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Abstract

Under a set of assumptions on a family of submanifolds ⊂ R
D, we derive a series

of geometric properties that remain valid after finite-dimensional and almost iso-
metric Diffusion Maps (DM) embedding , including almost uniform density, finite
polynomial approximation and local reach. Leveraging these properties, we estab-
lish rigorous bounds on the embedding errors introduced by the DM embedding

algorithm is O
(

( logn
n )

1
8d+16

)

. These results offer a solid theoretical foundation

for understanding the performance and reliability of DM embedding in practical
applications.

1 Introduction

The Diffusion Maps (DM) embedding[1; 2], a dimensionality reduction technique that captures the
geometric structure of data by constructing a diffusion process among data points, is central to man-
ifold learning from samples. [3] showed that in the limit of infinite dimension it is an isometric
embedding, while [4] showed that almost isometry can be achieved with a finite number m of eigen-
functions, where this m depends on manifold geometric properties. [5] showed that if isometry is
not required, then the sufficient embedding dimension by Laplacian eigenfunctions depends on di-
mension, injectivity radius, Ricci curvature and volume, thus that it can be arbitrarily larger than the
Whitney embedding dimension of 2d.

The DM embedding is widely used for non-linear dimension reduction as the Diffusion Maps
algorithm[1; 6; 7; 8], which embeds a sample into m dimensions by the eigenvectors of Ln, a
n × n matrix estimator of the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆. For instance, DM is frequently used
to analyze high-dimensional single-cell RNA sequencing data, revealing cell differentiation trajec-
tories and underlying biological patterns[9], and it can order cells along their differentiation paths,
enabling accurate reconstruction of branching developmental processes[10]. In chemistry, DM can
extract the dynamical modes of high-dimensional simulation trajectories, furnishing a kinetically
low-dimensional framework[11], it can identify the collective coordinates of rare events in molecu-
lar transitions[12]. In Astronomy, DM is applied to estimate galaxy redshifts from photometric data,
demonstrating comparable accuracy to existing methods[13].

Stimulated in part by the practical applications of DM, the consistency of finite sample estimators
of ∆, and of their eigenfunctions has been intensely studied. Many early works discussed the point-
wise consistency for empirical operator with smooth functions on M and they derived convergence
(with different rates) [14; 15; 16; 17; 18], which provide illuminating results for subsequent studies.
Not only ∆ itself, the consistency of its embedding are also widely studied, they discussed how the
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eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the empirical Laplacian with specific graph (K-NN, ǫ-graph) con-
verge to the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of ∆ in the different norm (L2, L∞)[19; 20; 21; 22],
also there are some other special convergence been studied. For instance, convergence in Lipschitz
norm[23], embedding using heat kernel[24; 25]

This paper completes the picture/advances the understanding of the DM embedding in the infinite
and finite sample case, by considering geometric properties of a manifold, such as smoothness,
injectivity radius, reach, volume, diameter, and examining to what extent, and under the conditions
that diffusion time t is small enough and embedding dimensionm is large enough, the DM preserves
these properties. In other words, if the original manifold M is “well behaved”, what can be said
about its DM embedding ϕ(M)?

More specifically, we set a series of geometric assumptions on a family of compact manifolds (Sec-
tion 2), then we study the smoothness of ϕ by examining its Sobolev norms (Section 3.1) and use
it to implies the existence of local parameterization, then we derived consistent properties that hold
uniformly for all manifolds in the family after DM embedding, like sampling densities and reach
(Section 3). In Section 4, we identified the correspondence between the embedding via eigenfunc-
tions and the embedding via eigenvectors of the graph matrix and address the convergence between
them, then estimate the error between the eigenfunctions and eigenvectors to quantify the noise in
the positions of the embedded points.

2 Background, challenges and assumptions

2.1 Manifolds and the Diffusion Map

For basic definitions reader should consult [26; 27; 28]. Here we consider sub-manifolds M ⊂
R

D which we will generically call manifolds. Note that the ambient dimension D will not appear
throughout the paper, only Euclidean distances |x − y| with x, y ∈ R

D will appear, hence D can
actually be infinite, and R

D could become a Hilbert space.

We also assume that M is a closed manifold with smoothness of class Ck, as described in Assump-
tion 4. This assumption ensures the existence of a local polynomial expansion up to order k in
the neighborhood of each point on M . Such expansions satisfy specific regularity constraints, en-
abling precise characterization of the local geometry and supporting rigorous analytical derivations.
These properties are fundamental for establishing the theoretical results and ensuring consistency in
subsequent computations.

