)− f(y))2ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy

+ α2LηLip(f)
2

∫

M

∫

Bǫ(x)

d(x, y) − ‖ι(x)− ι(y)‖
ǫ

d(x, y)2 dy dx

+ α2η(0)Lip(f)2
∫

M

∫

BRd
ǫ (x)\Bǫ(x)

d(x, y)2 dy dx.

(7)

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

Su :=

∫ ǫ

0

|II| ◦ γu(t) dt.

For any u ∈ UM , we have

t− ‖ι(γu(t))− ι(γu(0))‖ ≤ 1√
2
Sut

for any t ∈ [0, ǫ] by Lemma 3.1 (ii). Thus, we get

∫

M

∫

Bǫ(x)

d(x, y)− ‖ι(x) − ι(y)‖
ǫ

d(x, y)2 dy dx

≤(1 + Cǫ2)

∫

M

∫

UxM

∫ ǫ

0

tm+2

ǫ

1√
2
Su dt du dx ≤ Cǫm+3

∫

M

|II| dVolg ≤ Cǫm+3

(8)

by Theorem 2.8 (ii) and (4).
We estimate the third term. For each u ∈ UM , put

S̃u :=

∫ (L+1)ǫ

0

|II| ◦ γu(t) dt.

Then, we have

BR
d

ǫ (x) \Bǫ(x) ⊂
{
γu(t) : x ∈M, ǫ ≤ t ≤ min

{
(L+ 1)ǫ, (1 + CLS̃u)ǫ + τ

}}

for any x ∈M by Lemma 3.1 (iii) and the assumption τ ≤ ǫ. Thus, we get
∫

M

∫

BRd
ǫ (x)\Bǫ(x)

d(x, y)2 dy dx

≤(1 + Cǫ2)

∫

M

∫

UxM

∫ min
{
(L+1)ǫ,(1+CLS̃u)ǫ+τ

}

r

tm+1 dt du dx

≤Cǫm+2

∫

M

∫

UxM

(
CLS̃u +

τ

ǫ

)
du dx ≤ Cǫm+3

(
1 +

τ

ǫ2

)

(9)

similarly to (8).
By (7), (8) and (9), we get the lemma. �

The following lemma corresponds to [20, Lemma 5], but it holds for any Rie-
mannian manifold (M, g) in M2(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) ∈ M2(m,K), functions η, ρ sat-
isfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists a constant C = C(m,K,R, α, Lρ) > 0

such that for any ǫ ∈ (0, π/(2
√
K)] and f ∈ W 1,2(M), we have

1

ǫm+2

∫

M×M

η

(
d(x, y)

ǫ

)
(f(x) − f(y))2ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy

≤(1 + Cǫ)ση

∫

M

|∇f |2ρ2 dVolg.

Proof. For x, y ∈M , we have

f(y)− f(x) =

∫ d(x,y)

0

〈∇f, γ̇x,y(s)〉 ds.

Thus, for any x ∈M ,
∫

M

η

(
d(x, y)

ǫ

)
(f(x)− f(y))2ρ(x)ρ(y) dy

≤(1 + Cǫ2)

∫

UxM

∫ ǫ

0

η

(
t

ǫ

)
tm−1

(∫ t

0

〈∇f, γ̇u(s)〉 ds
)2

ρ(x)ρ(γu(t)) dt du

≤(1 + Cǫ)

∫

UxM

∫ ǫ

0

η

(
t

ǫ

)
tm
(∫ t

0

〈∇f, γ̇u(s)〉2ρ(γu(s))2 ds
)
dt du.

Here, we used Theorem 2.8 (ii), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and ρ(x)ρ(γu(t)) ≤
(1 + Cǫ)ρ(γu(s))

2. Therefore,
∫

M×M

η

(
d(x, y)

ǫ

)
(f(x)− f(y))2ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy

≤(1 + Cǫ)

∫ ǫ

0

η

(
t

ǫ

)
tm
(∫ t

0

∫

M

∫

UxM

〈∇f, γ̇u(s)〉2ρ(γu(s))2 du dx ds
)
dt

=(1 + Cǫ)

∫ ǫ

0

η

(
t

ǫ

)
tm+1

(∫

M

∫

UxM

〈∇f, u〉2ρ(x)2 du dx
)
dt

=(1 + Cǫ)σηǫ
m+2

∫

M

|∇f |2ρ2 dVolg.

Here, we used (4) and
∫
UxM

〈∇f, u〉2 du = |∇f |2(x)Vol(Sm−1)/m. This implies the

lemma. �

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), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (b), and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(m,L, η(0), α, Lρ) > 0 such that, for any ǫ ∈ [τ, π/(2

√
K)], γ ∈ (1,∞),

δ ∈ (0, γ−1/2], f ∈ LIP(M) and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have
∣∣∣∣∣

1

ǫm+2n2

n∑

i,j=1

η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
(f(xi)− f(xj))

2

− 1

ǫm+2

∫

M×M

η

(‖ι(x)− ι(y)‖
ǫ

)
(f(x) − f(y))2ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CLip(f)2γ1/2δ

with probability at least 1− 2(n+ 1) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

Proof. For any x ∈M , define hx : M → R≥0 by

hx(y) := η

(‖ι(x)− ι(y)‖
ǫ

)
(f(x)− f(y))2,
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and define H : M → R≥0 by

H(x) :=

∫

M

hx(y)ρ(y) dy.

Then, there exist constant C1 = C1(m,L, η(0), α) > 0 such that

0 ≤ hx(y) ≤η(0)Lip(f)2(L+ 1)2ǫ2,
∫

M

hx(y)
2ρ(y) dy ≤C1Lip(f)

4ǫm+4

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

(ρVolg)
⊗n







(x1, . . . , xn) :

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

n− 1

∑

j 6=i

hxi(xj)−H(xi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≥ t

n− 1









≤
∫

M

(ρVolg)
⊗(n−1)






(x1, . . . , x̌i, . . . , xn) :

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

n− 1

∑

j 6=i

hx(xj)−H(x)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≥ t

n− 1






 ρ(x) dx

≤2 exp

(
− t2

2nC1Lip(f)4ǫm+4 + 2
3η(0)Lip(f)

2(L+ 1)2ǫ2t

)
.

for each i = 1, . . . , n and t > 0. Here, (x1, . . . , x̌i, . . . , xn) := (x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xn).
Putting

t = max{2
√
C1, 4η(0)(L+ 1)2/3}nLip(f)2ǫm+2γ1/2δ,

we get

(10)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

n− 1

∑

j 6=i

hxi(xj)−H(xi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ CLip(f)2ǫm+2γ1/2δ

for every i = 1, . . . , n with probability at least 1− 2n exp(−nγǫmδ2). Note that we
used the assumption γ1/2δ ≤ 1 here.

Similarly, by

H(x) ≤CLip(f)2ǫm+2,
∫

M

H(x)2ρ(x) dx ≤CLip(f)4ǫ2m+4

and the Bernstein inequality, we have

(11)

∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

H(xi)−
∫

M

H(x)ρ(x) dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CLip(f)2ǫ
3
2
m+2γ1/2δ

with probability at least 1− 2 exp(−nγǫmδ2).
If (10) and (11) hold, we have
∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

n2

n∑

i,j=1

hxi(xj)−
n− 1

n

∫

M

H(x)ρ(x) dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤n− 1

n2

n∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

n− 1

n∑

j=1

hxi(xj)−H(xi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

H(xi)−
∫

M

H(x)ρ(x) dx

∣∣∣∣∣

≤CLip(f)2ǫm+2γ1/2δ.

Since we can assume 1/n ≤ Cγǫmδ2 ≤ Cγ1/2δ (otherwise, our probability is zero),
this implies the lemma. �
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Corollary 3.5. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (b), and
we are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(m,L, η(0), α, Lρ) > 0 such that, for any ǫ ∈ [τ, π/(2

√
K)], γ ∈ (1,∞),

δ ∈ (0, γ−1/2], f1, . . . , fk ∈ LIP(M) (k ∈ Z>0) and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈ M
from ρVolg, we have

∣∣∣∣∣
1

ǫm+2n2

n∑

i,j=1

η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
(f(xi)− f(xj))

2

− 1

ǫm+2

∫

M×M

η

(‖ι(x) − ι(y)‖
ǫ

)
(f(x)− f(y))2ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy

∣∣∣∣∣

≤Ckmax
s

{Lip(fs)2}γ1/2δ

for every f =
∑k

s=1 asfs (as ∈ R with
∑k

s=1 a
2
s = 1) with probability at least

1− k(k + 1)(n+ 1) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

Proof. Define symmetric forms T, T̃ : Rk × R
k → R by

T̃ (a, b)

=
1

ǫm+2n2

k∑

s,t=1

n∑

i,j=1

η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
asbt (fs(xi)− fs(xj)) (ft(xi)− ft(xj))

T̃ (a, b)

=
1

ǫm+2

k∑

s,t=1

∫

M×M

η

(‖ι(x) − ι(y)‖
ǫ

)
asbt (fs(x) − fs(y)) (ft(x) − ft(y)) ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy.

Take a standard basis {e1, . . . , ek} of Rk. Applying Lemma 3.4 to fs and fs + ft
(s < t), we get

∣∣∣T (es, et)− T̃ (es, et)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

(
Lip(fs)

2 + Lip(ft)
2
)
γ1/2δ(12)

for every s, t ∈ {1, . . . , k} with probability at least 1−k(k+1)(n+1) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

For any a ∈ R
k with

∑k
s=1 a

2
s = 1, we have

∣∣∣T (a, a)− T̃ (a, a)
∣∣∣ ≤

k∑

s,t=1

|asat||T (es, et)− T̃ (es, et)|

≤Cmax
s

{Lip(fs)2}γ1/2δ
k∑

s,t=1

|asat| ≤ Ckmax
s

{Lip(fs)2}γ1/2δ.

This implies the corollary. �

The following lemma is the goal of this subsection.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (b), and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(m,S,K,L, η, α, Lρ) > 0 such that, for any ǫ ∈ [τ, π/(2

√
K)], γ ∈ (1,∞),

δ ∈ (0, γ−1/2], f1, . . . , fk ∈ LIP(M) (k ∈ Z>0) and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈ M
from ρVolg, we have

1

ǫm+2n2

n∑

i,j=1

η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
(f(xi)− f(xj))

2

≤ση
∫

M

|∇f |2ρ2 dVolg + Ckmax
s

{Lip(fs)2}
(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)
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for every f =
∑k

s=1 asfs (as ∈ R with
∑k

s=1 a
2
s = 1) with probability at least

1− k(k + 1)(n+ 1) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, 3.3 and Corollary 3.5, we get

1

ǫm+2n2

n∑

i,j=1

η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
(f(xi)− f(xj))

2

≤ 1

ǫm+2

∫

M×M

η

(‖ι(x) − ι(y)‖
ǫ

)
(f(x)− f(y))2ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy + Ckmax

s
{Lip(fs)2}γ1/2δ

≤ση
∫

M

|∇f |2ρ2 dVolg + Ckmax
s

{Lip(fs)2}
(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)

for every f =
∑k
s=1 asfs (as ∈ R with

∑k
s=1 a

2
s = 1) with probability at least

1− k(k + 1)(n+ 1) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
. �

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, . . . , xn} ⊂ M , a positive real number ǫ ∈ (0,∞) and functions η, ρ
as Assumption 1.3. If θǫ(x) > 0 holds for any x ∈M , then we have

|Λǫ(f |X)(x) − f(x)| ≤ Lip(f)ǫ

for any f ∈ LIP(M) and x ∈M .

Proof. Since we have
∑n

i=1 ψ̃(x, xi)/n = 1 for any x ∈ M , and ψ̃(x, y) = 0 for any
x, y ∈M with d(x, y) ≥ ǫ, we get

|Λǫ(f |X)(x) − f(x)| =
∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

ψ̃(x, xi)(f(xi)− f(x))

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 1

n

n∑

i=1

ψ̃(x, xi)Lip(f)ǫ = Lip(f)ǫ.

Thus, we obtain the lemma. �

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that we are given (M, g) ∈ M1(m,K, i0), functions η, ρ as
Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists a constant C = C(m,K, η, α, Lρ) > 0 such that

for any ǫ ∈
(
0,min{i0, π/(2

√
K)}

)
and x ∈M , we have

(i) |θǫ(x)− ρ(x)ǫmση| ≤ Cǫm+1,

(ii) |∇θǫ(x)| ≤ Cǫm.

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− Cǫ)ρ(x)Vol(Sm−1)

∫ ǫ

0

ψ

(
t

ǫ

)
tm−1 dt

≤θǫ(x) ≤ (1 + Cǫ)ρ(x)Vol(Sm−1)

∫ ǫ

0

ψ

(
t

ǫ

)
tm−1 dt.

Since we have

Vol(Sm−1)

∫ ǫ

0

ψ

(
t

ǫ

)
tm−1 dt = ǫmση,

we get (i).
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We next prove (ii). For any x ∈M and v ∈ TxM , we have

|〈∇θr(x), v〉|

=

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Bǫ(x)

η

(
d(x, y)

ǫ

)
d(x, y)

ǫ2
〈γ̇x,y(0), v〉ρ(y) dy

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣ρ(x)

∫

UxM

∫ ǫ

0

η

(
t

ǫ

)
tm

ǫ2
〈u, v〉 dt du

∣∣∣∣+ Cǫ

∣∣∣∣
∫

UxM

∫ ǫ

0

η

(
t

ǫ

)
tm

ǫ2
|v| dt du

∣∣∣∣

≤Cǫm|v|

by
∫
UxM

〈u, v〉 du = 0. Thus, we get (ii). �

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that we are given (M, g) ∈ M1(m,K, i0) and functions η, ρ
satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exist constants C1 = C1(m,α) > 0 and

C2 = C2(m,K, η, α, Lρ) > 0 such that, for any ǫ ∈ (0,min{1, 2i0/3, π/(2
√
K)}),

γ ∈ (1,∞), δ ∈ (0, γ−1/2] and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈ M from ρVolg, we have
the following properties with probability at least 1−C1(ǫ

−2m−1+n2) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

(i) For any x ∈M , we have |θǫ(x) − ρ(x)σηǫ
m| ≤ C2ǫ

m(ǫ + γ1/2δ).

(ii) For a.e. x ∈M , we have |∇θǫ(x)| ≤ C2ǫ
m(1 + γ1/2δ/ǫ).

(iii) For any i, we have

1

n− 1

n∑

j=1

η

(
d(xi, xj)

ǫ

)
≤ C2ǫ

m.

(iv) For any i and w ∈ TxiM , we have

1

n− 1

n∑

j=1

η

(
d(xi, xj)

ǫ

)
d(xi, xj)

2

ǫ2
〈γ̇xi,xj(0), w〉2

≤ǫmρ(x)ση
(
1 + C2(ǫ+ γ1/2δ)

)
|w|2.

(v) For any i, j, we have

1

n

n∑

l=1

〈Ψ(xl, xi),Ψ(xl, xj)〉
1

ρ(xl)

≤
∫

M

〈Ψ(x, xi),Ψ(x, xj)〉 dx + C2ǫ
m−2γ1/2δ.

Proof. There exist a constant C3 = C3(m,α) > 0 and an integer N1 ∈ Z>0 with
N1 ≤ C3ǫ

−2m−1 such that there exist points y1, . . . , yN1
∈M with

(13) M =

N1⋃

s=1

B(ys, ǫ
2+ 1

m ),

since we have Volg

(
B(y, ǫ2+

1
m /2)

)
≥ (

√
2/π)m−1ǫ2m+1Vol(Sm−1)/(2m) for any

y ∈M by Theorem 2.9 and ǫ2+
1
m /2 ≤ π/(4

√
K).
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We first show (i) and (ii) for fixed y = ys (s ∈ {1, . . . , N1}). We have

ψ

(
d(y, z)

ǫ

)
≤1

2
η(0) (z ∈M),

∫

M

ψ

(
d(y, z)

ǫ

)2

ρ(z) dz ≤Cǫm,

|Ψ(y, z)| ≤η(0)
ǫ

(z ∈M),
∫

M

|Ψ(y, z)|2ρ(z) dz ≤Cǫm−2.

Thus, by the Bernstein inequality, we have

|θǫ(y)− θǫ(y)| ≤Cγ1/2ǫmδ,∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

Ψ(y, xi)−∇θǫ(y)
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤Cγ

1/2ǫm−1δ

with probability at least 1− (2m+ 2) exp(−nγǫmδ2), and so

|θǫ(y)− ρ(y)ǫmση| ≤Cǫm(ǫ+ γ1/2δ),(14)
∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

Ψ(y, xi)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤Cǫ
m−1(ǫ+ γ1/2δ)(15)

by Lemma 3.8. Here, we used an identification of TyM ∼= R
m through an orthonor-

mal basis, and applied the Bernstein inequality to each component of Ψ(y, ·) : M →
R
m.
We next show (i) and (ii) for arbitrary x ∈M with d(x, y) < ǫ2+

1
m , where y = ys

for some s. Since we have |ψ′| ≤ η(0), we get

∣∣∣∣ψ
(
d(x, z)

ǫ

)
− ψ

(
d(y, z)

ǫ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ η(0)
d(x, y)

ǫ
≤ η(0)ǫ1+

1
m

for any z ∈M , and so

|θǫ(x)− ρ(x)ǫmση|
≤|θǫ(x)− θǫ(y)|+ |ρ(x)− ρ(y)|ǫmση + |θǫ(y)− ρ(y)ǫmση|

≤η(0)ǫ
1+ 1

m

n
Card

{
i : xi ∈ Bǫ(x) ∪Bǫ(y)

}
+ Cǫm(ǫ+ γ1/2δ)

(16)

by (14). Put c := cx,y : [0, 1] → M and suppose that j satisfies xj ∈ Bǫ(x) ∩ Bǫ(y)
and d(xj , y) ≥ ǫ1+

1
m + ǫ2+

1
m . Then, ǫ1+

1
m ≤ d(xj , c(t)) < i0 for any t ∈ [0, 1].

Let w ∈ Γ(c∗TM) be a parallel vector field along c with |w| ≡ 1. By the Hessian
comparison theorem (Theorem 2.10), we have

∣∣∣∣
d

dt
〈γ̇c(t),xj

(0), w(t)〉
∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣(Hessdxj )c(t)(ċ(t), w(t))
∣∣ ≤ C

|ċ(t)|
d(xj , c(t))

≤ Cǫ,

and so |〈γ̇x,xj(0), w(0)〉 − 〈γ̇y,xj (0), w(1)〉| ≤ Cǫ. From this and the Lipschitz conti-
nuity of η|[0,1], we get that

|〈Ψ(x, xj), w(0)〉 − 〈Ψ(y, xj), w(1)〉| ≤ C.
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Thus, we get
∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

〈Ψ(x, xi), w(0)〉
∣∣∣∣∣

≤Cǫm−1(ǫ+ γ1/2δ) + C
1

n
Card

{
i : xi ∈ Bǫ(x) ∩Bǫ(y)

}

+C
1

ǫn
Card

{
i : xi ∈ (Bǫ(x) ∪Bǫ(y)) \ (Bǫ(x) ∩Bǫ(y))

}

+C
1

ǫn
Card

{
i : xi ∈ B(y, ǫ1+

1
m + ǫ2+

1
m )
}
.

(17)

by (15). We have

Bǫ(x) ∪Bǫ(y) ⊂ B
(
y, ǫ+ ǫ2+

1
m

)
, Bǫ(x) ∩Bǫ(y) ⊃ B

(
y, ǫ− ǫ2+

1
m

)
.

Put

D(y) :=B
(
y, ǫ+ ǫ2+

1
m

)
,

E(y) :=B
(
y, ǫ1+

1
m + ǫ2+

1
m

)
∪
(
B
(
y, ǫ+ ǫ2+

1
m

)
\B

(
y, ǫ− ǫ2+

1
m

))
.

Then, we have

(ρVolg) (D(y)) ≤ Cǫm, (ρVolg) (E(y)) ≤ Cǫm+1,

and so

Card{i : xi ∈ D(y)} ≤ Cnǫm, Card{i : xi ∈ E(y)} ≤ Cnǫm(ǫ + γ1/2δ)(18)

holds with probability at least 1 − 2 exp(−γnǫmδ2) by the Bernstein inequality.

Thus, we have shown that for fixed s = 1, . . . , N1 and arbitrary x ∈ B(ys, ǫ
2+ 1

m ),

|θǫ(x) − ρ(x)ǫmση| ≤ Cǫm(ǫ + γ1/2δ),
∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

Ψ(x, xi)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cǫm−1(ǫ + γ1/2δ)

hold with probability at least 1 − (2m + 4) exp(−γnǫmδ2) by (16), (17) and (18).
This and (13) imply that (i) and (ii) hold for every x ∈ M with probability at
least 1−C3ǫ

−2m−1(2m+4) exp(−γnǫmδ2), since for a.e. x ∈M we have that θǫ is
differentiable at x and ∇θǫ(x) =

∑n
i=1 Ψ(x, xi)/n.

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

η

(
d(xi, x)

ǫ

)
≤η(0) (x ∈M),

∫

M

η

(
d(xi, x)

ǫ

)2

ρ(x) dx ≤Cǫm,

we have

1

n− 1

∑

j 6=i

η

(
d(xi, xj)

ǫ

)
≤
∫

M

η

(
d(xi, x)

ǫ

)
ρ(x) dx + Cǫmγ1/2δ

with probability at least 1− exp(−nγǫmδ2). Since we can assume 1/n ≤ Cγǫmδ ≤
ǫm, this and
∫

M

η

(
d(xi, x)

ǫ

)
ρ(x) dx ≤ (1 + Cǫ)ǫmρ(xi)Vol(S

m−1)

∫ 1

0

η(t)tm−1 dt ≤ Cǫm

imply that (iii) holds for every i = 1, . . . , n with probability at least 1−n exp(−nγǫmδ2).
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We next prove (iv). Take arbitrary i = 1, . . . , n and an orthonormal basis
e1, . . . , em ∈ TxiM . Define a map hi : M × {1, . . . ,m}2 → R by

h(y, p, q) := η

(
d(xi, y)

ǫ

)
d(xi, y)

2

ǫ2
〈γ̇xi,y(0), ep〉〈γ̇xi,y(0), eq〉.

For each p, q ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, we define

s(a, b) :=

{
1 (p ≥ q),

−1 (p < q).

Since we have

|hi(y, p, q)| ≤η(0) (y ∈M, p, q ∈ {1, . . . ,m}),
∫

M

|hi(y, p, q)|2ρ(y) dy ≤Cǫm (p, q ∈ {1, . . . ,m}),

we get

(19) s(p, q)


 1

n− 1

∑

j 6=i

hi(xj , p, q)−
∫

M

hi(y, p, q)ρ(y) dy


 ≤ Cγ1/2ǫmδ

for every p, q ∈ {1, . . . ,m} with probability at least 1 −m2 exp(−nγǫmδ2) by the
Bernstein inequality. Note that we have hi(y, p, q) = hi(y, q, p) and hi(y, p, p) ≥ 0
for each y, p, q. Thus, for any w ∈ TxiM , (19) implies

1

n− 1

∑

j 6=i

η

(
d(xi, xj)

ǫ

)
d(xi, xj)

2

ǫ2
〈γ̇xi,xj(0), w〉2

=
1

n− 1

∑

j 6=i

m∑

p,q=1

hi(xj , p, q)〈w, ep〉〈w, eq〉

≤
m∑

p,q=1

∫

M

hi(y, p, q)〈w, ep〉〈w, eq〉ρ(y) dy + Cγ1/2ǫmδ

m∑

p,q=1

|〈w, ep〉〈w, eq〉|

≤
∫

M

η

(
d(xi, y)

ǫ

)
d(xi, y)

2

ǫ2
〈γ̇xi,y(0), w〉2ρ(y) dy + Cγ1/2ǫmδ|w|2

≤ǫmρ(xi)ση
(
1 + C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)

)
|w|2,

where we used the following inequality:
∫

M

η

(
d(xi, y)

ǫ

)
d(xi, xj)

2

ǫ2
〈γ̇xi,y(0), w〉2ρ(y) dy

≤(1 + Cǫ)
ρ(xi)

ǫ2

∫ ǫ

0

η

(
t

ǫ

)
tm+1 dt

∫

Uxi
M

〈u,w〉2 du = (1 + Cǫ)ǫmρ(xi)ση|w|2.

Since the content in the sum is 0 when j = i, we get (iv) for every i with probability
at least 1− nm2 exp(−nγǫmδ2).

Finally, we prove (v). Take arbitrary i, j = 1, . . . , n. Since we have
∣∣∣∣〈Ψ(x, xi),Ψ(x, xj)〉

1

ρ(x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤αη(0)2
1

ǫ2
(x ∈M),

∫

M

∣∣∣∣〈Ψ(x, xi),Ψ(x, xj)〉
1

ρ(x)

∣∣∣∣
2

ρ(x) dx ≤Cǫm−4,
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we get

1

n− 2

∑

l 6=i,j

〈Ψ(xl, xi),Ψ(xl, xj)〉
1

ρ(xl)

≤
∫

M

〈Ψ(x, xi),Ψ(x, xj)〉 dx+ Cǫm−2γ1/2δ

with probability at least 1 − exp(−nγǫmδ2) by the Bernstein inequality. Since
we can assume 1/n ≤ Cγǫmδ2 ≤ Cγ1/2δ, combining this with Ψ(xi, xi) = 0 and
|
∫
M

〈Ψ(x, xi),Ψ(x, xj)〉 dx| ≤ Cǫm−2, we get (v) with probability at least 1 −
n2 exp(−nγǫmδ2). �

Remark 3.10. If ǫ+γ1/2δ < ση/(C2α) holds in Lemma 3.9, we have θǫ(x) > 0 holds

for every x ∈ M . Therefore, Λǫ and ψ̃ can be defined according to Definition 2.3
(v) and (vi).

Let us estimate
∫
M |∇Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg for u ∈ R

n. Since we have η(d(xi, xj)/ǫ) ≤
η(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖/ǫ), it is enough to consider the Riemannian distance.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose that we are given (M, g) ∈ M1(m,K, i0) and functions
η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists constants C1 = C1(m,α) > 0
and C2 = C2(m,K, η, α, Lρ) > 0 such that the following properties holds. For any
ǫ ∈ (0, 2i0/3), γ ∈ (1,∞) and δ ∈ (0,∞) with

ǫ+ γ1/2δ ≤ C−1
2 ,

and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have

∫

M

|∇Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg ≤
1 + C2(ǫ+ γ1/2δ)

n2ǫm+2ση

n∑

i,j=1

η

(
d(xi, xj)

ǫ

)
(ui − uj)

2

for every u ∈ R
n with probability at least 1− C1(ǫ

−2m−1 + n2) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

Proof. We can assume that Lemma 3.9 (i)–(v) and
∣∣∣∣

1

θǫ(x)
− 1

ρ(x)σηǫm

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cǫ−m(ǫ + γ1/2δ)

hold for any x ∈M . Since we have

∇xψ̃(x, y) = −ψ (d(x, y)/ǫ)

θǫ(x)2
∇θǫ(x) +

1

θǫ(x)
Ψ(x, y)

for any y ∈M and a.e. x ∈M , we get

∣∣∣∣〈∇xψ̃(x, xi),∇xψ̃(x, xj)〉 −
1

ρ(x)2σ2
ηǫ

2m
〈Ψ(x, xi),Ψ(x, xj)〉

∣∣∣∣

≤ψ (d(x, xi)/ǫ)ψ (d(x, xj)/ǫ)
|∇θǫ(x)|2
θǫ(x)4

+ ψ (d(x, xi)/ǫ)
|〈∇θǫ(x),Ψ(x, xj)〉|

θǫ(x)3

+ψ (d(x, xj)/ǫ)
|〈∇θǫ(x),Ψ(x, xi)〉|

θǫ(x)3
+

∣∣∣∣
1

θǫ(x)2
− 1

ρ(x)2σ2
ηǫ

2m

∣∣∣∣ |〈Ψ(x, xi),Ψ(x, xj)〉|

≤C ǫ+ γ1/2δ

ǫ2m+2
η

(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

)
η

(
d(x, xj)

ǫ

)

(20)
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for any i, j = 1, . . . , n and a.e. x ∈M . Since we have
∑n

i=1 ψ̃(x, xi)/n = 1, we get

|∇Λǫu|2(x) =
1

n2

n∑

i,j=1

〈∇xψ̃(x, xi),∇xψ̃(x, xj)〉uiuj

=− 1

2n2

n∑

i,j=1

〈∇xψ̃(x, xi),∇xψ̃(x, xj)〉(ui − uj)
2

(21)

for a.e. x ∈ M and any u ∈ R
n. We can assume that (20) and (21) hold for every

x = xl since the probability that xl /∈ Jxi \ {xi} holds for some i, l is 0. For any
u ∈ R

n, we have

∫

M

|∇Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg

≤ − 1

2n2σ2
ηǫ

2m

n∑

i,j=1

∫

M

〈Ψ(x, xi),Ψ(x, xj)〉(ui − uj)
2 dx

+C
ǫ+ γ1/2δ

n2ǫ2m+2

n∑

i,j=1

∫

M

η

(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

)
η

(
d(x, xj)

ǫ

)
(ui − uj)

2 dx

≤ − 1

2n3σ2
ηǫ

2m

n∑

i,j,l=1

〈Ψ(xl, xi),Ψ(xl, xj)〉(ui − uj)
2 1

ρ(xl)

+C
ǫ+ γ1/2δ

n2ǫm+2

∑

d(xi,xj)≤2ǫ

(ui − uj)
2

(22)

by Lemma 3.9 (v). Similarly, we have

1

n

n∑

l=1

|∇Λǫu|2(xl)ρ(xl)

≥− 1

2n3σ2
ηǫ

2m

n∑

i,j,l=1

〈Ψ(xl, xi),Ψ(xl, xj)〉(ui − uj)
2 1

ρ(xl)

−C ǫ+ γ1/2δ

n3ǫ2m+2

n∑

i,j,l=1

η

(
d(xl, xi)

ǫ

)
η

(
d(xl, xj)

ǫ

)
(ui − uj)

2

≥− 1

2n3σ2
ηǫ

2m

n∑

i,j,l=1

〈Ψ(xl, xi),Ψ(xl, xj)〉(ui − uj)
2 1

ρ(xl)

−C ǫ+ γ1/2δ

n2ǫm+2

∑

d(xi,xj)≤2ǫ

(ui − uj)
2

by Lemma 3.9 (iii). Thus, we get

∫

M

|∇Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg

≤ 1

n

n∑

l=1

|∇Λǫu|2(xl)ρ(xl) + C
ǫ+ γ1/2δ

n2ǫm+2

∑

d(xi,xj)≤2ǫ

(ui − uj)
2.

(23)
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Let us estimate the first term of (23). Similarly to (21), we have

1

n

n∑

l=1

|∇Λǫu|2(xl)ρ(xl)

=
1

n3

n∑

i,j,l=1

〈∇xψ̃(xl, xi),∇xψ̃(xl, xj)〉(ui − ul)(uj − ul)ρ(xl)

≤ 1

nσ2
ηǫ

2m

n∑

l=1

∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

(ui − ul)Ψ(xl, xi)

∣∣∣∣∣

2
1

ρ(xl)

+C
ǫ+ γ1/2δ

nǫ2m+2

n∑

l=1

∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

η

(
d(xl, xi)

ǫ

)
|ui − ul|

∣∣∣∣∣

2

by (20). For each l and w ∈ Txl
M , we have

〈
1

n

n∑

i=1

(ui − ul)Ψ(xl, xi), w

〉2

≤ 1

n2ǫ4

n∑

i=1

η

(
d(xl, xi)

ǫ

)
d(xi, xl)

2〈γ̇xl,xi(0), w〉2
n∑

i=1

η

(
d(xl, xi)

ǫ

)
(ul − ui)

2

≤
(
1 + C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)

) ǫmρ(xl)ση|w|2
nǫ2

n∑

i=1

η

(
d(xl, xi)

ǫ

)
(ul − ui)

2

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the definition of Ψ and Lemma 3.9 (iv). For
each l, we have

∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

η

(
d(xl, xi)

ǫ

)
|ui − ul|

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤ 1

n2

n∑

i=1

η

(
d(xl, xi)

ǫ

) n∑

i=1

η

(
d(xl, xi)

ǫ

)
(ui − ul)

2

≤C ǫ
m

n

n∑

i=1

η

(
d(xl, xi)

ǫ

)
(ui − ul)

2

by Lemma 3.9 (iii). Thus, we get

(24)
1

n

n∑

l=1

|∇Λǫu|2(xl)ρ(xl) ≤
1 + C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)

n2σηǫm+2

n∑

i,j=1

η

(
d(xi, xj)

ǫ

)
(ui − uj)

2.

We next estimate the second term of (23). Applying Lemma C.1 putting ǫ̃ = ǫ/10

and δ̃ = 10m/2δ, we can find a Borel map T : M → X such that d(x, T (x)) ≤ ǫ/10
for any x ∈M and

∣∣∣∣
1

n
− (ρVolg)(T

−1({xi}))
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(m,α)γ1/2δ(ρVolg)(T

−1({xi}))
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holds for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n}with probability at least 1−C(m,α)ǫ−m exp(−nγǫmδ2).
Then, we have

1

n2

∑

d(xi,xj)≤2ǫ

(ui − uj)
2

≤(1 + Cγ1/2δ)

∫

M

∫

B(x,2ǫ+2ǫ̃)

|u(T (x))− u(T (y))|2ρ(x)ρ(y) dy dx

≤4(1 + Cγ1/2δ)

∫

M

∫

B(x,2ǫ+2ǫ̃)

|u(T (x))− u(T (cx,y(1/2)))|2ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy

≤C
∫

M

∫

B(x,ǫ+ǫ̃)

|u(T (x))− u(T (y))|2ρ(x)ρ(y) dy dx

≤C
∫

M

∫

B(x,(ǫ+ǫ̃)/2)

|u(T (x))− u(T (y))|2ρ(x)ρ(y) dy dx

≤ C

n2

∑

d(xi,xj)≤(ǫ+5ǫ̃)/2

(ui − uj)
2 ≤ C

n2

n∑

i,j=1

η

(
d(xi, xj)

ǫ

)
(ui − uj)

2

(25)

by Theorem 2.8 (iv) and (ǫ + 5ǫ̃)/2 = 3ǫ/4.
By (23), (24) and (25), we get

∫

M

|∇Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg ≤
1 + C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)

n2σηǫm+2

n∑

i,j=1

η

(
d(xi, xj)

ǫ

)
(ui − uj)

2.

This implies the lemma. �

3.3. Main Results: the Case of Unnormalized Graph Laplacian. In this
subsection, applying the results of Appendix B, we show our main results for the
unnormalized case. To do this, we prepare some symbols according to Appendix B.
Suppose that we are given anm-dimensional closed Riamannian manifold, functions
η, ρ as Assumption 1.3, points X = {x1, . . . , xn} ∈ M and a positive real number
ǫ ∈ (0,∞). Let H1 denotes an appropriate subspace of W 1,2(M) defined in the
proofs below, and H2 := R

n. Let 〈·, ·〉1 be the inner product on L2(M) defined by

〈f, h〉1 :=

∫

M

fhρ dVolg

for each f, h ∈ L2(M). Let {fi}∞i=0 denotes the complete orthonormal system of
(L2(M), 〈·, ·〉1) consisting of the eigenfunctions of ∆ρ corresponding to the eigen-
values {λi(∆ρ)}∞i=0. Let 〈·, ·〉2 be the inner product on H2 defined by

〈u, v〉2 :=
1

n

n∑

i=1

uivi

for each u, v ∈ H2. Let {ui}n−1
i=0 denotes the orthonormal basis of (H2, 〈·, ·〉2)

consisting of the eigenvectors of L corresponding to the eigenvalues {λi(L)}n−1
i=0 .