In this work, we focus on several key geometric quantities, including the tangent space, reach, Rie-
mannian metric, and geodesic curves. These quantities play critical roles in understanding the ge-
ometry of the manifold and in estimating and reconstructing manifolds. While these concepts are
broadly defined in the general framework in Riemannian geometry, considering our sampling points
are in the submanifolds in R

D, we restrict our attention to their specialized formulations for sub-
manifolds embedded in Euclidean space. This setting simplifies their definitions and aligns with the
analytical and computational techniques employed in this study. For example, the tangent space is
characterized as the hyperplane tangent to M at a given point, and the Riemannian metric is induced
from the ambient Euclidean metric.

Definition 1 (Tangent Space). Let M be a smooth manifold and p be a point of M . If a linear map
v : C∞(M) → R satisfies

v(fg) = f(p)vg + g(p)vf for all f, g ∈ C∞(M), (1)

then we call v a derivation at p. The set of all derivations at p is called the tangent space to M at p,
denoted by TpM .

For a manifold M ⊂ R
D, let ι : M →֒ R

D be the inclusion map. Let (U, x) be the chart containing

p, and Û := x(U) ⊂ R
d. We have ι̂ := ι ◦ x−1 : Û

x−1

→ U
ι→֒ R

D is a local representation near p by

(x1(p), . . . , xd(p)) → (p1, . . . , pD) . (2)

Then
{

∂ι̂
∂x1

(x(p)), . . . , ∂ι̂
∂xd

(x(p))
}

span a d-dimensional subspace at ι(p) of RD, which is the com-

mon definition of tangent space at p in the Euclidean case.
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Definition 2 (Geodesic Normal Coordinate). Let p ∈ U ⊂ M and expp
∣

∣

V
: V ⊂ TpM → U be

a diffeomorphism, and there is a basis isomorphism B between R
d and orthonormal basis {bi} for

TpM by B(x1, . . . , xd) =
∑d

i=1 xibi. Then U is the normal neighborhood with normal coordinate
(

expp
∣

∣

V
◦B
)−1

.

Since d0(expp) is the identity map, thus by inverse function theorem, such neighborhood V always
exists, then it is well defined.

Definition 3 (Riemannian Metric). A Riemannian metric g on a manifold M assigns to every p a
inner product gp(·, ·) on TpM which is smooth in the following sense: For a chart (U, x) containing

p, with x−1(x1, . . . , xd) = q ∈ U and ∂
∂xi

(q) = dx−1
q (0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0), then

〈

∂
∂xi

(q), ∂
∂xj

(q)
〉

=

gij(x1, . . . , xd) is smooth on Û .

In our setting, manifolds are embedded into R
D via ι, then Riemannian metric automatically inherits

Euclidean metric, i.e. gp(v, w) = 〈dιpv, dιpw〉.
Riemannian metric defines a measure on M , called the Riemannian measure via the volume form. If
M is compact, it has a finite volume V ol(M). We can now have other measures on M , which are
absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Riemannian measure, through their densities f : M → (0,∞).

In statistics/manifold learning, it is assumed that we are given an i.i.d. sample Xn = {x1, . . . xn} ⊂
M from f .

Definition 4 (Reach[29]). The reach of a subset A of Rn is the largest τ (possibly ∞) such that if
x ∈ R

n and the distance from x to A is smaller that τ , then A contains a unique point nearest to x.
For more detail and properties, refer [30].

The reach of a subset A ⊂ R
n provides a measure of its local geometric regularity. Specifically, if

the reach of A is τ > 0, then every point within a distance less than τ from A has a unique nearest
point on A. Geometrically, this implies that A does not exhibit sharp corners, cusps, or regions of
high curvature within the specified radius. In particular: For convex subsets of Rn, the reach is
infinite, reflecting the absence of curvature bounds or sharp features. For smooth submanifolds, the
reach is inversely related to its maximum principal curvature. Intuitively, the reach corresponds to
the radius of the smallest osculating ball that fits locally around.

Definition 5 (Laplacian-Beltrami Operator).

The Laplacian-Beltrami operator is the linear operator ∆ : C∞(M) → C∞(M) defined by

∆f = div(gradf). (3)

It is a classical result that the eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator −∆ on a Riemannian
manifold M form a non-decreasing spectrum, i.e.

0 ≤ λ0 ≤ λ1 ≤ λ2 . . . , (4)

where each eigenvalue is repeated according to its multiplicity. When M is compact, the spectrum of
−∆ is discrete, and each eigenvalue has finite multiplicities. If M is compact and without boundary,
the smallest eigenvalue λ0 = 0 , and its eigenspace consists of constant functions. Furthermore, the
regularity theory for elliptic operators ensures that all eigenfunctions are smooth, i.e., they belong
to C∞(M).

The Diffusion map Let M be a smooth, closed manifold of class C3 embedded in the (possibly
high-dimensional) Euclidean space R

D and ∆M be Laplacian operator on M with eigenvalues
0 = λ0 ≤ λ1 ≤ · · · . We consider eigenfunctions corresponding these eigenvalues: e0, e1, · · · ,
and we normalize them such that ‖ei‖L2 = 1. It is easy to check e0 ≡ const. Then we have the
following embedding theorem.

Theorem 1. Let M be the set of d dimensional, closed Riemannian manifolds whose Ricci curvature
is bounded from below by κ, injectivity radius is bounded from below by ι, and the volume is bounded
from above by V , we define ϕ : M ⊂ R

D → N ⊂ R
m as the following:

ϕ(x) = (2t)
d+2
4

√
2(4π)

d
4 (e−λ1te1(x), e

−λ2te2(x), · · · , e−λmtem(x)) ∈ R
m, (5)
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then there exists a t0 = t0(d, κ, ι, ǫ) such that for all 0 < t < t0, there exists a N0(d, κ, ι, ǫ, V, t)
such that if N > N0, then for all M ∈ M(d, κ, ι, V ), the map above is an embedding of M into
R

N , and 1− ǫ < ‖dϕpv‖ < 1 + ǫ where ‖v‖ = 1.[4]
Lemma 2. We use the same notation as in the preceding theorem. Then for ǫ′ > 0, there exists
N1 = N1(d, κ, ι, V, ǫ

′, t0) such that when N ≥ N1 and t0 ≤ t′ ≤ 4, we have

‖KN(t′, p, ·)−K(t′, p, ·)‖ ≤ ǫ′, (6)

where K(t, p, q) is the heat kernel:

K(t, p, q) =
∞
∑

i=0

e−λitei(p)ei(q), (7)

and KN (t, p, q) is the truncated heat kernel:

Km(t, p, q) =

m
∑

i=0

e−λitei(p)ei(q). (8)

We select t = t0/2, t′ = t0 (if t0 > 4, we set t = 2 and t′ = 4) and m = max {N0, N1} + 1 to
make the results above both hold.

In addition, ϕ : M → ϕ(M) is homeomorphism, so dimM = dimϕ(M), and ϕ is an embedding,
also an immersion, thus ϕ is local diffeomorphism, and ϕ is bijective, so ϕ is diffeomorphism. Thus
ϕ(M) is a smooth manifold.[27]

Given a finite sample Xn = {x1, . . . , xn} the DM algorithm constructs a similarity matrix to mea-
sure the pairwise relationships between data points,where the commonly used kernel is the Gaussian
kernel, defined as k(xi, xj) = exp(−‖xi−xj‖2/h), where ǫ is a scale parameter, and this similarity
matrix is then normalized, we denote it as Laplacian graph which is the approximation of Laplacian-
Beltrami Operator. By performing eigenvalue decomposition on normalized Laplacian graph, the
algorithm extracts the dominant eigenvalues and eigenvectors. These eigenvectors, scaled by their
corresponding eigenvalues, define the diffusion coordinates, providing a low-dimensional embed-
ding of the data. This embedding preserves the global geometry of the dataset while emphasizing
its intrinsic structure.

In this paper, we will focus mainly on the geometric properties of the DM ϕ(M), w.r.t. the original
manifold M . The results we obtain will be useful in characterizing the output of the DM algorithm
in finite sample settings, and we apply them specifically to the estimation of the tangent subspace
{

Tϕ(xi)ϕ(xi)
}n

i=1
.