Define

D1(f, h) :=

∫

M

〈∇f,∇h〉ρ2 dVolg for f, h ∈ H1,

D2(u, v) :=
1

σηn2ǫm+2

n∑

i,j=1

η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
(ui − uj)(vi − vj) for u, v ∈ H2

and Q1 : H1 → H2, f 7→ f |X. If θǫ(x) > 0 holds for every x ∈M and Λǫ(H2) ⊂ H1,
we define Q2 : H2 → H1, u 7→ Λǫu. Let λ1(Di) ≤ λ2(Di) ≤ · · · ≤ λdimHi(Di)
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denotes the eigenvalue ofDi with respect to the inner product 〈·, ·〉1 for each i = 1, 2.
If f0, . . . , fj−1 ∈ H1, we have λj(D1) = λj−1(∆ρ). We have

λj(D2) =
2

σηnǫm+2
λj−1(L).

To compare the Rayleigh quotients, we estimate
∣∣‖Λǫu‖21 − ‖u‖22

∣∣ for u ∈ R
n

using a quantity bǫ(u) defined by

bǫ(u) :=
1

σηn2ǫm+2
η

(
d(xi, xj)

ǫ

)
(ui − uj)

2.

Note that we have bǫ(u) ≤ D2(u, u).

Lemma 3.12. Suppose that we are given (M, g) ∈ M1(m,K, i0) and functions
η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists constants C1 = C1(m,α) > 0
and C2 = C2(m,K, η, α, Lρ) > 0 such that the following properties holds. For any
ǫ ∈ (0, 2i0/3), γ ∈ (1,∞) and δ ∈ (0,∞) with

ǫ+ γ1/2δ ≤ C−1
2 ,

and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have

∣∣‖Λǫu‖21 − ‖u‖22
∣∣ ≤ C2

(
(ǫ+ γ1/2δ)‖u‖2 + ǫbǫ(u)

1/2
)
(‖u‖2 + ǫbǫ(u)

1/2)

for every u ∈ R
n with probability at least 1− C1(ǫ

−2m−1 + n2) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

Proof. We can make the same assumptions as at the beginning of the proof of

Lemma 3.11. Then, for each i, since we have
∑n

j=1 ψ̃(xi, xj)/n = 1, we get

(Λǫu(xi)− ui)
2
=


 1

n

n∑

j=1

ψ̃(xi, xj)(ui − uj)




2

≤ 1

n

n∑

j=1

ψ̃(xi, xj)(ui − uj)
2 ≤ C

nǫm

n∑

j=1

η

(
d(xi, xj)

ǫ

)
(ui − uj)

2.

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

(26) ‖Λǫu|X − u‖2 ≤ Cǫbǫ(u)
1/2.

For each x ∈M , put

A(x) :=
1

nρ(x)ǫmση

n∑

i=1

ψ

(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

)
ui.

Then, we have

|Λǫu(x)−A(x)|

≤ 1

n

∣∣∣∣
1

θǫ(x)
− 1

ρ(x)ǫmση

∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

ψ

(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

)
|ui|

≤C ǫ+ γ1/2δ

ǫm

(
1

n

n∑

i=1

ψ

(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

))1/2(
1

n

n∑

i=1

ψ

(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

)
u2i

)1/2

≤C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)

(
1

nǫm

n∑

i=1

ψ

(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

)
u2i

)1/2

.
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Thus, we get

‖Λǫu−A‖1 ≤C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)‖u‖2,(27)

‖Λǫu|X −A|X‖2 ≤C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)‖u‖2(28)

by Lemma 3.8 (i) and Lemma 3.9 (i), respectively. Since we have
∣∣∣∣ψ
(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

)
ψ

(
d(x, xj)

ǫ

)
1

ρ(x)2

∣∣∣∣ ≤
α2

4
η(0)2,

∫

M

(
ψ

(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

)
ψ

(
d(x, xj)

ǫ

)
1

ρ(x)2

)2

ρ(x) dx ≤ Cǫm,

we get

∣∣∣
1

n− 2

∑

l 6=i,j

ψ

(
d(xl, xi)

ǫ

)
ψ

(
d(xl, xj)

ǫ

)
1

ρ(xl)2

−
∫

M

ψ

(
d(x, xi)

ǫ

)
ψ

(
d(x, xj)

ǫ

)
1

ρ(x)
dx
∣∣∣ ≤ Cγ1/2ǫmδ

(29)

for every i, j with probability at least 1 − 2n2 exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
by the Bernstein

inequality. Since we have (ρVolg)(B2ǫ(xi)) ≤ Cǫm, we get

(30) max
i

Card{j : xj ∈ B2ǫ(xi)} ≤ nC(1 + γ1/2δ)ǫm + 1 ≤ nCǫm + 1

with probability at least 1 − n exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
by the Bernstein inequality. Since

we can assume 1/(nǫm) ≤ Cγδ2 ≤ Cγ1/2δ, (29) and (30) imply
∣∣∣∣

n

n− 2
‖A|X‖22 − ‖A‖21

∣∣∣∣

≤C γ
1/2ǫmδ

n2ǫm

∑

d(xi,xj)≤2ǫ

|uiuj|

≤Cγ1/2δmaxi Card{j : xj ∈ B2ǫ(xi)}
nǫm

‖u‖22 ≤ Cγ1/2δ‖u‖22.

(31)

Here, we used |uiuj | ≤ |ui|2/2 + |uj|2/2.
Combining (26), (27), (28) and (31), we get
∣∣∣∣‖Λǫu‖21 −

n

n− 2
‖u‖22

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
(
(ǫ+ γ1/2δ)‖u‖2 + ǫbǫ(u)

1/2
)
(‖u‖2 + ǫbǫ(u)

1/2).

Since we can assume that |1− n/(n− 2)| = 2/(n− 2) ≤ Cγǫmδ2 ≤ Cǫ, we get the
lemma. �

Lemma 3.13. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (a), and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Take arbitrary k ∈ Z>0. Then,
there exist constants C1 = C1(m,K,α, k) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α, Lρ, k) >

0 such that, for any ǫ ∈ [τ, π/(2
√
K)], γ ∈ (1,∞), δ ∈ (0, γ−1/2] with γ1/2ǫm/2δ ≤

C−1
1 and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have

2

σηnǫm+2
λk(L) ≤ λk(∆ρ) + C2

(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)

with probability at least 1− (k + 1)(k + 2)(n+ 2) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

Proof. To apply Lemma B.2, we define H1 := Span{f0, f1, . . . , fk}. We have
that diamg(M) ≤ C(m,K, i0, α). See Remark 2.4 (e). Since we have λk(∆ρ) ≤
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α3λk(∆) ≤ C(m,K,α, k) (see Remark 2.4 (f)), we get

sup
s∈{0,...,k}

‖fs‖L∞ ≤C(m,K,α, k),

sup
s∈{0,...,k}

Lip(fs) ≤C(m,K, i0, α, k)

by Lemma A.1 and A.2. Thus, we get the lemma by Lemma 2.15 putting δ̃ = ǫm/2δ,
Lemma 3.6 and Lemma B.2. �

Lemma 3.14. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (i), and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Take arbitrary k ∈ Z>0. Then,
there exists constants C1 = C1(m,α, k) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,K, η, α, Lρ, k) > 0
such that, for any ǫ ∈ (0, 2i0/3), γ ∈ (1,∞) and δ ∈ (0,∞) with

ǫ+
τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ ≤ C−1

2

and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have

λk(∆ρ) ≤
2

σηnǫm+2
λk(L) + C2(ǫ + γ1/2δ)

with probability at least 1− C1(ǫ
−2m−1 + n2) exp

(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

Proof. If

λk(∆ρ) ≤
2

σηnǫm+2
λk(L)

holds, then we get the lemma. Thus, we can assume

2

σηnǫm+2
λk(L) ≤ λk(∆ρ) ≤ C(m,K,α, k).

This implies that we have bǫ(u) ≤ C‖u‖22 for any u ∈ Span{u0, . . . , uk}. Defining
H1 := Span{f0, . . . , fk}+Λǫ (R

n), we get the lemma by Lemma 3.11, 3.12 and B.3
(i). �

Putting δ := ǫ−m/2(logn/n)1/2, we get the following by Lemma 3.13 and 3.14.

Theorem 3.15. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (a),
and we are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Take arbitrary k ∈ Z>0.
Then, there exist constants C1 = C1(m,α, k) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α, Lρ, k) >
0 such that, for any n ∈ Z>0, ǫ ∈ [τ,∞), γ ∈ (1,∞) with

ǫ+
τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2

≤ C−1
2

and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have

∣∣∣∣λk(∆ρ)−
2

σηnǫm+2
λk(L)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2

(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

with probability at least 1− C1(ǫ
−2m−1 + n2)n−γ .

Now let us show the approximation result for the eigenfunctions.

Theorem 3.16. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (a), and
we are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Take arbitrary k, l ∈ Z>0

with l ≥ k. Put s := λl(∆ρ)− λk(∆ρ) and

G := min {|λk(∆ρ)− λk−1(∆ρ)|, |λl+1(∆ρ)− λl(∆ρ)|} .
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Then, there exist constants C1 = C1(m,α, l) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α, Lρ, l) >
0 such that, for any n ∈ Z>0, ǫ ∈ [τ,∞), γ ∈ (1,∞) with

C2

(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

+ 2Gs < G2

and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have the following with probability
at least 1− C1(ǫ

−2m−1 + n2)n−γ . Let P : Rn → Span{uk, . . . , ul} be the orthogonal
projection. Then, the map Span{fk, . . . , fl} → Span{uk, . . . , ul}, f 7→ P(f |X) is an
isomorphism and for any f ∈ Span{fk, . . . , fl}, we have
(
1− C2

G2

(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

− 2s

G

)
1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)
2 ≤ 1

n

n∑

i=1

P(f |X)2i ,
∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)
2 −

∫

M

f2ρ dVolg

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤C2γ
1/2

(
logn

n

)1/2 ∫

M

f2ρ dVolg

and

1

n

n∑

i=1

(f(xi)−P(f |X)i)2 ≤
(
C2

G2

(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

+
2s

G

)
1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)
2.

Proof. Put δ := ǫ−m/2(log n/n)1/2 and H1 := Span{f0, . . . , fl+1} + Λǫ (R
n). By

Lemma 2.15 and 3.7, for any f ∈ Span{fk, . . . , fl} \ {0}, we have
∣∣‖Q2Q1f‖21 − ‖Q1f‖22

∣∣ ≤ C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)‖Q1f‖2,
and so

D1(Q2Q1f,Q2Q1f)

‖Q2Q1f‖21
≤C

(
ǫ+

τ

r
+ γ1/2δ

) D2(Q1f,Q1f)

‖Q1f‖22
≤D2(Q1f,Q1f)

‖Q1f‖22
+ C

(
ǫ +

τ

r
+ γ1/2δ

)
.

by Lemma 2.15, 3.6, 3.11 and 3.12. By Lemma 2.15, for any f ∈ Span{fk, . . . , fl} \
{0}, we have

|‖Q1f‖2 − ‖f‖1|
‖f‖1

≤
∣∣‖Q1f‖22 − ‖f‖21

∣∣
‖f‖21

≤ Cγ1/2
(
logn

n

)1/2

.

Thus, we get the theorem by Lemma 2.15, 3.6, 3.7, 3.11, 3.12 and B.4. �

Approximating the pair (M, ι) satisfying Assumption 1.2, we obtain the following
theorems. See Appendix D for why such an approximation works.

Theorem 3.17. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 1.2, and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Take arbitrary k ∈ Z>0. Then,
there exist constants C1 = C1(m,α, k) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α, Lρ, k) >
0 such that, for any n ∈ Z>0, ǫ ∈ (0,∞), γ ∈ (1,∞) with

ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2
(
log n

n

)1/2

≤ C−1
2

and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈ X from ρVolg, we have
∣∣∣∣λk(∆ρ)−

2

σηnǫm+2
λk(L)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2

(
ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

with probability at least 1− C1(ǫ
−2m−1 + n2)n−γ .

Putting ǫ = (logn/n)1/(m+2), we get Theorem 1.4.
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Theorem 3.18. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 1.2, and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Take arbitrary k, l ∈ Z>0 with
l ≥ k. Put s := λl(∆ρ)− λk(∆ρ) and

G := min {|λk(∆ρ)− λk−1(∆ρ)|, |λl+1(∆ρ)− λl(∆ρ)|} .

Then, there exist constants C1 = C1(m,α, l) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α, Lρ, l) >
0 such that, for any n ∈ Z>0, ǫ ∈ (0,∞), γ ∈ (1,∞) with

C2

(
ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

+ 2Gs < G2

and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have the following with probability
at least 1− C1(ǫ

−2m−1 + n2)n−γ . Let P : Rn → Span{uk, . . . , ul} be the orthogonal
projection. Then, the map Span{fk, . . . , fl} → Span{uk, . . . , ul}, f 7→ P(f |X) is an
isomorphism and for any f ∈ Span{fk, . . . , fl}, we have

(
1− C2

G2

(
ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
log n

n

)1/2
)

− 2s

G

)
1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)
2 ≤ 1

n

n∑

i=1

P(f |X)2i ,
∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)
2 −

∫

M

f2ρ dVolg

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤C2γ
1/2

(
logn

n

)1/2 ∫

M

f2ρ dVolg

and

1

n

n∑

i=1

(f(xi)− P(f |X)i)2 ≤
(
C2

G2

(
ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

+
2s

G

)
1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)
2.

We can get the results corresponding to Lemma B.4 (iii) and (iv). However,
these are easy consequences of (i) and (ii), so we do not state here. For the case
when k = l, we have s = 0 and get Theorem 1.5 putting ǫ = (logn/n)1/(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>0 be integers with m < d. Suppose that we are
given anm-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold (M, g), an isometric immersion
ι : M → R

d, functions η, ρ as Assumption 1.3 and a constant ǫ > 0. We define

σ̃η :=Vol(Sm−1)

∫ 1

0

η(t)tm−1 dt,

ρη(x) :=
1

ǫmσ̃η

∫

M

η

(
d(x, y)

ǫ

)
ρ(y) dy,

ρ̃η(x) :=
1

ǫmσ̃η

∫

M

η

(‖ι(x) − ι(y)‖
ǫ

)
ρ(y) dy.

Suppose that we are given points x1, . . . , xn ∈ M . Then, we define D̃i ∈ R≥0

(i = 1, . . . , n) by

D̃i :=
1

nǫmσ̃η

n∑

j=1

η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
=

1

nǫmσ̃η
Dii,
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where D ∈ R
n×n is a matrix defined in Notation 2.1 (vii). Put X = {x1, . . . , xn}.

For each u, v ∈ R
n, we define

〈u, v〉D̃ :=
1

n

n∑

i=1

uiviD̃i,

〈u, v〉ρ̃η |X :=
1

n

n∑

i=1

uiviρ̃η(xi).

Let {uN,i}n−1
i=0 denotes the orthonormal basis of (Rn, 〈·, ·〉D̃) consisting of the eigen-

vectors of the eigenvalue problem Lu = λDu corresponding to the eigenvalues
{λi(L,D)}n−1

i=0 . For each f, h ∈ L2(M), we define

〈f, h〉ρ2 :=

∫

M

fhρ2 dVolg,

〈f, h〉ρρ̃η :=

∫

M

fhρρ̃η dVolg.

Let {fNi }∞i=0 denotes the complete orthonormal system of (L2(M), 〈·, ·〉2ρ) consisting
of the eigenfunctions of ∆N

ρ corresponding to the eigenvalues {λi(∆N
ρ )}∞i=0.

For each u ∈ R
n and ǫ > 0, we define

Bǫ(u) :=
1

σηǫm+2n2

n∑

i,j=1

η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
(ui − uj)

2.

For each k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1} and ǫ, we define

λk(B
N
ǫ ) := inf

{
sup

u∈V \{0}

Bǫ(u)
1
n

∑n
i=1 u

2
i D̃i

: V ⊂ R
n is a (k + 1)-dimensional subspace

}
.

By a straightforward calculus, we have

λk(B
N
ǫ ) =

2σ̃η
σηǫ2

λk(L,D)

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, i0) and functions η, ρ
satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists a constant C = C(m,K,α, Lρ) > 0

such that for any ǫ ∈ (0,min{i0, π/(2
√
K)}) and x ∈ M , we have |ρη(x) − ρ(x)| ≤

Cǫρ(x).

Similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.2, in particular (8) and (9), we get the fol-
lowing.

Lemma 3.21. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (b), and
we are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(m,S,K,L, η, α) > 0 such that for any ǫ ∈ [τ, π/(2

√
K)], we have

∫

M

|ρη − ρ̃η| dVolg ≤ C
(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ

)
.

By applying the Bernstein inequality to η(−‖ι(xi)−ι(·)‖/ǫ) for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n},
we get the following.

Lemma 3.22. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (b), and
we are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists constant
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C = C(m,K,L, η(0), α) > 0 such that for any ǫ ∈ [τ, π/(2
√
K)], γ ∈ (1,∞) and

δ ∈ (0, γ−1/2] and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have
∣∣∣D̃i − ρ̃η(xi)

∣∣∣ ≤ Cγ1/2δ

for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n} with probability at least 1− 2n exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

By Corollary 2.15, Lemma 3.20, 3.21 and 3.22, we get the following. Note that

we apply Corollary 2.15 to f ρ̃
1/2
η .

Lemma 3.23. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (a), and
we are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exists constant
C = C(m,K,L, η, α, Lρ) > 0 such that for any f1, . . . , fk ∈ L∞(M) (k ∈ Z>0), ǫ ∈
[τ,min{i0, π/(2

√
K)}), γ ∈ (1,∞) and δ ∈ (0, γ−1/2] and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈

M from ρVolg, we have
∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

f2(xi)D̃i −
∫

M

f2ρ2 dVolg

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ckmax
s

{‖fs‖2L∞}
(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)

for every f =
∑k

s=1 asfs (as ∈ R with
∑k

s=1 a
2
s = 1) with probability at least

1− (k(k + 1) + n) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

By Lemma 3.6, Lemma 3.23, Proposition A.1 and A.2, we can apply Lemma
B.2, and get the following similarly to Theorem 3.13.