[3] have shown that, in the limit of large m and small t, ϕ(M) is isometric with M , and that
this is possible approximatively with a finite m for manifolds with bounded diameter and Ricci
curvature bounded from below. In spite of these seemingly encouraging results, the DM can be
highly unstable even for apparently “nice” manifolds. The intuitive explanation is the fact that, even
if M is compact and smooth to order k, the local interactions between the manifold curvature and
the manifold reach (note that these are not independent quantities) can exert a strong influence of
the Laplacian eigenfunctions.

2.2 Assumptions

Thus, in predcting smoothness (w.r.t. Sobolev norms) and geometric properties of ϕ(M), one needs
to consider τM , ιM , κM in addition the smoothess of M (made more precise below). We will give
the assumptions for the set of manifolds we will perform DM, and then discuss basic properties of
M based on these assumptions. We will see all these assumptions intuitively ensure our manifolds
have very good shape, which can help us avoid extremely bizarre situations. And we will use them to
derive existence of the geometric bound after DM, which are critical in estimating the convergence
rate.

Assumption 1 (Curvature). The absolute value of sectional curvature of M is bounded by κ, that is
|K(u, v)| ≤ κ. which immediately implies Ricci curvature of M is bounded below by −κ(d − 1)

since Ric(v, v) = 1
d−1

∑d
i=1 K(v, xi) where {v, x2, . . . , xd} are orthonormal basis. This assump-

tion will be used in Section 2.1, Section 3.1.1.
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Bounded Ricci curvature prevents the submanifold from having extreme geometric variations or "in-
finite negative curvature" in any direction. This geometric control ensures that local neighborhoods
behave predictably, which is crucial for DM that rely on local structure.

Assumption 2 (Reach). The reach τM of M is bounded below by τmin. This assumption will be
used in Section 3.4.

Positive minimum reach is crucial because it ensures the manifold doesn’t come too close to self-
intersecting and has bounded curvature, making it possible to reliably reconstruct the manifold from
discrete samples.

Assumption 3 (Volume). The volume of M is bounded below by V1 and bounded above by V2.
This assumption will be used in Section 2.1, Section 3.1.1.

Assumption 4 (Smoothness). For k and L := (L⊥, L3, . . . , Lk), we assume there exists a local
one-to-one parameterization Ψp for all p ∈ M :

Ψp : BTpM (0, r) → M by Ψp(v) = p+ v +Np(v) (9)

for some r ≥ 1
4L⊥

with Np(v) ∈ Ck(BTpM (0, r),RD) such that

Np(0) = p, d0Np = 0, ‖d2vNp‖ ≤ L⊥, ‖divNp‖ ≤ Li for i = 3, . . . , k (10)

holds for all ‖v‖ ≤ 1
4L⊥

. This assumption will be used in Section 3.2

Smoothness of order k implies manifolds can be approximated locally by multilinear map over
tangent space with bounded norm.

In addition, we make the following more technical regularity assumption that will be used in Sec-
tion 3.1.2,Section 3.4.

Assumption 5 (Christoffel Symbols). In the normal coordinate chart, the derivatives with order not
above k−2 of Christoffel symbol (including Christoffel symbol itself) have the uniform upper bound
only depending on its order, i.e.

|
∂lΓk

ij

∂xi1 · · · ∂xil

| ≤ C(l) for 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ d and l ≤ k − 2 (11)

Christoffel symbol measures the change of a vector along a curve due to curvature, thus bounded
Christoffel symbol control the curvature in some manner.

Let M(d, κ,K, τmin, V, k,L,Γ) be the set of compact connected submanifolds M ⊂ R
D, with

dimension d satisfying Assumption 1–Assumption 5. For simplicity, in the rest of our paper we
always assume that the manifold is d-dimensional and the ambient dimension is D, we also use the
abbreviation M for M(d, κ, τmin, V, k,L,Γ), and sometimes we include some of the parameters
above to indicate that the assumptions corresponding to these parameters are satisfied.

We also assume that the sampling density on M does not deviate too much from uniform.

Assumption 6 (Density). Let Pfmin,fmax denote the set of distribution P with support on M ∈ M,
and the density function f of P with respect to Hausdorff measure such that 0 < fmin ≤ f ≤
fmax < ∞. This assumption will be used in Section 3.3.

All the assumptions above, perhaps with the exception of Assumption 4 and Assumption 5, are
generically present in the manifold learning literature.

2.3 Direct Consequences of Assumptions

Here we list some direct results for M ∈ M from assumptions which will also be used in our
following proof.

Corollary 3 (Complete Manifold). Any compact Riemannian manifold is geodesically complete
according to Hopf-Rinow theorem.[26]

Corollary 4 (The injectivity radius). The injectivity radius ιM of M is bounded below by πτM [30],
which implies ιM is bounded by πτmin for all M ∈ M. We use it to make sure DM is an embedding.
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The injectivity radius bounded from below implies we can find normal coordinate chart with the
uniform radius.

Corollary 5 (Diameter). For M ∈ M, we have

diam(M) ≤ Cd

τd−1
M fmin

≤ Cd

τd−1
min fmin

(12)

where Cd is a constant only depending on d[31]. Thus the diameter of M ∈ M have an uniform
upper bound. We will use it in Section 3.1.1.

3 Properties of the diffusion maps embeeding ϕ(M)

In this section, we will discuss the properties of ϕ(M), and we will first give some uniform estimate
of geometric quantities for all M ∈ M, and we will prove that the family ϕ(M) ∈ M(τϕ(M),L′)
where L′ := (L′

⊥, . . . , L
′
k) and the density function of ϕ(M) ∈ ϕ(M) admits an uniform upper

and lower bounds.

3.1 Bounds on λm and the (higher) derivatives of φ

Estimating and uniformly bounding the k-th derivative of φ, ‖dkϕ‖, plays an important role in
controlling other geometric quantities such as τmin and proving existence of local ono-to-one
parametrization of ϕ(M). Recall that k is the smoothness of M. Because the i-th component

of map ϕ : M → R
m is ei multiple of e−λit0/2 which is a bounded scalar when t0 is fixed, we can

ignore it when we estimate the upper bound.

We notice that ϕ(M) is a d-dimensional manifold embedded in R
m, then dϕp is a map such that

dϕp : TpM → Tϕ(p)ϕ(M) →֒ R
m (13)

and we can treat the tangent vector in R
m as a tangent vector in Tϕ(p)ϕ(M) through the natural

isomorphism. This isomorphism maps local basis to local basis, thus this map is also isometric. In
the following, we will consider Tϕ(p)ϕ(M) ∼= R

d and Tϕ(p)ϕ(M) ⊂ R
m as equivalent through this

mapping.

e1e2

v
isometry

e′1

e′2 v

Figure 1: Isometry

3.1.1 Upper Bound of λm

The most classical result for estimating eigenvalues is Weyl’s law:

N(λ) ∼ ω(d)V ol(M)λ
d
2

(2π)d
, (14)

where N(λ) is the number of eigenvalues less than or equal to λ.

If we ask λ = λk, the above is equivalent to

λ
d/2
k ∼ (2π)dk

ω(n)V ol(M)
(15)
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Weyl’s law provides an asymptotic expression for the eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator,
offering profound insights into their growth rates. However, in our paper, strict control for eigenval-
ues is essential. This requires not only asymptotic estimates but also rigorous upper bounds that hold
universally. A notable result for the upper bound was established by Li-Yau, who derived explicit
upper bounds for the eigenvalues under geometric constraints, which align with the assumptions in
our study.

We estimate the upper bound of eigenvalues. If the lower bound of the Ricci curvature κM of M is
less than 0, we have

λm ≤











































































(2β + 1)2

4
(−κM ) + 4(1 + 2β)2π2

(

sinh
√−κMdiam√−κMdiam

)

2d−2
d

×
(

(m+ 1)α(d−1)
d

1
V

)
2
d

when d = 2(β + 1), β = 0, 1, 2 . . .

(2β + 2)2

4
(−κM ) + 4(1 + π2)(1 + 22β)2

(

sinh
√−κMdiam√−κMdiam

)

2d−2
d

×
(

(m+ 1)α(d−1)
d

1
V

)
2
d

when d = 2β + 3, β = 0, 1, 2 . . .

, (16)

if M has non-negative Ricci curvature κM , we have

λm ≤ (d+ 4)d1−
2
d

(

m+ 1

V
α(d− 1)

)
2
d

, (17)

where d is the dimension of M , V is the volume of M and α(n) is the volume of Sn in R
n+1.[32]

Since for M ∈ M, the volume is greater that V1 and the lower bound of the Ricci curvature is
greater than κ, so 1

V ≤ 1
V1

and −κM ≤ −κ, thus we have

λm ≤
{

C(m, d, V ) if κM is non-negative
C(m, d, κ, diam, V ) if κM is negative

. (18)

For M ∈ M, we can control d, κ, diam, V uniformly, so we can find a constant C only depending
on m for all M ∈ M such that

λm ≤ C(m). (19)

3.1.2 Estimate of Higher Order Derivatives

In this subsection, we will estimate the L∞ norm of higher order derivatives for eigenfunctions to
control the operator norm of dN ′ in the next subsection.