Lemma 3.24. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (a), and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Take arbitrary k ∈ Z>0. Then,
there exist constants C1 = C1(m,K,L, η, α, Lρ, k) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α, Lρ, k) >
0 such that, for any ǫ ∈ [τ, i0), γ ∈ (1,∞), δ ∈ (0,∞) with

ǫ+
τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ ≤ C−1

1

and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have

λk(B
N
ǫ ) ≤ λk(∆

N
ρ ) + C2

(
ǫ +

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)

with probability at least 1− ((k + 1)(k + 2)(n+ 2) + n) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

Lemma 3.25. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7, and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then, there exist constants
C1 = C1(m,α) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,K,L, η, α, Lρ) > 0 such that the following
properties holds. For any ǫ ∈ [τ, 2i0/3), γ ∈ (1,∞) and δ ∈ (0,∞) with

ǫ+ γ1/2δ ≤ C−1
2 ,

and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have
∣∣∣‖Λǫu‖2ρρ̃η − ‖u‖2ρ̃η|X

∣∣∣

≤C2

(
(ǫ + γ1/2δ)‖u‖ρ̃η|X + ǫbǫ(u)

1/2
)
(‖u‖ρ̃η|X + ǫbǫ(u)

1/2)

for every u ∈ R
n with probability at least 1− C1(ǫ

−2m−1 + n2) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
.

Proof. Put X = {x1, . . . , xn}. Since we have ‖ι(x) − ι(y)‖ ≤ d(x, y) ≤ L‖ι(x) −
ι(y)‖+ ǫ for any x, y ∈M , we get ρη ≤ ρ̃η ≤ C. Moreover, by Lemma 3.20, we can
assume that ρη ≥ ρ/2. Thus, we have

C−1‖v‖2 ≤ ‖v‖ρ̃η|X ≤ C‖v‖2
for any v ∈ R

n, and
C−1‖f‖1 ≤ ‖f‖ρρ̃η ≤ C‖f‖1
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for any f ∈ L2(M). Therefore, we immediately get

‖Λǫu|X − u‖ρ̃η |X ≤Cǫbǫ(u)1/2,
‖Λǫu−A‖ρρ̃η ≤C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)‖u‖ρ̃η|X ,

‖Λǫu|X −A|X‖ρ̃η |X ≤C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)‖u‖ρ̃η|X .
by (26), (27) and (28), where A is a function defined in the proof of Lemma 3.12.
Applying the Bernstein inequality to the function

ψ

(
d(·, xi)
ǫ

)
ψ

(
d(·, xj)
ǫ

)
ρ̃η(·)
ρ(·)2

for each i, j, we get the inequality corresponding to (31). The rest of the proof is
the same as Lemma 3.12. �

Lemma 3.26. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 2.7 (a), and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Take arbitrary k ∈ Z>0. Then,
there exist constants C1 = C1(m,α) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α, Lρ, k) > 0
such that, for any ǫ ∈ (τ, 2i0/3), γ ∈ (1,∞) and δ ∈ (0,∞) with

τ

ǫ
+ ǫ+ γ1/2δ ≤ C−1

2

and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have the following with probability
at least 1− C1(ǫ

−2m−1 + n2) exp
(
−nγǫmδ2

)
. We have

λk(∆
N
ρ ) ≤ λk(B

N
ǫ ) + C2

(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)
.

and ∣∣∣∣∣

∫

M

|Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg −
1

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2

(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

) 1

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i

for any u ∈ Span{uN,0, uN,1, . . . , uN,k}.
Proof. Since we have diamg(M) ≤ C(m,K, i0, α), there exist constants µ = µ(m) >
1 and C = C(m,K, i0, α, µ) > 0 such that

(∫

M

h2µ dVolg/Volg(M)

)1/(2µ)

≤C
(∫

M

|∇h|2 dVolg/Volg(M)

)1/2

+

(∫

M

h2 dVolg/Volg(M)

)1/2
(32)

holds for any h ∈ W 1,2(M) by the Sobolev inequality (see Proposition 7.1.13 and
Proposition 7.1.17 in [17]). For example, if m ≥ 3, we can take µ(m) = m/(m− 2).

For every h ∈ L2µ(M), we have
∣∣∣∣
∫

M

h2ρρη dVolg −
∫

M

h2ρρ̃η dVolg

∣∣∣∣

≤
(∫

M

h2µρ dVolg

)1/µ(∫

M

|ρη − ρ̃η|
µ

µ−1 ρ dVolg

) µ−1

µ

≤C
(∫

M

h2µρ dVolg

)1/µ (∫

M

|ρη − ρ̃η| dVolg
)µ−1

µ

≤C
(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ

)µ−1

µ

(∫

M

h2µρ dVolg

)1/µ

(33)

by the Hölder inequality and Lemma 3.21.
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Define

ξ := sup






∣∣∣
∫
M |Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg − 1

n

∑n
i=1 u

2
i D̃i

∣∣∣
1
n

∑n
i=1 u

2
i D̃i

: u ∈ Span{u0, u1, . . . , uk} \ {0}




 .

We can assume that λk(B
N
ǫ ) ≤ λk(∆

N
ρ ) + 1 ≤ C(m,K,α, k) by Lemma 3.24, and

so for any u ∈ Span{uN,0, . . . , uN,k},

BNǫ (u) ≤ C
1

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i.

For any u ∈ Span{uN,0, . . . , uN,k}, we have
∫

M

|∇Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg ≤
(
1 + C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)

)
λk(B

N
ǫ )

1

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i.

by Lemma 3.11, and

(34)

∫

M

|Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg ≤ (1 + C(ǫ + γ1/2δ))
1

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i

by Lemma 3.20, 3.22, 3.25 and ρη ≤ ρ̃η. Thus, for any u ∈ Span{uN,0, . . . , uN,k},
we get

(∫

M

|Λǫu|2µ dVolg
)1/µ

≤ C

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i

by (32), and so
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

M

|Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg −
1

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i

∣∣∣∣∣

≤Cǫ
∫

M

|Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg + C
(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ

)µ−1

µ

(∫

M

|Λǫu|2µρ dVolg
)1/µ

+ C(ǫ + γ1/2δ)
1

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i

≤C
((

ǫ+
τ

ǫ

)µ−1

µ

+ ǫ+ γ1/2δ

)
1

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i

by Lemma 3.20, 3.22, 3.25 and (33). This implies that

ξ ≤ C

((
ǫ+

τ

ǫ

)µ−1

µ

+ ǫ+ γ1/2δ

)
.

In particular, we can assume that ξ ≤ 1/2.
Let P : L2(M, 〈·, ·〉ρ2 ) → L2(M, 〈·, ·〉ρ2 ) denotes the orthogonal projection to the

subspace of L2(M, 〈·, ·〉ρ2 ) spanned by the eigenfunctions of ∆N
ρ corresponding to

the eigenvalues in [0, λk(∆
N
ρ ) + 1]. Then, we have

(35)
∣∣λj(∆N

ρ )− λj(B
N
ǫ )
∣∣ ≤ C

(
ξ + ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)

for any j ∈ {1, . . . , k} and

‖∇ ((1− P)Λǫu)‖2ρ2 ≤C
(
ξ + ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)
‖Λǫu‖2ρ2 ,

‖(1− P)Λǫu‖2ρ2 ≤C
(
ξ + ǫ+

τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)
‖Λǫu‖2ρ2
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by the definition of ξ, Lemma 3.6, 3.11, 3.23 and B.3 putting a = 1. Since we have
‖PΛǫu‖L∞ ≤ C‖Λǫu‖ρ2 by Proposition A.1, we get

∣∣∣∣
∫

M

|Λǫu|2ρ(ρη − ρ̃η) dVolg

∣∣∣∣
1/2

≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

M

|(1− P)Λǫu|2ρ(ρη − ρ̃η) dVolg

∣∣∣∣
1/2

+

∣∣∣∣
∫

M

|PΛǫu|2ρ(ρη − ρ̃η) dVolg

∣∣∣∣
1/2

≤C
(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ

)µ−1

2µ

(∫

M

|(1− P)Λǫu|2µρ dVolg
)1/2µ

+ C
(
ǫ+

τ

ǫ

)1/2
‖Λǫu‖ρ2

≤C
((

ǫ+
τ

ǫ

)µ−1

µ

ξ + ǫ+
τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)1/2
(
1

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i

)1/2

by (32), (33), (34) and Lemma 3.21. Thus, we have
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

M

|Λǫu|2ρ2 dVolg −
1

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i

∣∣∣∣∣

≤C
((

ǫ +
τ

ǫ

)µ−1

µ

ξ + ǫ+
τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)
1

n

n∑

i=1

u2i D̃i

by Lemma 3.20, 3.22 and 3.25, and so

ξ ≤ C

((
ǫ+

τ

ǫ

)µ−1

µ

ξ + ǫ+
τ

ǫ
+ γ1/2δ

)
.

This implies ξ ≤ C(ǫ+ τ/ǫ+ γ1/2δ). Therefore, we get the lemma by the definition
of ξ and (35). �

Putting δ := ǫ−m/2(log n/n)1/2, we get the result corresponding to Theorem
3.15 by Lemma 3.24 and 3.26. By and Lemma 3.6, 3.11, 3.7, 3.23, 3.26 and B.4,
we get the result corresponding to Theorem 3.16. Approximating the pair (M, ι)
satisfying Assumption 1.2, we obtain the following theorems.

Theorem 3.27. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 1.2, and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Take arbitrary k ∈ Z>0. Then,
there exist constants C1 = C1(m,α, k) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α, Lρ, k) >
0 such that, for any n ∈ Z>0, ǫ ∈ (0,∞), γ ∈ (1,∞) with

ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2
(
log n

n

)1/2

≤ C−1
2

and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈ X from ρVolg, we have
∣∣∣∣λk(∆

N
ρ )− 2σ̃η

σηnǫ2
λk(L,D)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2

(
ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
log n

n

)1/2
)

with probability at least 1− C1(ǫ
−2m−1 + n2)n−γ .

Theorem 3.28. Suppose that the pair ((M, g), ι) satisfies Assumption 1.2, and we
are given functions η, ρ satisfying Assumption 1.3. Put s := λl(∆

N
ρ )−λk(∆

N
ρ ) and

G := min
{
|λk(∆N

ρ )− λk−1(∆
N
ρ )|, |λl+1(∆

N
ρ )− λl(∆

N
ρ )|
}
.

Then, there exist constants C1 = C1(m,α, l) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α, Lρ, l) >
0 such that, for any n ∈ Z>0, ǫ ∈ (0,∞), γ ∈ (1,∞) with

C2

(
ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

+ 2Gs < G2
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and i.i.d. sample x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, we have the following with probability
at least 1−C1(ǫ

−2m−1 + n2)n−γ . Let P : Rn → Span{uN,k, . . . , uN,l} be the orthog-
onal projection. Then, the map Span{fNk , . . . , fNl } → Span{uN,k, . . . , uN,l}, f 7→
P(f |X) is an isomorphism and for any f ∈ Span{fNk , . . . , fNl }, we have
(
1− C2

G2

(
ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

− 2s

G

)
1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)
2D̃i ≤

1

n

n∑

i=1

P(f |X)2i D̃i,
∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)
2D̃i −

∫

M

f2ρ2 dVolg

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤C2γ
1/2

(
logn

n

)1/2 ∫

M

f2ρ2 dVolg

and

1

n

n∑

i=1

(f(xi)−P(f |X)i)2D̃i ≤
(
C2

G2

(
ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

+
2s

G

)
1

n

n∑

i=1

f(xi)
2D̃i.

Appendix A. L∞ and Gradient Estimate for Eigenfunctions

In this appendix, we show the L∞ and the gradient estimate for eigenfunctions
of ∆ρ and ∆N

ρ . For any p ∈ [1,∞) measurable function f on a closed Riemannian
manifold (M, g), define

‖f‖pLp :=
1

Volg(M)

∫

M

|f |p dVolg,

and ‖f‖L∞ = ess supx∈M |f |(x).
We first give the L∞ estimate. The proof is similar to [17, Theorem 9.2.7].

Proposition A.1. Let m ∈ Z>0 be an integer and take constants K,D,α,Λ > 0.
Then, there exists a constant C = C(m,K,D, α,Λ) > 0 such that for any (M, g) ∈
M2(m,K) with diamg(M) ≤ D, any ρ ∈ LIP(M) with 1/α ≤ ρ ≤ α, any λ ∈ [0,Λ]
and any solution f ∈ W 2,2(M) to the equation ∆ρf = λf or ∆N

ρ f = λf , we have
‖f‖L∞ ≤ C‖f‖L2.

Proof. We first note that there exists constants µ = µ(m) > 1 and C1 = C1(m,K,D, µ) >
0 such that

‖h‖L2µ ≤ C1‖∇h‖L2 + ‖h‖L2

holds for any h ∈W 1,2(M) by Proposition 7.1.13 and Proposition 7.1.17 in [17].
For each ǫ > 0, put

uǫ := (f2 + ǫ)1/2.

Then, we have

∆ρuǫ =
f

uǫ
∆ρf − ǫρ

u3ǫ
|∇f |2.

For any k ∈ Z≥0, we have
∫

M

|∇uµk

ǫ |2ρ2 dVolg =µ2k

∫

M

u2µ
k−2

ǫ |∇uǫ|2ρ2 dVolg

=
µ2k

2µk − 1

∫

M

u2µ
k−1

ǫ ∆ρuǫρ dVolg

≤ λµ2k

2µk − 1

∫

M

u2µ
k−1

ǫ |f |ρi dVolg

→ λµ2k

2µk − 1

∫

M

|f |2µk

ρi dVolg (ǫ→ 0),
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where i = 1 if ∆ρf = λf and i = 2 if ∆N
ρ f = λf . Thus, we get

‖f‖L2µk+1 = ‖fµk‖1/µ
k

L2µ ≤ lim inf
ǫ→0

(
C1‖∇(uµ

k

ǫ )‖L2 + ‖uµk

ǫ ‖L2

)1/µk

≤
(
C1µ

k

(
λαi+2

2µk − 1

)1/2

+ 1

)1/µk

‖f‖
L2µ

k .

Therefore, we have

‖f‖L∞ = lim
k→∞

‖f‖L2µk ≤
∞∏

k=0

(
C1µ

k

(
λαi+2

2µk − 1

)1/2

+ 1

)1/µk

‖f‖L2.

By log(1 + x) ≤ x for x ∈ [0,∞), we have

log

∞∏

k=0

(
C1µ

k

(
λαi+2

2µk − 1

)1/2

+ 1

)1/µk

≤
∞∑

k=0

C1

(
λαi+2

2µk − 1

)1/2

≤
∞∑

k=0

C1λ
1/2α1+i/2

(
1√
µ

)k

=C1λ
1/2α1+i/2

√
µ

√
µ− 1

.

Thus, we get

‖f‖L∞ ≤ exp

(
C1λ

1/2α1+i/2

√
µ

√
µ− 1

)
‖f‖L2.

This is what we wanted to show. �

We next give the gradient estimate.

Proposition A.2. Letm ∈ Z>0 be an integer and take constantsK,D, i0, α, Lρ,Λ >
0. Then, there exists a constant C = C(m,K,D, i0, α, Lρ,Λ) > 0 such that for any
(M, g) ∈ M2(m,K) with diamg(M) ≤ D and injg ≥ i0, any ρ ∈ LIP(M) with

1/α ≤ ρ ≤ α and Lip(ρ) ≤ Lρ, any λ ∈ [0,Λ] and any solution f ∈ W 2,2(M) to the
equation ∆ρf = λf or ∆N

ρ f = λf , we have Lip(f) ≤ C‖f‖L2.

Proof. Take arbitrary Q ∈ (1,∞) and p ∈ (m,∞) (e.g. we can take Q = 2 and
p = 2m). Then, there exists a constant rH = rH(m,K, i0, Q, p) > 0 such that
for any x ∈ M , there exists a coordinate chart ψx = (x1, . . . , xn) : BrH (x) → R

m

satisfying ψx(x) = 0 and the following properties by [2, Theorem 0.3] (see also [18,
Appendix A]):

(i) We have ∆ψx = 0 on BrH (x).
(ii) We have Q−1ψ∗

xg0 ≤ g ≤ Qψ∗
xg0, where g0 denotes the standard Euclidean

metric on R
m.

(iii) Putting gij := g(∂/∂xi, ∂/∂xj), we have

r
1−m/p
H

(∫

ψx(BrH
(x))

|∂gij |p(y) dy
)1/p

≤ Q− 1.

We have that ∆ = −∑m
i,j=1 g

ij∂2/∂xi∂xj by (i), where {gij} denotes the inverse

matrix of {gij}, and ‖gij‖Cα ≤ C by (ii), (iii) and the Sobolev inequality, where

α := 1 − n/p. By (ii), we have BR
m

(0, rH/
√
Q) ⊂ ψx(BrH (x)). Through the
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coordinate chart ψx, ∆ρ and ∆N
ρ have the following representation:

∆ρ =− ρ

n∑

i,j=1

gij
∂2

∂xi∂xj
− 2

n∑

i,j=1

gij
∂ρ

∂xi

∂

∂xj
,

∆N
ρ =−

n∑

i,j=1

gij
∂2

∂xi∂xj
− 2

n∑

i,j=1

gij
1

ρ

∂ρ

∂xi

∂

∂xj
.