One similar result is Bernstein inequality, for eigenfunction eλ of ∆: ∆eλ = λeλ, we have[33]:

‖∇eλ‖L∞ ≤ Cλ
1
2 ‖eλ‖L∞ (20)

The same author also prove a more general estiamte, from[34], for eigenfunction eλ of ∆: ∆eλ =
λeλ, we have

‖eλ‖H∞
k

∼ λ
k
2 ‖eλ‖L∞ as λ → ∞ (21)

where ∼ means the equivalence between two norms, and ‖ · ‖Hk
∞

is Sobolev norm. If we revise this
result to have a upper bound (the author says we only need a little effort to do so), we can control
‖dkϕ‖ since we have had the upper bound of λm which only depend on M .

The author also gave a better estimate[35]:

‖eλ(x)‖H∞
k

≤ Cλk/2+(d−1)/4‖eλ(x)‖L2 (22)
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however, C may not be an uniform constant for M ∈ M.

To estimate the L∞ norm of derivatives for eigenfunctions, we first choose the coordinate chart to be
normal coordinate chart to make our derivatives well defined. We take derivative of e(x) : M → R

in the following sense: Let x ∈ U be the normal coordinate chart (U, x) and Û = x(U), then

ê(x) = e ◦ x−1 : Û → R be the coordinate representation of e(x). We treat ∂ie(x) as ∂iê(x), and
for higher order derivatives as well.

Let γ be a 2d multi-index with |γ| :=∑i γi ≤ k, and x, y ∈ U be a geodesic normal coordinate of
M . We denote

∑

λj≤λ ej(x)ej(y) as e(x, y, λ). Let γ = (γ1, . . . , γ2d), then the γ order derivative

for ej(x)ej(y) is

∂γ
x,yej(x)ej(y) =

∂|γ1+···+γd|ej(x)

∂xγ1

1 · · · ∂xγd

d

∂|γd+1+···+γ2d|ej(y)

∂y
γd+1

1 · · ·∂yγ2d

d

(23)

We have[35]

|∂γ
x,ye(x, y, λ)| ≤ Cγ(1 + λ)

d+|γ|
2 . (24)

To have the estimate for derivatives of eigenfunctions, let α be a d dimension multi-index, and using
the inequality above with γ = (α, α), then we have

|∂αeλ(x)|2 ≤
∑

λj≤λ

|∂αej(x)|2 ≤ Cα(1 + λ)d/2+|α| (25)

so

‖eλ‖H∞
k

= max
|α|≤k

|∂αeλ(x)| ≤ sup
|α|≤k

{Cα} (1 + λ)k/2+d/4 (26)

Since λm is bounded above by C(m), which implies that ‖ϕj‖H∞
k

≤ C(l) for ϕj : M → R.

Therefore, | ∂lϕj

∂xi1 ···∂xil
| ≤ C(l) for l ≤ k with respect to normal coordinate.

To estimate the norm of dϕ, we can derive its local coordinate representation and compute the
covariant derivatives in the normal chart since choosing different chart does not have the influence
on the norm. Now we denote ϕ as j-th component of ϕ out of simplifying the notation and (U, x) is
the normal chart.

For the first order covariant derivative, we have

∇ϕ(X) = ∇Xϕ = Xϕ (27)

thus

∇ϕ = ϕidx
i with ϕi = ∂iϕ (28)

so for first order covariant derivative, the local coordinate representation is first order derivative of
local representation of ϕ.

For second order covariant derivative, which is also known as covariant Hessian. We have

∇2ϕ(X,Y ) = ∇2
Y,X = ∇Y (∇Xϕ)−∇∇Y Xϕ = X(Y ϕ)− (∇XY )ϕ (29)

thus in local coordinates,

∇2ϕ = ϕijdx
i ⊗ dxj with ϕij = ∂2

ijϕ− Γk
ij∂kϕ, (30)

with i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, . . .m}. For the third order coordinate derivative, we have

∇3ϕ(X,Y, Z) = (∇Z∇2ϕ)(X,Y ) (31)

= Z(∇2ϕ(X,Y ))−∇2ϕ(∇ZX,Y )−∇2ϕ(X,∇ZY ) (32)

= Z(X(Y ϕ)− (∇XY )ϕ) −∇ZX(Y ϕ) + (∇∇ZXY )ϕ −X(∇ZY ϕ) + (∇X∇ZY )ϕ
(33)
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thus in the local coordinate,

∇3ϕ = ϕijkdx
i ⊗ dxj ⊗ dxk (34)

with ϕijk = ∂3
ijkϕ− ∂kΓ

l
ij∂lϕ− Γl

ij∂
2
klϕ− Γm

ik∂
2
mjϕ+ Γl

ikΓ
m
lj ∂mϕ− ∂iΓ

l
jk∂lϕ

− Γl
jk∂

2
ilϕ+ Γm

il Γ
l
jk∂mϕ (35)

The local coordinate representation is combined with derivative of Christoffel symbol and third order
derivative of ϕ. And we can prove easily by induction that the local coordinate representation of
∇lϕ is ϕi1···ildx

i1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ dxil with ϕi1···il can be represented by derivative of ϕ not higher than
order l and derivative of Christoffel symbol not higher than order l− 2. To prove this, we only need
to notice that

∇l+1ϕ(X1, · · · , Xl, X) = ∇(∇lϕ)(X1, · · · , Xl, X) (36)

= (∇X∇lϕ)(X1, · · · , Xl) (37)

= X(∇lϕ(X1, · · · , Xl))−
l
∑

i=1

∇lϕ(X1, · · · ,∇XXi, · · · , Xl) (38)

Since we assume for any M ∈ M, the local coordinate representation in the normal chart of the
Christoffel symbols and their derivatives with order not above k − 2 have an uniform bound only
depends on its order, and we have claimed derivatives of ϕ which order is not higher than k have
an uniform bound, and we notice that the local representation of ∇kϕ is combined with them in the
same pattern among all M ∈ M. Therefore, ϕi1···il is bounded uniformly for all l ≤ k, i.e.

|ϕi1···il | ≤ A(l) for l ≤ k (39)

With this control of upper bound, we can estimate the norm of higher derivatives of ϕ:

‖dlϕ‖ = sup
‖v1‖=1,...,‖vl‖=1

‖∇lϕ(v1, . . . , vl)‖ (40)

= sup
‖v1‖=1,...,‖vl‖=1

‖∇lϕ(v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vl)‖ (41)

= |ϕi1···ildx
i1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ dxil(vi11

∂

∂xi1
⊗ · · · ⊗ vill

∂

∂xil
)| (42)

= |ϕi1···ilv
i1
1 · · · vill | (43)

≤ A(l)|
d
∑

i1,i2,...il=1

vi11 · · · vill | (44)

= A(l)|
d
∑

i1=1

vi11

d
∑

i2,...il=1

vi22 · · · vill | (45)

(AM–GM) ≤ A(l)|
d
∑

i2,...il=1

vi22 · · · vill |
√
d (46)

... (47)

≤ A(l)dl/2. (48)

This inequality holds for all l ≤ k. Here ϕ : M → R, thus dlϕj(v1, . . . , vl) gives a vector in R, and

then dlϕ(v1, . . . , vl) =
(

dlϕ1(v1, . . . , vl), . . . , d
lϕm(v1, . . . , vl)

)

is a vector in R
m, which is also a

tangent vector in Tϕ(p)ϕ(M) through the natural isometry. Since dlϕ(v1, . . . , vl) has m components,

it is easy to check the operator norm of dlϕ has the upper bound
√
mA(l)dl/2. Therefore, ‖dlϕ‖ are

bounded uniformly for l ≤ k.
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3.2 Uniform upper bounds {L⊥, L3, . . . , Lk} on the higher derivatives of the local
parametrization reminder

In this section, we will verify that there exists an common parameter set L′ := {L′
⊥, L

′
3, . . . , L

′
k}

such that the operator norm of the derivatives of remainder Nϕ(p) defined in Assumption 4 can be

controlled uniformly over ϕ(M).