Thus, we can apply the Lp elliptic estimate [14, Theorem 9.11] to ∆ρ and ∆N
ρ , and

get
‖f ◦ ψ−1

x ‖2,p;Ω′ ≤ C(λ + 1)‖f ◦ ψ−1
x ‖p;Ω ≤ C‖f‖L2

by Proposition A.1, where Ω = BR
m

(0, rH/
√
Q), Ω′ = BR

m

(0, rH/(2
√
Q)) and

‖h‖p2,p;Ω′ :=

∫

Ω′




m∑

i,j=1

∣∣∣∣
∂2h

∂xi∂xj

∣∣∣∣
p

+
m∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣
∂h

∂xi

∣∣∣∣
p

+ |h|p

 (x) dx,

‖h‖pp:Ω :=

∫

Ω

|h|p(x) dx

for any h ∈ W 2,p(Ω). Combining this, the Sobolev embedding W 2,p → C1,α and
(ii), we get the proposition. �

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 ×H → R on a finite dimensional inner product space
(H, 〈·, ·〉), let

λ1(D) ≤ λ2(D) ≤ · · · ≤ λdimH(D)

denote its eigenvalues counted with multiplicities. By the minimax principle, for
any k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , dimH}, λk(D) is expressed as

λk(D) = min

{
max

v∈V \{0}

D(v, v)

‖v‖2H
: V ⊂ H is a k-dimensional subspace

}
.

In this section, we promise that a/0 = ∞ for any a ∈ R.

Lemma B.1. Let (H, 〈·, ·〉) be a finite dimensional inner product space, and D : H×
H → R be a symmetric form with D ≥ 0. Take arbitrary λ, λ′ > 0 with λ′ ≥ λ,
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, λ′]. Define a symmetric

form D̃ : H ×H → R by

D̃(u, v) := D(Pu,Pv) + λ 〈(1 − P)u, (1− P)v〉 .
Then, we have D ≥ D̃, and for any subspace L ⊂ H and j ∈ {1, . . . , dimL},

λj

(
D̃|L

)
≥ min{λ, λj(D)}.

Proof. The first assertion is trivial. Let us show the second assertion. Let {u1, . . . , udimH}
be the orthonormal bases of H consisting of the eigenvectors of D corresponding
to the eigenvalues {λ1(D), . . . , λdimH(D)}. Take arbitrary j ∈ {1, . . . , dimL} and
j-dimensional subspace V ⊂ H2. We can take v ∈ V such that v ⊥ u1, . . . , uj−1

and v 6= 0. Then, we have Pv ⊥ u1, . . . , uj−1, and so

D̃(v, v) =D(Pv,Pv) + λ‖(1− P)v‖2

≥λj(D)‖Pv‖2 + λ‖(1 − P)v‖2 ≥ min{λ, λj(D)}‖v‖2.
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This implies the lemma. �

Lemma B.2. Let (Hi, 〈·, ·〉i) (i = 1, 2) be finite dimensional inner product spaces,
and Di : Hi × Hi → R (i = 1, 2) be symmetric forms. Let {f1, ..., fdimH1

} be
the orthonormal basis of H1 consisting of the eigenvectors of D1 corresponding
to the eigenvalues {λ1(D1), . . . , λdimH1

(D1)}. Take arbitrary k ∈ Z>0 with k ≤
min{dimH1, dimH2}. Suppose that we are given a linear maps Q1 : H1 → H2.
Define

E := sup
f∈Span{f1,...,fk}\{0}

(
D2(Q1f,Q1f)

‖Q1f‖2H2

− D1(f, f)

‖f‖2H1

)
.

Then, we have λj(D2) ≤ λj(D1) + E for any j ∈ {1, . . . , k}.
Proof. The assertion is a direct consequence of the minimax principle and the def-
inition of E. �

Lemma B.3. Let (Hi, 〈·, ·〉i) (i = 1, 2) be finite dimensional inner product spaces,
and Di : Hi×Hi → R (i = 1, 2) be symmetric forms with Di ≥ 0. Let {f1, ..., fdimH1

}
and {u1, ..., udimH2

} be the orthonormal bases of H1 and H2 consisting of the eigen-
vectors of D1 and D2 corresponding to the eigenvalues {λ1(Di), . . . , λdimHi(Di)}
(i = 1, 2), respectively. Take arbitrary l ∈ Z>0 with l ≤ min{dimH1, dimH2}.
Suppose that we are given linear maps Q1 : H1 → H2 and Q2 : H2 → H1. Define

E1 := sup
u∈Span{u1,...,ul}\{0}

(
D1(Q2u,Q2u)

‖Q2u‖2H1

− D2(u, u)

‖u‖2H2

)
,

E2 := sup
f∈Span{f1,...,fl}\{0}

(
D2(Q1f,Q1f)

‖Q1f‖2H2

− D1(f, f)

‖f‖2H1

)
.

Then, we have the following:

(i) For any j ∈ {1, . . . , l}, λj(D1) ≤ λj(D2) + E1 and λj(D2) ≤ λj(D1) + E2.
(ii) Take arbitrary a > 0, and let P : H2 → H2 be the orthogonal projection to

the subspace of H2 spanned by the eigenvectors of D2 corresponding to the
eigenvalues in [0, λl(D1)+ a]. Then, for any f ∈ Span{f1, . . . , fl}, we have

‖(1− P)Q1f‖2H2
≤ l

a
((E1)+ + E2) ‖Q1f‖2H2

,

D2 ((1 − P)Q1f, (1− P)Q1f) ≤
λl(D1) + a

a
l ((E1)+ + E2) ‖Q1f‖2H2

,

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

Let us prove (ii). Define D̃2 as in Lemma B.1 for ((H2, 〈·, ·〉), D2) putting λ =
λl(D1) and λ

′ = λl(D1) + a. Defining L := Q1 (Span{f1, . . . , fl}), we get

(36) λj(D̃2|L) ≥ min{λl(D1), λj(D2)} ≥ λj(D1)− (E1)+

for any j ∈ {1, . . . , l} by Lemma B.1 and (i). By the definition of E2, we have

(37) λj(D2|L) ≤ λj(D1) + E2

for any j ∈ {1, . . . , l}. By (36) and (37), we get

0 ≤ λj(D2|L)− λj(D̃2|L) ≤ (E1)+ + E2

for any j ∈ {1, . . . , l}, and so

0 ≤ D2(u, u)− D̃2(u, u) ≤ tr
(
D2|L − D̃2|L

)
‖u‖2H2

≤ l ((E1)+ + E2) ‖u‖2H2

for any u ∈ L. This and

D2 ((1− P)u, (1− P)u) ≥ (λl(D1) + a)‖(1− P)u‖2H2
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imply

l ((E1)+ + E2) ‖u‖2H2
≥D2(u, u)− D̃2(u, u)

≥D2 ((1− P)u, (1− P)u)− λl(D1)‖(1− P)u‖2H2

≥ a

λl(D1) + a
D2 ((1− P)u, (1− P)u) ≥ a‖(1− P)u‖2H2

for any u ∈ L. Thus, we get (ii). �

Lemma B.4. Let (Hi, 〈·, ·〉i) (i = 1, 2) be finite dimensional inner product spaces,
and Di : Hi×Hi → R (i = 1, 2) be symmetric forms with Di ≥ 0. Let {f1, ..., fdimH1

}
and {u1, ..., udimH2

} be the orthonormal bases of H1 and H2 consisting of the eigen-
vectors of D1 and D2 corresponding to the eigenvalues {λ1(Di), ...λdimHi(Di)} (i =
1, 2), respectively. Take arbitrary k, l ∈ Z>0 with 2 ≤ k ≤ l ≤ min{dimH1, dimH2}−
1. Suppose that we are given linear maps Q1 : H1 → H2 and Q2 : H2 → H1. Define

S :=Span{fk, . . . , fl} ⊂ H1,

S̃ :=Span{uk. . . . , ul} ⊂ H2,

E1 := sup
u∈(Span{u1,...,ul+1}∪Q1(S))\{0}

(
D1(Q2u,Q2u)

‖Q2u‖2H1

− D2(u, u)

‖u‖2H2

)
,

E2 := sup
f∈Span{f1,...,fl+1}\{0}

(
D2(Q1f,Q1f)

‖Q1f‖2H2

− D1(f, f)

‖f‖2H1

)
,

E3 := sup
f∈S\{0}

‖f −Q2Q1f‖H1

‖f‖H1

,

E4 := sup
f∈S\{0}

|‖Q1f‖H2
− ‖f‖H1

|
‖f‖H1

.

Let PS̃ : H2 → H2 be the orthogonal projection to S̃. Put s := λl(D1) − λk(D1),
and suppose that

γ :=
1

2
min{|λk(D1)− λk−1(D1)|, |λl+1(D1)− λl(D1)||} > max{E1, E2}.

Then, putting

F :=
1

γ

(((
λl(D1)

γ
+ 2

)
l+ 1

)
((E1)+ + (E2)+) + 4λl(D1)E3 + s

)
,

and supposing F < 1, we have the following:

(i) For any f ∈ S, we have

‖(1− PS̃)Q1f‖2H2
≤ F‖Q1f‖2H2

.

In particular, PS̃ ◦Q1|S : S → S̃ is an isomorphism.
(ii) For any f ∈ S, we have

(1 − F )1/2‖Q1f‖H2
≤ ‖PS̃Q1f‖H2

≤ ‖Q1f‖H2
,

(1− E4)‖f‖H1
≤ ‖Q1f‖H2

≤ (1 + E4)‖f‖H1
.

(iii) For any v ∈ S̃, there exists f ∈ S such that

‖v −Q1f‖H2
≤
(

F

1− F

)1/2

‖v‖H2
.

(iv) For any v ∈ S̃, there exists f ∈ S with ‖f‖H1
= ‖v‖H2

such that

‖v −Q1f‖H2
≤
(

1

1− F

)1/2 (
F 1/2(2 + E4) + E4

)
‖v‖H2

.
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Proof. By Lemma B.3 (i) and the assumption for γ, we have

λk−1(D2) <λk−1(D1) + γ ≤ λk(D1)− γ < λk(D2),

λl(D2) ≤ λl(D1) + E2 <λl(D1) + γ ≤ λl+1(D1)− γ < λl+1(D2).

Thus, we have

(38) PS̃ = P(λk(D1)−γ,λl(D1)+γ] = P(λk(D1)−γ,λl(D1)+E2],

where PJ : H2 → H2 denotes the orthogonal projection to the subspace of H2

spanned by the eigenvectors of D2 corresponding to the eigenvalues in J for any
interval J ⊂ R.

Take arbitrary f ∈ S and put u := Q1f ∈ Q1(S). Decompose u as u = u0 +
u− + u+, where we defined

u0 := PS̃u, u− := P[0,λk(D1)−γ]u, u+ := P(λl(D1)+γ,∞)u.

Then, we have

‖u+‖2H2
≤ l

γ
((E1)+ + E2) ‖u‖2H2

,(39)

D2 (u+, u+) ≤
λl(D1) + γ

γ
l ((E1)+ + E2) ‖u‖2H2

(40)

by Lemma B.3 (ii). We next estimate ‖u−‖H2
. Let pS : H1 → H1 denotes the

orthogonal projection to S. Then,

f = pSQ2u+ (f − pSQ2u) = pSQ2u+ pS(f −Q2Q1f),

and so

D1(Q2u,Q2u)
1/2 ≥D1(pSQ2u, pSQ2u)

1/2

≥D1(f, f)
1/2 −D1 (pS(f −Q2Q1f), pS(f −Q2Q1f))

1/2

≥
(
(λl(D1)− s)1/2 − λl(D1)

1/2E3

)
‖f‖H1

.

By this and the definition of E1, putting

G :=
‖f‖2H1

‖Q2Q1f‖2H1

(
(λl(D1)− s)1/2 − λl(D1)

1/2E3

)2
,

we get

(41) D2(u, u) ≥ (G− E1) ‖u‖2H2
.

By (40), we have

D2(u, u)

=D2(u0, u0) +D2(u−, u−) +D2(u+, u+)

≤(λl(D1) + E2)‖u0‖2H2
+ (λl(D1)− s− γ)‖u−‖2H2

+
λl(D1) + γ

γ
l ((E1)+ + E2) ‖u‖2H2

≤
(
λl(D1) + (E2)+ +

λl(D1) + γ

γ
l ((E1)+ + E2)

)
‖u‖2H2

− γ‖u−‖2H2
.

Combining this with (41), we get

(42) γ‖u−‖2H2
≤
((

λl(D1) + γ

γ
l + 1

)
((E1)+ + (E2)+) + λl(D1)−G

)
‖u‖2H2

.
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By the definition of G and E3, we have

λl(D1)−G ≤λl(D1)−
(
(λl(D1)− s)1/2 − λl(D1)

1/2E3

1 + E3

)2

=
2λl(D1)E3 + 2λl(D1)

1/2E3(λl(D1)− s)1/2 + s

1 + 2E3 + E2
3

≤4λl(D1)E3 + s.

Thus, (39) and (42) imply (i).
We immediately get the first assertion of (ii) by (i), and the second assertion by

the definition of E4.
Combining (i) and (ii), we immediately get (iii).

Let us prove (iv). Take arbitrary v ∈ S̃. Then, we can take f ∈ S such that
v = PS̃Q1f . By (i) and (ii), we have

∥∥∥∥v −Q1

( ‖v‖H2

‖f‖H1

f

)∥∥∥∥
H2

≤‖v −Q1f‖H2
+

‖Q1f‖H2

‖f‖H1

∣∣‖f‖H1
− ‖v‖H2

∣∣

≤F 1/2‖Q1f‖H2
+

‖Q1f‖H2

‖f‖H1

(∣∣‖f‖H1
− ‖Q1f‖H2

∣∣+ ‖v −Q1f‖H2

)

≤
(
F 1/2 + E4

)
‖Q1f‖H2

+ F 1/2 ‖Q1f‖2H2

‖f‖H1

≤
(

1

1− F

)1/2 (
F 1/2(2 + E4) + E4

)
‖v‖H2

.

Since ‖(‖v‖H2
/‖f‖H1

)f‖H1
= ‖v‖H2

, 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 3.11. The following lemma corresponds to
[8, Proposition 2.11].

Lemma C.1. Given an integer m ∈ Z>0 and positive real numbers K, i0, α > 0,
there exist constants C1 = C1(m,α) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,α) > 0 such that for any

n ∈ Z>0, ǫ̃ ∈ (0,min{4i0, π/
√
K}), γ ∈ (1,∞), δ̃ ∈ (0, γ−1/2] with γ1/2δ ≤ C−1

2 , m-
dimensional closed Riemannian manifold (M, g) with |Sectg| ≤ K and injg(M) ≥
i0, probability density function ρ : M → R>0 with 1/α ≤ ρ ≤ α, and i.i.d. sample
X = {x1, . . . , xn} ⊂ M from ρVolg, there exists a Borel map T : M → X such that
dg(x, T (x)) ≤ ǫ̃ for any x ∈M , and

∣∣∣∣
1

n
− (ρVolg)(T

−1({xi}))
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2γ

1/2δ̃(ρVolg)(T
−1({xi}))

holds for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n} with probability at least 1− C1ǫ̃
−m exp(−nγǫ̃mδ̃2).

Proof. Define

N := max

{
k ∈ Z>0 :

there exist points y1, . . . , yk ∈M such that
Bǫ̃/4(ys) ∩Bǫ̃/4(yt) = ∅ for any s, t with s 6= t

}
.

By Theorem 2.9, we have Volg (B(y, ǫ̃/4)) ≥ 1/(
√
2π)m−1ǫ̃mVol(Sm−1)/(4m) for

any y ∈ M , and so N ≤ C(m,α)ǫ̃−m. Fix points y1, . . . , yN ∈ M that attain N .
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Then, by the maximality, we have M =
⋃N
s=1 Bǫ̃/2(ys). Define

V1 := Bǫ̃/2(y1) \
⋃

t6=1

Bǫ̃/4(yt), Vs := Bǫ̃/2(ys) \




⋃

t6=s

Bǫ̃/4(yt) ∪
s−1⋃

t=1

Vt





for any s ∈ {2, . . . , N}. Then, we have M =
⋃N
s=1 Vs, Vs ∩ Vt = ∅ for any s, t with

s 6= t and

(43) Bǫ̃/4(ys) ⊂ Vs ⊂ Bǫ̃/2(ys).

Then, by Theorem 2.8 (iii) and 2.9, we have

(44) C(m,α)−1ǫ̃m ≤ (ρVolg)(Vs) ≤ C(m,α)ǫ̃m

holds for every s ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Put ns := Card(X ∩ Vs) and represent X ∩ Vs as
X ∩ Vs = {x1s, . . . , xns

s } for each s ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Applying the Bernstein inequality
to 1Vs , we have

(45)
∣∣∣
ns
n

− (ρVolg)(Vs)
∣∣∣ ≤ C(m,α)γ1/2ǫ̃mδ̃ ≤ C(m,α)γ1/2δ̃(ρVolg)(Vs)

for every s ∈ {1, . . . , N} with probability at least 1 − C(m,α)ǫ̃−m exp(−nγǫ̃mδ̃2).
In particular, we have ns > 0 for all s. For each s ∈ {1, . . . , N}, we can take Borel
subsets W 1

s , . . . ,W
ns
s ⊂ Vs such that Vs =

⋃ns

i=1W
i
s , W

i
s ∩W j

s = ∅ for any i, j with
i 6= j and

(ρVolg)(W
1
s ) = · · · = (ρVolg)(W

ns
s ) =

(ρVolg)(Vs)

ns
.

We can take such subsets because the function (0,∞) → R≥0, r 7→ (ρVolg)(A ∩
Br(x)) is continuous for any Borel subset A ⊂ M and x ∈ M . Define a map
T : M → X by T |W i

s
≡ xis. Then, (43) and (45) imply the lemma. �

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

Lemma C.2. Given an integer m ∈ Z>0 and positive real numbers K,D,α > 0,
there exist constants C1 = C1(m,K,D) > 0 and C2 = C2(m,K,D, α) > 0 such

that for any n ∈ Z>0, ǫ̃ ∈ (0,∞), γ ∈ (1,∞), δ̃ ∈ (0, γ−1/2] with γ1/2δ ≤ C−1
2 ,

m-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold (M, g) with Ricg ≥ −(m − 1)Kg and
diamg(M) ≤ D, probability density function ρ : M → R>0 with 1/α ≤ ρ ≤ α,
and i.i.d. sample X = {x1, . . . , xn} ⊂ M from ρVolg, there exists a Borel map
T : M → X such that dg(x, T (x)) ≤ ǫ̃ for any x ∈M , and

∣∣∣∣
1

n
− (ρVolg)(T

−1({xi}))
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2γ

1/2δ̃(ρVolg)(T
−1({xi}))

holds for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n} with probability at least 1− C1ǫ̃
−m exp(−nγǫ̃mδ̃2).

Proof. We first note that 1/α ≤ Volg(M) ≤ C(m,K,D) by the assumption on ρ
and the Bishop inequality. It is enough to prove the lemma for the case ǫ̃ ≤ D. By
the Bishop-Gromov inequality, we have N ≤ C(m,K,D)ǫ̃−m, where N is defined
as in the proof of Lemma C.1. For the estimate corresponding to (44), we use
Theorem 2.8 (iii) to get

C(m,K,D, α)−1ǫ̃m ≤ (ρVolg)(Vs) ≤ C(m,K,D, α)ǫ̃m.

Then, the remaining part of the proof is similar. �
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Appendix D. Approximation by a Sequence of Smooth Submanifolds

In this section we work under Assumption 1.2 and 1.3, and show that such
an approximation behaves well for our eigenvalue problems. Suppose that we are
given a pair (M, ι) satisfying Assumption 1.2, and functions η : [0,∞) → [0,∞) and
ρ : M → R satisfying Assumption 1.3. Let {((Mt, gt), ιt)}t∈Z>0

be the approxima-
tion sequence and ψt : M →Mt be the approximation map. We only give rates for
convergence as n→ ∞ 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→ ∞.

Under our assumptions,M turn out to be a smooth manifold with a C1,α metric
g, and we can assume that ψt is a C

2,α diffeomorphism and ψ∗
t gt → g in C1,α for

some α ∈ (0, 1), as we have seen in Remark 2.4. By this and Lemma 2.5, we can
take {τt}t∈Z>0

⊂ R>0 with limt→∞ τt = 0 such that the following holds for any
t ∈ Z>0:

(i) ‖ι(x)− ιt(ψt(x))‖ ≤ τt for any x ∈M .
(ii) dgt(x, y) ≤ L‖ιt(x)− ιt(y)‖+ τt for any x, y ∈Mt.
(iii) (1 + τt)

−1g ≤ ψ∗
t gt ≤ (1 + τt)g.

The condition (iii) implies

(46) (1 + τt)
−1|∇f |2g(x) ≤ |∇(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|2gt(ψt(x)) ≤ (1 + τt)|∇f |2g(x)
for any x ∈M and f ∈W 1,2(M),

(47) (1 + τt)
−1/2dg(x, y) ≤ dgt(ψt(x), ψt(y)) ≤ (1 + τt)

1/2dg(x, y)

for any x, y ∈M , and

(48) (1 + τt)
−m/2(ψt)∗Volg ≤ Volgt ≤ (1 + τt)

m/2(ψt)∗Volg,

where (ψt)∗Volg denotes the push-forward measure defined by ((ψt)∗Volg) (A) :=

Volg
(
ψ−1
t (A)

)
for any Borel subset A ⊂Mt. For each t ∈ Z>0, define ρt : Mt → R

by

(49) ρt(x) :=
ρ(ψ−1

t (x))∫
Mt

ρ ◦ ψ−1
t dVolgt

(x ∈Mt).

We have

(50) (1 + τt)
−m/2 ≤

∫

Mt

ρ ◦ ψ−1
t dVolgt ≤ (1 + τt)

m/2

by (48), and so (1+τt)
−m/2α−1 ≤ ρt ≤ (1+τt)

m/2α and Lip(ρt) ≤ (1+τt)
(m+1)/2Lip(ρ)

by (47). Thus, by (46), (48) and (50) imply

(1 + τt)
−m(ψt)∗(ρVolg) ≤ρtVolgt ≤ (1 + τt)

m(ψt)∗(ρVolg),(51)

(1 + τt)
−(1+i)m/2

∫

M

f2ρi dVolg ≤
∫

Mt

(f ◦ ψ−1
t )2ρit dVolgt(52)

≤(1 + τt)
(1+i)m/2

∫

M

f2ρi dVolg

and

(1 + τt)
−1−(2+ i

2 )m
∫
M |∇f |2gρ2 dVolg∫
M f2ρi dVolg

≤
∫
Mt

|∇(f ◦ ψ−1
t )|2gtρ2t dVolgt∫

Mt
(f ◦ ψ−1

t )2ρit dVolgt

≤(1 + τt)
1+(2+ i

2 )m
∫
M |∇f |2gρ2 dVolg∫
M f2ρi dVolg

(53)

for any t ∈ Z>0, f ∈ W 1,2(M) and i ∈ {1, 2}. Then, (53) immediately implies the
following lemma.
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Lemma D.1. For any t ∈ Z>0 and k ∈ Z>0, we have

(1 + τt)
−1−5m/2λk(∆ρ) ≤λk(∆ρt) ≤ (1 + τt)

1+5m/2λk(∆ρ),

(1 + τt)
−1−3mλk(∆

N
ρ ) ≤λk(∆N

ρt) ≤ (1 + τt)
1+3mλk(∆

N
ρ ).

We next give the convergence lemma for the eigenfunctions. In this section,
we consider the inner product 〈·, ·〉ρ on L2(M) defined by 〈f, h〉ρ =

∫
M fhρ dVolg

for the unnormalized case, and the inner product 〈·, ·〉ρ2 defined by 〈f, h〉ρ2 =∫
M fhρ2 dVolg for the normalized case. Using ρt, we also define the inner products

〈·, ·〉ρt and 〈·, ·〉ρ2t on L2(Mt) similarly. Let {fi}∞i=0 denotes the complete orthonor-

mal system of (L2(M), 〈·, ·〉ρ) consisting of the eigenfunctions of ∆ρ correspond-
ing to the eigenvalues {λi(∆ρ)}∞i=0. Similarly we define {fi(t)}∞t=0, {fNi }∞i=0 and
{fNi (t)}∞i=0 for ∆ρt , ∆

N
ρ and ∆N

ρt , respectively.

Lemma D.2. Take arbitrary k, l ∈ Z>0 and suppose that λk(∆ρ) > λk−1(∆ρ)
and λl+1(∆ρ) > λl(∆ρ). Let pt : L

2(Mt) → Span{fk(t), . . . , fl(t)} be the or-
thogonal projection for each t ∈ Z>0. Then, for any δ1 ∈ (0,∞), there exists
N1 ∈ Z>0 such that for any t ∈ Z>0 with t ≥ N1, the map Span{fk, . . . , fl} →
Span{fk(t), . . . , fl(t)}, f 7→ pt(f◦ψ−1

t ) is an isomorphism, and for any f ∈ Span{fk, . . . , fl},
we have

sup
x∈M

|f(x)− pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )(ψt(x))| ≤ ‖f ◦ ψ−1

t ‖ρtδ1.

Proof. Put n1 := Card{λk(∆ρ), . . . , λl(∆ρ)}, and take real numbers ν1, . . . , νn1
∈ R

such that ν1 < · · · < νn1
and {ν1, . . . , νn1

} = {λk(∆ρ), . . . , λl(∆ρ)}. For each
t ∈ Z>0 and j ∈ {1, . . . , n1}, let pt,j : L2(Mt) → Span{fi(t) : λi(∆ρ) = νj} denotes
the orthogonal projection. Then, we can find a sequence {δt}t∈Z>0

⊂ R>0 with
limt→∞ δt = 0 such that for any j ∈ {1, . . . , n1} and h ∈ Span{fi : λi(∆ρ) = νj},

‖h ◦ ψ−1
t − pt(h ◦ ψ−1

t )‖2ρt ≤ ‖h ◦ ψ−1
t − pt,j(h ◦ ψ−1

t )‖2ρt ≤ δt‖h ◦ ψ−1
t ‖2ρt

holds by (53) and Lemma B.4 putting s = 0. Take arbitrary f =
∑n1

j=1 hj ∈
Span{fk, . . . , fl}, where hj ∈ Span{fi : λi(∆ρ) = νj}. Then, using (52), we get

‖f ◦ ψ−1
t − pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )‖ρt ≤δ1/2t

n1∑

j=1

‖hj ◦ ψ−1
t ‖ρt

≤δ1/2t n
1/2
1 (1 + τt)

m‖f ◦ ψ−1
t ‖ρt .

For any f ∈ Span{fk, . . . , fl} and t ∈ Z>0 with τt < 1, we have that Lip(f ◦ ψ−1
t −

pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )) is uniformly bounded:

Lip(f ◦ ψ−1
t − pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )) ≤ C(m,K, i0, α, l)‖f ◦ ψ−1
t ‖ρt

by Lamma A.2, (47) and (52), and so we get the lemma by Theorem 2.8 (iii) (or
Theorem 2.9). �

We also have the corresponding result for the normalized case.

Lemma D.3. Take arbitrary k, l ∈ Z>0 and suppose that λk(∆
N
ρ ) > λk−1(∆

N
ρ )

and λl+1(∆
N
ρ ) > λl(∆

N
ρ ). Let pt : L

2(Mt) → Span{fNk (t), . . . , fNl (t)} be the or-
thogonal projection for each t ∈ Z>0. Then, for any δ1 ∈ (0,∞), there exists
N1 ∈ Z>0 such that for any t ∈ Z>0 with t ≥ N1, the map Span{fNk , . . . , fNl } →
Span{fNk (t), . . . , fNl (t)}, f 7→ pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t ) is an isomorphism, and for any f ∈
Span{fk, . . . , fl}, we have

sup
x∈M

|f(x)− pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )(ψt(x))| ≤ ‖f ◦ ψ−1

t ‖ρ2t δ1.
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Now move to the discrete setting. Fix a sample size n ∈ Z>0. Suppose that we
are given ǫ ∈ (0,∞). Put

ǫt := ǫ− 2τt

for each t ∈ Z>0. If we are given points x1, . . . , xn ∈M , we define K,K(t) ∈ R
n×n

for t ∈ Z>0 with ǫt > 0 by

Kij := η

(‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖
ǫ

)
, K(t)ij := η

(‖ιt(ψt(xi))− ιt(ψt(xj))‖
ǫt

)
,

and define D,L,D(t),L(t) ∈ R
n×n as in Notation 2.1. For each x1, . . . , xn ∈ M ,

we define

Wǫ(x1, . . . , xn) := min {ǫ− ‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖ : i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} with ‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖ < ǫ} ,
and for each ζ ∈ (0, ǫ),

Vζ := {(x1, . . . , xn) ∈M × · · · ×M :Wǫ(x1, . . . , xn) ≥ ζ} .
Then, the condition (i) immediately implies the following lemmas.

Lemma D.4. Take arbitrary t ∈ Z>0 and ζ ∈ (0, ǫ) with ζ > 4τt. Then, for any
(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Vζ and i, j ∈ {1 . . . , n}, the following two conditions are mutually
equivalent.

• ‖ι(xi)− ι(xj)‖ < ǫ,
• ‖ιt(ψt(xi))− ιt(ψt(xj))‖ < ǫt.

Lemma D.5. Take arbitrary t ∈ Z>0 and ζ ∈ (0, ǫ) with ζ > 4τt. Then, for any
(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Vζ and i, j ∈ {1 . . . , n}, we have

|Kij −K(t)ij | ≤
4Lητt
ǫ

.

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

Lemma D.6. Take arbitrary n ∈ Z>0, ζ ∈ (0, ǫ) and δ1 ∈ (0,∞). Then, there
exists N1 ∈ Z>0 such that for any (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Vζ , t ∈ Z>0 with t ≥ N1 and
k ∈ Z>0 with k ≤ n− 1, we have

|λk(L)− λk(L(t))| ≤δ1,
|λk(L,D)− λk(L(t),D(t))| ≤δ1.

We next give the convergence lemma for the eigenvectors. Suppose that we
are given points x1, . . . , xn ∈ M and t ∈ Z>0 with ǫt > 0. In this section, we
consider the inner product 〈·, ·〉 on R

n defined by 〈u, v〉 =
∑n
i=1 uivi/n for the

unnormalized case. For the normalized case, we define 〈u, v〉D =
∑n

i=1 uiviDii/n
and 〈u, v〉D(t) =

∑n
i=1 uiviD(t)ii/n. Let {ui}n−1

i=0 denotes the orthonormal basis
of (Rn, 〈·, ·〉) consisting of the eigenvectors of L corresponding to the eigenvalues
{λi(L)}n−1

i=0 . Similarly we define {ui(t)}n−1
t=0 , {uN,i}n−1

i=0 and {uN,i(t)}n−1
i=0 for L(t),

(L,D) and (L(t),D(t)), respectively.

Lemma D.7. Take arbitrary n, k, l ∈ Z>0 with k ≤ l ≤ n−2, Γ ∈ (0,∞), ζ ∈ (0, ǫ)
and δ1 ∈ (0,∞). Then, there exists N1 ∈ Z>0 such that for any (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Vζ
with λk(L)− λk−1(L) ≥ Γ and λl+1(L)− λl(L) ≥ Γ, and t ∈ Z>0 with t ≥ N1, the
following properties hold.

(i) The map Span{uk(t), . . . , ul(t)} → Span{uk, . . . , ul}, v 7→ Pv is an isomor-
phism, where P : Rn → Span{uk, . . . , ul} denotes the orthogonal projection,
and for any v ∈ {uk(t), . . . , ul(t)}, we have ‖v − Pv‖ ≤ δ1‖v‖.
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(ii) The map Span{uk, . . . , ul} → Span{uk(t), . . . , ul(t)}, u 7→ Ptu is an iso-
morphism, where Pt : R

n → Span{uk(t), . . . , ul(t)} denotes the orthogonal
projection, and for any u ∈ {uk, . . . , ul}, we have ‖u− Ptu‖ ≤ δ1‖u‖.

(iii) For any u ∈ R
n, we have ‖(P− Pt)u‖ ≤ 2δ1‖u‖.

Proof. We first prove (i). Since L(t) converges to L uniformly on Vζ , we can find a
sequence {δt}t∈Z>0

⊂ R>0 with limt→∞ δt = 0 such that ‖(L − L(t))u‖2 ≤ δt‖u‖2
holds for any u ∈ R

n and (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Vζ . Moreover, there exists N ∈ Z>0

such that |λk(L) − λk(L(t))| ≤ Γ/2 and |λl(L) − λl(L(t))| ≤ Γ/2 hold for any
(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Vζ and t ∈ Z>0 with t ≥ N .

Take arbitrary (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Vζ with λk(L) − λk−1(L) ≥ Γ and λl+1(L) −
λl(L) ≥ Γ, and t ∈ Z>0 with t ≥ N . Then, we have λk(L(t)) ≥ λk−1(L) + Γ/2
and λl+1(L) ≥ λl(L(t)) + Γ/2. Take arbitrary i ∈ {k, . . . , l} and expand ui(t) as

ui(t) =
∑n−1

j=0 aj(t)u
j . Then, we have

δt ≥ ‖Lui(t)− L(t)ui(t)‖2 =

∞∑

j=0

aj(t)
2 (λj(L)− λi(L(t)))2

≥Γ2

4

∑

j /∈{k,...,l}

aj(t)
2.

This implies

‖ui(t)− Pui(t)‖2 ≤ 4δt
Γ2

.

Take arbitrary v =
∑l

i=k aiu
i(t) ∈ Span{uk(t), . . . , ul(t)}. Then, we have

‖v − Pv‖ ≤
l∑

i=k

|ai|‖ui(t)− Puj(t)‖ ≤ (l − k + 1)1/2
2δ

1/2
t

Γ
‖v‖.

Thus, we get (i).
We can prove (ii) similarly to (i).
Finally, we prove (iii). Take arbitrary u ∈ R

n. Then, by (ii), we have

‖Pu− PtPu‖ ≤ δ1‖Pu‖ ≤ δ1‖u‖.
By (i), we have

‖PtPu− Ptu‖2 = |〈PtPu,Pt(Pu− u)〉 − 〈Ptu,Pt(Pu− u)〉|
= |〈u,PPt(Pu− u)− Pt(Pu− u)〉|
≤‖u‖‖PPt(Pu− u)− Pt(Pu− u)‖
≤δ1‖u‖‖PtPu− Ptu‖,

and so ‖PtPu− Ptu‖ ≤ δ1‖u‖. Thus, we get (iii). �

Combining the fact that Lu = λDu if and only if D−1/2LD−1/2
(
D1/2u

)
=

λ
(
D1/2u

)
, and that D(t)−1/2L(t)D(t)−1/2 and D(t) converge to D−1/2LD−1/2 and

D uniformly on Vζ respectively, we get the following similarly to Lemma D.7. Note
that we have Dii ≥ η(0) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
Lemma D.8. Take arbitrary n, k, l ∈ Z>0 with k ≤ l ≤ n−2, Γ ∈ (0,∞), ζ ∈ (0, ǫ)
and δ1 ∈ (0,∞). Then, there exists N1 ∈ Z>0 such that for any (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Vζ
with λk(L,D) − λk−1(L,D) ≥ Γ, λl+1(L,D) − λl(L,D) ≥ Γ, and t ∈ Z>0 with
t ≥ N1, the following properties hold.

(i) The map Span{uk(t), . . . , ul(t)} → Span{uk, . . . , ul}, v 7→ Pv is an isomor-
phism, where P : Rn → Span{uk, . . . , ul} denotes the orthogonal projection,
and for any v ∈ {uk(t), . . . , ul(t)}, we have ‖v − Pv‖D ≤ δ1‖v‖D.
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(ii) The map Span{uk, . . . , ul} → Span{uk(t), . . . , ul(t)}, u 7→ Ptu is an iso-
morphism, where Pt : R

n → Span{uk(t), . . . , ul(t)} denotes the orthogonal
projection, and for any u ∈ {uk, . . . , ul}, we have ‖u− Ptu‖D ≤ δ1‖u‖D.

(iii) For any u ∈ R
n, we have ‖Pu− Ptu‖D ≤ δ1‖u‖D.

(iv) For any u ∈ R
n, we have

∣∣‖u‖D − ‖u‖D(t)

∣∣ ≤ δ1‖u‖D.
Now let us prove Theorem 3.17.

Proof of Theorem 3.17. Let C1 = C1(m,α+1, k) and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α+
1, Lρ + 1, k) be constants appearing in Theorem 3.15. Suppose that

ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2
(
logn

n

)1/2

< C−1
2 .

Then, there exists N ∈ Z>0 such that for any t ∈ Z>0 with t ≥ N and i.i.d. sample
x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg,

∣∣∣∣λk(∆ρt)−
2

σηnǫ
m+2
t

λk(L(t))
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2

(
ǫ +

τt
ǫ
+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

with probability at least 1− C1(1 + τt)
mn(ǫ−2m−1

t + n2)n−γ by Theorem 3.15 and
(51).

Take arbitrary δ1 ∈ (0,∞). Then, there exists ζ ∈ (0, ǫ) such that (ρVolg)(Vζ) ≤
δ1. By Lemma D.1 and D.6, we can find N1 ∈ Z>0 with N1 ≥ N such that for any
t ∈ Z>0 with t ≥ N1, we have

∣∣∣∣
(
λk(∆ρ)−

2

σηnǫm+2
λk(L)

)
−
(
λk(∆ρt)−

2

σηnǫ
m+2
t

λk(L(t))
)∣∣∣∣ ≤ δ1.

Thus, we get that for any t ∈ Z>0 with t ≥ N1, δ1 ∈ (0,∞) and i.i.d. sample
x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg,

∣∣∣∣λk(∆ρ)−
2

σηnǫm+2
λk(L)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2

(
ǫ+

τt
ǫ
+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

+ δ1

holds with probability at least 1−C1(1+ τt)
mn(ǫ−2m−1

t +n2)n−γ− δ1. This implies
the theorem. �

Similarly, we get Theorem 3.27.

Proof of Theorem 3.18. Let C1 = C1(m,α+1, l) and C2 = C2(m,S,K, i0, L, η, α+
1, Lρ + 1, l) be constants appearing in Theorem 3.16.

For each t ∈ Z>0, let pt : L
2(Mt) → Span{fk(t), . . . , fl(t)}, Pt : Rn → Span{uk(t), . . . , ul(t)}

and P : Rn → Span{uk, . . . , ul} be the orthogonal projections. For each t ∈ Z>0,
put st := λl(∆ρt) − λk(∆ρt) and Gt := min{|λk(∆ρt) − λk−1(∆ρt)|, |λl+1(∆ρt) −
λl(∆ρt)|}. Suppose that n ∈ Z>0, ǫ ∈ (0, D] and γ ∈ (1,∞) satisfies

C2

(
ǫ+ γ1/2ǫ−m/2 ((logn)/n)

1/2
)
+ 2Gs < G2.

Then, there exists N ∈ Z>0 such that for any t ∈ Z>0 with t ≥ N , we have

C2

(
ǫt + τt/ǫt + γ1/2ǫ−m/2 ((logn)/n)

1/2
)
+ 2Gtst < G2

t .

Thus, we can apply Theorem 3.16, and so for any t ≥ N and i.i.d. sample
x1, . . . , xn ∈M from ρVolg, putting

At :=
C2

G2
t

(
ǫt +

τt
ǫt

+ γ1/2ǫ
−m/2
t

(
logn

n

)1/2
)

+
2st
Gt

,
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we have

(54) (1−At) ‖pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )|ψt(X)‖2 ≤

∥∥Pt
(
pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X)

)∥∥2 ,
(55)
∣∣‖pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X)‖2 − ‖pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )‖2ρt

∣∣ ≤ C2γ
1/2

(
logn

n

)1/2

‖pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )‖2ρt

and

(56)
∥∥pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X) − Pt(pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )|ψt(X))

∥∥2 ≤ At
∥∥pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X)

∥∥2 .

holds for every f ∈ Span{fk, . . . , fl} with probability at least 1−C1(1+τt)
mn(ǫ−2m−1

t +
n2)n−γ . In particular, we can assume that

(57)
1

2
‖pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )‖ρt ≤ ‖pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )|ψt(X)‖ ≤ 3

2
‖pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )‖ρt .

Take arbitrary δ1 ∈ (0, 1/3). Then, there exists ζ ∈ (0, ǫ) such that (ρVolg)(Vζ) ≤
δ1. We can take N1 ∈ Z>0 with N1 ≥ N such that for any f ∈ Span{fk, . . . , fl},
t ∈ Z>0 with t ≥ N and (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Vζ with λl+1(L) − λl(L) ≥ G/2 and
λk(L)− λk−1(L) ≥ G/2, we have

(58) sup
x∈M

|f(x)− pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )(ψt(x))| ≤ ‖f ◦ ψ−1

t ‖ρtδ1,
∥∥P
(
Pt(pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X))
)
− Pt(pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X))
∥∥

≤
∥∥Pt(pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X))
∥∥ δ1 ≤

∥∥pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )|ψt(X)

∥∥ δ1.
(59)

and

(60) ‖Pu− Ptu‖ ≤ 2‖u‖δ1
for any u ∈ R

n by Lemma D.2, D.7 (i) and (iii). Take such f , t and (x1, . . . , xn),
and assume that (54)–(57) holds. Note that we can assume that the assumptions
λl+1(L)− λl(L) ≥ G/2 and λk(L) − λk−1(L) ≥ G/2 hold with probability at least
1− C(m,α, l)(ǫ−2m−1 + n2)n−γ by Theorem 3.17. Then, (58) implies

(61) (1 − δ1)‖f ◦ ψ−1
t ‖ρt ≤ ‖pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )‖ρt ≤ ‖f ◦ ψ−1
t ‖ρt .

We get

(62) (1 + τt)
−m/2‖pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )‖ρt ≤ ‖f‖ρ ≤
(1 + τt)

m/2

1− δ1
‖pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )‖ρt .

by (52) and (61). We get
(63)(

1− 2δ1
1− δ1

)∥∥pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )|ψt(X)

∥∥ ≤ ‖f |X‖ ≤
(
1 +

2δ1
1− δ1

)∥∥pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )|ψt(X)

∥∥

by (57), (58) and (61). We get
∥∥P(f |X)− Pt

(
pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X)

)∥∥

≤2‖f |X‖δ1 +
∥∥f |X − pt(f ◦ ψ−1)|ψt(X)

∥∥ δ1 ≤ 4δ1
1− 3δ1

‖f |X‖
(64)

by (57), (58), (60), (61) and (63). We have
∥∥f |X − Pt

(
pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X)

)∥∥

≤
∥∥f |X − pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X)

∥∥+
∥∥pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X) − Pt

(
pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X)

)∥∥

≤‖f ◦ ψ−1
t ‖ρtδ1 +

∥∥pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t )|ψt(X)

∥∥A1/2
t ≤ 2δ1 +A

1/2
t

1− 3δ1
‖f |X‖



LAPLACIAN EIGENMAPS FOR SUBMANIFOLDS WITH SINGULARITIES 53

by (56), (57), (58), (61) and (63). Thus, we get

‖f |X − P(f |X)‖
≤
∥∥(1− P)

(
f |X − Pt

(
pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X)

))∥∥+
∥∥(1 − P)

(
Pt

(
pt(f ◦ ψ−1

t )|ψt(X)

))∥∥

≤3δ1 +A
1/2
t

1− 3δ1
‖f |X‖

by (59) and (63). This is a result corresponding to (56) with pt(f ◦ ψ−1
t ) replaced

by f . By (54), (63) and (64), we get a result corresponding to (54) for f . By
(55), (62) and (63), we get a result corresponding to (55) for f . Thus, we get the
theorem. �

Similarly, we get Theorem 3.28.

Appendix E. Assumption about Reach

In this section, we assume that M ⊂ R
d be a closed submanifold with bounded

reach, which is defined as follows:

Definition E.1. We define the Reach(M) of M by

Reach(M) := inf

{
dRd(x,M) :

x ∈ R
d is a point such that there exist p, q ∈M

with p 6= q and dRd(x,M) = ‖x− p‖ = ‖x− q‖

}
,

where dRd(x,M) denotes the Euclidean distance between x and M .

Theorem E.2. If the reach ofM satisfies Reach(M) ≥ R for some constant R > 0,
we have

‖II‖L∞ ≤1/R,

|SectM | ≤1/R2,

injM ≥πR.
The first assertion is shown in [16, Proposition 6.1]. The second assertion is

easily seen from the Gauss equation [17, Theorem 3.2.4], and the third from the
Klingenberg theorem [17, 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

‖x− y‖ ≥ 2R sin
d(x, y)

2R

for any x, y ∈M with d(x, y) ≤ πR.

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, π/2] and smooth function f : (−a, a) → R

satisfying 



f2 + (f ′)2 ≤ 1,

f(0) = 1,

f ′(0) = 0.

Then, for any t ∈ (−a, a), we have

f(t) ≥ cos t,

|f ′(t)| ≤ |sin t| .
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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 x, y ∈ M , we need to assume d(x, y) ≤ πR,
so Proposition E.3 does not lead to the assertion that if ‖x − y‖ is small, then
d(x, y) is also small. Proposition 6.3 in [16] 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 ∈ R>0 : ‖x− y‖ < s implies d(x, y) ≤ πR for any x, y ∈M}
for each R ∈ (0,∞). 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 ‖II‖L∞ ≤ 1/R, we have

‖x− y‖ ≥
(
1− π2

96R2
‖x− y‖2

)
d(x, y)

for any x, y ∈M with ‖x− 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‖L∞ ≤ 1/R and s(R) > R/2.

Proposition E.7. If ‖II‖L∞ ≤ 1/R, then Reach(M) ≥ min{s(R)/2, (1−π/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

d(x, y) ≤
(
1 +

π2

48R2
‖x− y‖2

)
‖x− y‖

for any x, 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.6, E.7 and Corollary E.8.

Appendix F. Hausdorff Measures and its Coincidence

Under Assumption 1.2, M has two different distance functions. One is a given
distance dM , and the other is a distance determined as a subset of Rd. In this
section, we see that them-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 1.2, 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>0 be integers with m < d and take constants S,K > 0.
Suppose that we are given a compact metric space M with distance function dM
and an injective map ι : M → R

d such that there exist a sequence {(Mi, gi)}∞i=1 ⊂
M2(m,K), a sequence of positive real numbers {ǫi}∞i=1 ⊂ R>0 with limi→∞ ǫi = 0,
a sequence of isometric immersions {ιi : Mi → R

d}∞i=1 and a sequence of maps
{ψi : M →Mi}∞i=1 satisfying the following properties:

(i) For any i ∈ Z>0, we have
∫
Mi

|IIi| dVolgi ≤ S.

(ii) For any i ∈ Z>0 and x, y ∈M , we have |dM (x, y)− dgi(ψi(x), ψi(y))| ≤ ǫi.
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(iii) For any i ∈ Z>0 and y ∈Mi, there exists x ∈M such that dgi(y, ψi(x)) ≤
ǫi.

(iv) For any x ∈M , we have limi→∞ ιi(ψi(x)) = ι(x).

Let Hm
M be the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure determined from the given dis-

tance dM of M , and let Hm
Rd be the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure of Rd. Then,

for any Borel subset A of M , we have

Hm
M (A) = Hm

Rd(ι(A)).

Proof. We have Hm
M (A) ≥ Hm

Rd(ι(A)) for any Borel subset A ofM . Let us show the
opposite direction. We can assume that there exists v0 > 0 such that Volgi(Mi) ≥ v0
holds for any i ∈ Z>0, otherwise we have Hm

M (A) = Hm
Rd(ι(A)) = 0 for any Borel

subset A of M . The compactness of M and limi→∞ diamgi(Mi) = diam(M) imply
that there exists a constant D > 0 such that diamgi(Mi) ≤ D hold for any i ∈ Z>0.

In our proof, we use the spherical Hausdorff measure instead the usual Hausdorff
measure. For any Borel subset A ⊂M and δ ∈ (0,∞), we define

Hm
Rd,δ(ι(A)) := inf






∞∑

j=1

ωmr
j : xj ∈M, rj ∈ (0, δ] and ι(A) ⊂

∞⋃

j=1

BR
d

(ι(xj), rj)




 ,

where ωm := Vol(BR
m

(0, 1)). Note that we can take the centers of balls on ι(M). Its
limit as δ → 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 [13, p.171], and our measure is a priori greater than or
equal to the spherical measure. Since we have Volgi(B

Mi
r (ψi(x))) → Hm(BMr (x))

as i → ∞ for any x ∈ M and r ∈ (0,∞) by [10, Theorem 5.9], we have that
M is (Hm

M ,m)-rectifiable in the sense of [13, p.251] by [11, Theorem 5.5]. Then,
ι(M) ⊂ R

d is also (Hm
Rd ,m)-rectifiable by the Lipschitz continuity of ι. Thus, by

[13, Theorem 3.2.19], the m-dimensional density of (ι(M),Hm
Rd) is equal to 1, and so

the Hausdorff measure and the spherical Hausdorff measure coincide, which means
limδ→0 Hm

Rd,δ(ι(A)) = Hn
Rd(ι(A)) for any Borel subset A ⊂ M . The proof of the

last step uses a standard argument based on the Vitali covering theorem. See the
proof of [15, Theorem 3.2 (1)] and [15, Theorem 3.5]. A similar statement holds for
(M,Hm

M ) (see [9, Remark 10.17]), but we do not use this fact in our proof.
Since M is compact, the map ι : M → ι(M) ⊂ R

d is a homeomorphism. Com-
bining this with Lemma 2.5 (b), we immediately get the following claim .

Claim F.2. For any ǫ > 0, there exists N ∈ Z>0 and δ > 0 such that for any
n ∈ Z>0 with i ≥ N and for any x, y ∈Mi, if ‖ιi(x)−ιi(y)‖ ≤ δ, then dgi(x, y) ≤ ǫ.

Take arbitrary x ∈M and r > 0, and put

A := B
M
(x, r) ⊂M, Ai := B

Mi
(ψi(x), r) ⊂Mi.

We immediately get the following.

Claim F.3. For any y ∈ Ai, there exists z ∈ A such that d(ψi(z), y) ≤ 4ǫi.

Claim F.4. For any ǫ > 0 and δ > 0, there exist N0 ∈ Z>0, x1, . . . , xN0
∈M and

r1, . . . , rN0
∈ (0, δ] such that the following.

(i) ι(A) ⊂ ⋃N0

j=1 B
R

d

(ι(xj), rj),

(ii)
∑N0

j=1 ωmr
m
j ≤ Hm

Rd,δ(ι(A)) + ǫ.

(iii) For any ǫ1 > 0, there exists N1 ∈ Z>0 such that for any i ∈ Z>0 with

i ≥ N1, we have ιi(Ai) ⊂
⋃N0

j=1 B
R

d

(ιi(ψi(xj)), rj + ǫ1).

Proof of Claim F.4. We get (i) and (ii) by the definition of Hm
Rd,δ and the compact-

ness of ι(A). We get (iii) by Lemma 2.5 (b) and Claim F.3. �
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For each i ∈ Z>0, ξ1, ξ2 > 0, x ∈Mi and u ∈ UxMi, we define

Siu,ξ1 :=

∫ ξ1

0

|IIi| ◦ γu(t) dt,

Biξ2 :=

{
y ∈Mi :

∫

UyMi

Siu,ξ1 du ≤ ξ2

}
.

Claim F.5. For any i ∈ Z>0 and ξ1, ξ2 > 0, we get Vol
(
Mi \Biξ2

)
≤ SVol(Sm−1)ξ1/ξ2.

Proof of Claim F.5. Since we have
∫

Mi

∫

UxMi

Siu,ξ1 du dx = Vol(Sm−1)ξ1

∫

Mi

|IIi| dVolgi ≤ SVol(Sm−1)ξ1

by (4), we get the claim by the Chebyshev inequality. �

Claim F.6. There exists a constant C = C(m,K,D) > 0 such that for any i ∈ Z>0,
ξ1, ξ2 > 0, x ∈ Biξ2 and r ∈ (0, ξ1], we have

∫

BMi (x,r)

d(x, y)− ‖ιi(x) − ιi(y)‖
d(x, y)

dy ≤ Crmξ2.

Proof. For any t ∈ (0, ξ1] and u ∈ UxMi, we have
∫ t

0

|IIi| ◦ γu(s) ds ≤ Siu,ξ1 ,

and so we get

t− ‖ιi(γu(t))− ιi(x)‖
t

≤
Siu,ξ1√

2

by Lemma 3.1 (ii). Thus, by Theorem 2.8 (ii), we get
∫

BMi (x,r)

d(x, y) − ‖ιi(x) − ιi(y)‖
d(x, y)

dy ≤C
∫

UxMi

∫ r

0

Siu,ξ1t
m−1 dt du

=
C

m
rm
∫

UxMi

Siu,ξ1 du ≤ Crmξ2.

This implies the claim. �

Claim F.7. There exists a constant C1 = C1(m,K,D, v0) > 0 such that the fol-
lowing holds. Take arbitrary i ∈ Z>0, ξ1, ξ2, ξ3 > 0, r > 0 and x, y ∈ Mi, and
suppose that

(a) x ∈ Biξ2 ,

(b) dgi(x, y) + r ≤ ξ1,
(c) dgi(x, z)− ‖ιi(x)− ιi(z)‖ ≥ ξ3dgi(x, z) for any z ∈ BMi(y, r),

then we have

r ≤ C1

(
ξ2
ξ3

)1/m

(dgi(x, y) + r).

Proof of Claim F.7. We have BMi(y, r) ⊂ BMi(x, dgi (x, y) + r). Thus, by the as-
sumptions and Claim F.6, we get

ξ3Vol(B
Mi(y, r)) ≤

∫

BMi (y,r)

dgi(x, z)− ‖ιi(x)− ιi(z)‖
dgi(x, z)

dz

≤
∫

BMi (x,dgi(x,y)+r)

dgi(x, z)− ‖ιi(x)− ιi(z)‖
dgi(x, z)

dz

≤C(dgi (x, y) + r)mξ2.
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Combining this and the Bishop-Gromov inequality (Theorem 2.8 (ii)), we get

rm ≤ C(dgi (x, y) + r)m
ξ2
ξ3
.

This implies the claim. �

Take arbitrary ǫ, ξ1, ξ2, ξ3 > 0 and suppose that

(65) ξ1 ≤ π

4
√
K
, ξ1 < ξ2, C1

(
ξ2
ξ3

)1/m

<
1

12
, ξ3 <

1

2
.

Then there exist N1 ∈ Z>0 and δ1 ∈ (0, ξ1/2) such that for any i ∈ Z>0 with i ≥ N1

and x, y ∈Mi, if ‖ιi(x)− ιi(y)‖ ≤ δ1, then dgi(x, y) ≤ ξ1/2 by Claim F.2. By Claim
F.4 (i) and (ii), there exists N0 ∈ Z>0, x1, . . . , xN0

∈M and r1, . . . , rN0
∈ (0, δ1/2]

such that

ι(A) ⊂
N0⋃

j=1

BR
d

(ι(xj), rj),

N0∑

j=1

ωmr
m
j ≤Hm

Rd,δ1/2
(ι(A)) + ǫ.

Take ǫ1 ∈ (0, δ1/2) so that

N0∑

j=1

ωm(rj + ǫ1)
m ≤

N0∑

j=1

ωmr
m
j + ǫ.

Then, there exists N2 ∈ Z>0 with N2 ≥ N1 such that for any i ∈ Z>0 with i ≥ N2,
we have

(66) ιi(Ai) ⊂
N0⋃

j=1

BR
d

(ιi(ψi(xj)), rj + ǫ1)

by Claim F.4 (iii).
For each j ∈ {1, . . . , N0}, put

r̃j := (1 + 2ξ3)

(
1 + 12C1

(
ξ2
ξ3

)1/m
)
(rj + ǫ1).

Take arbitrary i ∈ Z>0 with i ≥ N2, j ∈ {1, . . . , N0}, and let us show

(67) ι−1
i

(
BR

d

(ιi(ψi(xj)), rj + ǫ1)
)
∩Biξ2 ⊂ BMi(ψi(xj), r̃j) ⊂Mi.

To do this, take arbitrary

x ∈ ι−1
i

(
BR

d

(ιi(ψi(xj)), rj + ǫ1)
)
∩Biξ2 .

Then, we have ‖ιi(x) − ιi(ψi(xj))‖ < rj + ǫ1 ≤ δ1, and so dgi(x, ψi(xj)) ≤ ξ1/2.

Putting ri,j(x) := 2C1(ξ2/ξ3)
1/mdi(x, ψi(xj)), we get dgi(x, ψi(xj)) + ri,j(x) ≤

2di(x, ψi(xj)) ≤ ξ1 and

C1

(
ξ2
ξ3

)1/m

(dgi (x, ψi(xj)) + ri,j(x)) =
ri,j(x)

2
+ C1

(
ξ2
ξ3

)1/m

ri,j(x) < ri,j(x).

Thus, by Claim F.7, there exists z ∈ BMi(ψi(xj), ri,j(x)) such that

d(x, z)− ‖ιi(x)− ιi(z)‖ ≤ ξ3dgi(x, z).
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Then, we have

dgi (x, ψi(xj)) ≤dgi(x, z) + dgi (z, ψi(xj)) ≤
1

1− ξ3
‖ιi(x)− ιi(z)‖+ ri,j(x)

≤(1 + 2ξ3)‖ιi(x)− ιi(ψi(xj))‖ + 6C1

(
ξ2
ξ3

)1/m

dgi(x, ψi(xj)),

and so

dgi(x, ψi(xj)) ≤ (1 + 2ξ3)

(
1 + 12C1

(
ξ2
ξ3

)1/m
)
‖ιi(x) − ιi(ψi(xj))‖ < r̃j .

This shows (67).
For any i ∈ Z>0 with i ≥ N2, we get, we get

Ai ∩Biξ2 ⊂
N0⋃

j=1

ι−1
i

(
BR

d

(ιi(ψi(xj)), rj + ǫ1)
)
∩Biξ2

⊂
N0⋃

j=1

BMi(ψi(xj), r̃j)

by (66) and (67). We have

r̃j ≤ (1 + 2ξ3)

(
1 + 12C1

(
ξ2
ξ3

)1/m
)
δ1 ≤ 2ξ1.

Thus, by (65), Theorem 2.8 (ii), Claim F.4 and F.5, we get

Volgi(Ai)

≤
N0∑

j=1

Volgi
(
BMi(ψi(xj), r̃j)

)
+Volgi(Mi \Biξ2)

≤(1 + Cξ21)(1 + 2ξ3)
m

(
1 + 12C1

(
ξ2
ξ3

)1/m
)m


N0∑

j=1

ωmr
m
j + ǫ




+ SVol(Sm−1)
ξ1
ξ2

≤
(
1 + C

(
ξ21 + ξ3 +

(
ξ2
ξ3

)1/m
))

(Hm
Rd(ι(A)) + 2ǫ) + C

ξ1
ξ2

for each i ∈ Z>0 with i ≥ N2. By the Volume convergence theorem [10, Theorem
5.9], letting i→ ∞, we get

(68) Hm
M (A) ≤

(
1 + C

(
ξ21 + ξ3 +

(
ξ2
ξ3

)1/m
))

(Hm
Rd(ι(A)) + 2ǫ) + C

ξ1
ξ2
.

There exists ξ0 = ξ0(m,K,D, v0) > 0 such that for any ξ1 ∈ (0, ξ0), putting

ξ2 = ξ
1/2
1 and ξ3 = ξ

1/4
1 , (65) holds. Thus, for any ǫ > 0 and ξ1 ∈ (0, ξ0), (68)

implies

Hm
M (A) ≤

(
1 + Cξ

1/4m
1

)
(Hm

Rd(ι(A)) + 2ǫ) + Cξ
1/2
1 .

Thus, we get Hm
M (A) ≤ Hm

Rd(ι(A)), and so Hm
M (A) = Hm

Rd(ι(A)).

We have shown the theorem for any Borel subset A of the form A = B
M
(x, r).

Combining this, the Vitali covering theorem and the doubling property (Bishop-
Gromov theorem), we get the theorem for any Borel subset of M . �
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Appendix G. Sensitivity of the Laplacian Approximation to

Singularities

In this section, we construct an example under Assumption 1.2 in which the
approximation (2) does not hold for any p ∈ [1,∞] when η|[0,1] ≡ 1 and ρ is

constant. Define M1 := ∂([0, 1]2) ⊂ R
2 and parametrize it by

φ : S1 →M1, (cos θ, sin θ) 7→






(
2
π θ, 0

)
0 ≤ θ ≤ π

2 ,(
1, 2

π θ − 1
)

π
2 ≤ θ ≤ π,(

3− 2
π θ, 1

)
π ≤ θ ≤ 3

2π,(
0, 4− 2

π θ
)

3
2π ≤ θ ≤ 2π.

Note that φ : (S1, dS1) →
(
M1,

π
2 dM1

)
is an isometry, where dS1 and dM1

denotes

the intrinsic distances of S1 and M1, respectively. Take integers m, d ∈ Z>0 with
m < d and arbitrary (m− 1)-dimensional closed submanifold M2 ⊂ R

d−2. Define

M :=M1 ×M2 ⊂ R
2 × R

d−2 = R
d.

It is not difficult to show that M ⊂ R
d satisfies Assumption 1.2 for some constants.

For each ǫ > 0 and h ∈ L2(M), we define

Lǫh(z0) :=
1

ǫm+2

∫

BRd (z0,ǫ)∩M

(h(z0)− h(z)) dz (z0 ∈M).

Since we consider the kernel function η|[0,1] ≡ 1, we define

σ :=
Vol(Sm−1)

m(m+ 2)
=

Vol(BR
m

(0, 1))

m+ 2
.

For each α ∈ R, the function

fα : S
1 → R, (cos θ, sin θ) 7→ sin(θ − α)

is an eigenfunction of the Laplacian on S1. Thus, the function

Fα : M1 ×M2 → R, (x, y) 7→ fα(φ
−1(x))

is an eigenfunction of the Laplacian (without weight) on M = M1 × M2. Note
that M with intrinsic distance function is isometric to a smooth Riemannian man-
ifold and Fα ∈ C∞(M). We get the following proposition, which shows that the
approximation (2) does not hold for Fα.

Proposition G.1. For any p ∈ (1,∞), we have

lim
ǫ→0

∫

M

∣∣∣∣LǫFα − 1

2
σ∆Fα

∣∣∣∣
p

dVolM = ∞,

and

lim
ǫ→0

∫

M

∣∣∣∣LǫFα − 1

2
σ∆Fα

∣∣∣∣ dVolM

=2π(| sinα|+ | cosα|)Vol(M2)Vol(B
R

m−1

(0, 1))

∫ 1

0

|hm(t)| dt 6= 0,

where hm : [0, 1] → R is a non-constant function defined by

hm(t) =

∫ 1

t

s(1− s2)(m−1)/2 ds−
∫ (1−t2)1/2

0

(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 1.2.

Definition H.1. Take a sequence θ : Z≥2 → R>0 such that
∑∞

n=2 θ(n) <∞.

(i) For each n ∈ Z≥0, we define

Dn :=

{
k

2n
: k = 0, . . . , 2n

}

and

D :=

∞⋃

n=0

Dn =

{
k

2n
: n ∈ Z≥0, k = 0, . . . , 2n

}
.

Note that we have D0 ⊂ D1 ⊂ D2 ⊂ · · · , and D ⊂ [0, 1] is dense.
(ii) We define α : D → R≥0 inductively as follows. We first define

α(0) = α(1) = 0, α

(
1

2

)
= 1.

Then, α has been defined in D1.1 Now, taking n ∈ Z≥2 and assuming that
α has been defined in Dn−1, let us define α in

Dn \ Dn−1 =

{
4k − 3

2n
,
4k − 1

2n
: k = 1, . . . , 2n−2

}

as follows:

α

(
4k − 3

2n

)
:=
θ(n)

4
α

(
4k

2n

)
+

1− θ(n)

2
α

(
4k − 2

2n

)
+

2 + θ(n)

4
α

(
4k − 4

2n

)
,

α

(
4k − 1

2n

)
:=
θ(n)

4
α

(
4k − 4

2n

)
+

1− θ(n)

2
α

(
4k − 2

2n

)
+

2 + θ(n)

4
α

(
4k

2n

)
.

See (iii) below for the reason for such a definition.
(iii) For each n ∈ Z≥, we define fn : [0, 1] → R≥0 so that

fn

(
k + t

2n

)
= (1− t)α

(
k

2n

)
+ tα

(
k + 1

2n

)

for any k = 0, 1, . . . , 2n − 1 and t ∈ [0, 1]. Note that we have fn(0) =
fn(1) = 0, and we have defined α so that

α

(
4k − 3

2n

)
=(1− θ(n))fn−1

(
4k − 3

2n

)
+ θ(n)fn−2

(
4k − 3

2n

)
,

α

(
4k − 1

2n

)
=(1− θ(n))fn−1

(
4k − 1

2n

)
+ θ(n)fn−2

(
4k − 1

2n

)
.

(iv) For each n ∈ Z≥0 and k/2n ∈ Dn \ {1}, we define

dn

(
k

2n

)
:=2n

(
α

(
k + 1

2n

)
− α

(
k

2n

))
,

en

(
k

2n

)
:=dn

(
k

2n

)
− dn

(
k − 1

2n

)
,

En :=

n−1∑

k=0

∣∣∣∣en
(
k

2n

)∣∣∣∣ ,

where dn(−1/2n) := dn((2
n − 1)/2n). Then, dn (k/2

n) is the slope of
f |[k/2n,(k+1)/2n] and en (k/2

n) is the change in slope of f at k/2n.

Straightforward calculations imply the following lemma.
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Lemma H.2. We have the following.

(i) For any n ∈ Z>0, we have

sup
x∈[0,1]

|fn+1(x) − fn(x)| = sup
x∈Dn+1\Dn

|fn+1(x) − fn(x)|

=θ(n+ 1) sup
x∈Dn+1\Dn

|fn(x)− fn−1(x)|

=
θ(n+ 1)

2
sup
x∈[0,1]

|fn(x) − fn−1(x)|.

(ii) For any n ∈ Z≥2 and k = 0, 1, . . . , 2n−2 − 1, we have

dn

(
4k

2n

)
=θ(n)dn−2

(
4k

2n

)
+ (1− θ(n))dn−1

(
4k

2n

)

=
θ(n)

2
dn−1

(
4k + 2

2n

)
+

(
1− θ(n)

2

)
dn−1

(
4k

2n

)
,

dn

(
4k + 1

2n

)
=− θ(n)

2
dn−1

(
4k + 2

2n

)
+

(
1 +

θ(n)

2

)
dn−1

(
4k

2n

)
,

dn

(
4k + 2

2n

)
=

(
1 +

θ(n)

2

)
dn−1

(
4k + 2

2n

)
− θ(n)

2
dn−1

(
4k

2n

)
,

dn

(
4k + 3

2n

)
=θ(n)dn−2

(
4k

2n

)
+ (1− θ(n))dn−1

(
4k + 2

2n

)

=

(
1− θ(n)

2

)
dn−1

(
4k + 2

2n

)
+
θ(n)

2
dn−1

(
4k

2n

)
.

In particular, we have

sup
x∈Dn\{1}

|dn(x)| ≤ (1 + θ(n)) sup
x∈Dn−1\{1}

|dn−1(x)| ≤ 2 exp

(
∞∑

l=2

θ(l)

)
.

(iii) For any n ∈ Z≥2 and k = 0, 1, . . . , 2n−2 − 1, we have

en

(
4k

2n

)
=θ(n)en−2

(
4k

2n

)
+ (1− θ(n))en−1

(
4k

2n

)

=
θ(n)

2
en−1

(
4k + 2

2n

)
+ en−1

(
4k

2n

)
+
θ(n)

2
en−1

(
4k − 2

2n

)
,

en

(
4k + 1

2n

)
=− θ(n)en−1

(
4k + 2

2n

)
,

en

(
4k + 2

2n

)
=(1 + θ(n)) en−1

(
4k + 2

2n

)
,

en

(
4k + 3

2n

)
=− θ(n)en−1

(
4k + 2

2n

)
,

where en−1(−1/2n−1) := en−1((2
n−1 − 1)/2n−1). In particular, we have

En ≤ (1 + 4θ(n))En−1 ≤ 8 exp

(
4

∞∑

l=2

θ(l)

)
.

By Lemma H.2 (i), there exists a function f : [0, 1] → R such that fn converges
to f uniformly as n → ∞. By the construction, we have f(x) = fn(x) for any
n ∈ Z>0 and x ∈ Dn. Extend f periodically to f : R → R≥0, i.e., f(k + t) := f(t)
for any k ∈ Z \ {0} and t ∈ [0, 1). By (ii), we have Lip(f) ≤ 2 exp (

∑∞
l=2 θ(l)).

The first and fourth equations of (iii) imply that the signs of en(x) and en−1(x) are
equal to each other for any n ∈ Z≥2 and x ∈ Dn−1. Combining this with the third
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and fifth equations of (iii), we get that en(x) 6= 0 for any n ∈ Z≥1 and x ∈ Dn.
Thus, the first equation of (iii) implies that en(x) 9 0 as n → ∞ for any x ∈ D.
This means that f is not differentiable at any x ∈ D.

By smoothing fn, we get the following.

Lemma H.3. For any n ≥ Z>0, there exists a sequence of smooth periodic func-

tions {hn,k : R → R≥0}∞k=1 of period 1 such that Lip(hn,k) ≤ Lipfn,
∫ 1

0
|h′′n,k(x)| dx =

En for any k ∈ Z>0 and hn,k|[0,1] converges to fn uniformly as k → ∞.

Since fn converges to f uniformly as n → ∞, we immediately get the following
corollary.

Corollary H.4. There exists a sequence of smooth periodic functions {hk : R →
R≥0}∞k=1 of period 1 such that Lip(hk) ≤ 2 exp (

∑∞
l=2 θ(l)),

∫ 1

0 |h′′k(x)| dx ≤ 8 exp (4
∑∞
l=2 θ(l))

for any k ∈ Z>0 and hk converges to f uniformly as k → ∞.

By using the approximation sequence {hk} for f , we can construct examples
with dense singularities under Assumption 1.2 as follows.

Proposition H.5. Take arbitrary m, d ∈ Z>0 with d > m ≥ 2 and arbitrary
(m− 1)-dimensional closed submanifold ι2 : M2 → R

d−2 satisfying ‖IIι2‖L∞ ≤ S2

and dM2
(y1, y2) ≤ L2‖ι2(y1) − ι2(y2)‖Rd−2 for some positive constants S2, L2 > 0.

Then, there exist constants S,L > 0 such that defining

ι : S1 ×M2 → R
d, ((cos 2πx, sin 2πx), y) → ((1 + f(x))(cos 2πx, sin 2πx), ι2(y)),

the pair
(
(S1, cdS1)×M2, ι

)
satisfies Assumption 1.2 for m, d, S,K = S2, i0 =

min{π, π/S}, L, where we define

c :=
1

2π

∫ 1

0

(
(2π)2(1 + f(x))2 + f ′(x)2

)1/2
dx

so that ι is an isomertic embedding.

Note that f is differentiable almost everywhere since f is a Lipschitz function.
By (the proof of) Theorem E.2, we have |SectM2

| ≤ S2 and injM2
≥ π/S. We can

take S and L to be

S =

(
2π +

12

π
exp

(
4

∞∑

l=2

θ(l)

))
Vol(M2) + 2πcS2Vol(M2),

L =max





1

4

(
16π2 + 4 exp

(
2

∞∑

l=2

θ(l)

))1/2

, L2




 .

Since f has dense singularities, so does ι.
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