We fix a point p′ = ϕ(p) ∈ ϕ(M), for v′ ∈ Tp′ϕ(M) = dϕp(TpM), we define

Ψ′
p′(v′) = ϕ(Ψp(d(ϕ

−1)p′(v′))) = p′ + v′ +N ′
p′(v′) (49)

from definition of Ψp, we know Ψ′
p′(v′) and N ′

p′(v′) are well defined when ‖d(ϕ−1)p′(v′)‖ ≤ 1
4L⊥

.

We estimate ‖dϕ−1
p′ ‖: We can treat TpM as a d dimensional subspace of RD and treat Tp′ϕ(M) is

a d dimensional subspace of Rm, and these inclusions are canonical and isometric, so they are both

closed subspaces. And dϕp is homeomorphism, so graph of dϕ−1
p′ is closed, then dϕ−1

p′ is bounded,

i.e. ‖dϕ−1
p′ ‖ exists.

‖dϕ−1
p′ ‖ = sup

{

‖dϕ−1
p′ v

′‖ : v′ ∈ Im(dϕp), ‖v′‖ = 1
}

(50)

= sup

{ ‖v‖
‖dϕpv‖

: v′ ∈ Im(dϕp), ‖v′‖ = 1, v = dϕ−1
p′ v

′
}

(51)

= sup

{

1

‖dϕpv‖
: ‖v‖ = 1

}

(52)

≤ 1

1− ǫ
(53)

so when ‖v′‖ ≤ 1
4L⊥(1−ǫ) , ‖d(ϕ−1)p′(v′)‖ ≤ 1

4L⊥
, then Ψ′

p′(v′) and N ′
p′(v′) are well defined.

Now, We check N ′
p′(0) = 0 and d0N

′
p′ = 0:

N ′
p′(0) + p′ = ϕ(Ψp(d(ϕ

−1)p′(0))) = ϕ(Ψp(0)) = ϕ(p+ 0 +Np(0)) = ϕ(p) = p′ (54)

d0N
′
p′ = dϕpd0Ψpd(ϕ)

−1
p′ − Im = dϕp(ID + d0Np)d(ϕ)

−1
p′ − Im = 0 (55)

We assume ‖v′‖ ≤ 1
4L⊥(1−ǫ) and denote dϕ−1

p′ v′ as v, and c(v′) = p+ v+Np(v), then for any unit

vector w′ ∈ Tp′ϕ(M), using Faà di Bruno’s formula, we have

‖dkv′N ′
p′(w′⊗k)‖ = ‖

∑

π∈P (k)

dlc(v′)ϕ ◦
(

dj1v Ψp

(

{

dp′ϕ−1w′}⊗j1
)

, . . . , djlv Ψp

(

{

dp′ϕ−1w′}⊗jl
))

‖

(56)

where P (k) is a partition of k with l parts such that j1 + · · ·+ jl = k.

Since Ψp(v) = p+ v +Np(v), so dvΨp = I + dvNp, divΨp = divNp, thus

‖dvΨp‖ = ‖I + dvNp‖ ≤ 1 + L⊥‖v‖ (57)

‖divΨp‖ = ‖divNp‖ ≤ Li (58)

therefore

‖dkv′N ′
p′(w′⊗k)‖ ≤

∑

π∈P (k)

‖dlϕ‖
l
∏

i=1

‖djiΨp‖‖dp′ϕ−1w′‖ji (59)

≤
∑

π∈P (k)

‖dlϕ‖ 1

(1− ǫ)l

l
∏

i=1

‖djiΨp‖ (60)

We have proved ‖djϕ‖ and ‖djvΨp‖ have the uniform upper bound for j = 2, . . . , k, so we can

select L′ := (L′
⊥, . . . , L

′
k) as the uniform upper bound of ‖d2v′N ′

p′‖, . . . , ‖dkv′N ′
p′‖.
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3.3 Bounds on the pushforward density

In this subsection, we estimate the pushforward density of the sampling process. By establishing
both lower and upper bounds for the pushforward density, we ensure that the sampling over ϕ(M)
remains approximately uniform. This guarantees that there are always some sampling points in any
nonzero measure region with nonzero probability, thereby allowing the manifold to be effectively
approximated using the sampled points.

We denote dϕp : TpM → Tp′N as A, then for ‖v‖ = 1, 1 − ǫ < ‖Av‖ < 1 + ǫ, which means

‖A‖ < 1 + ǫ, so
√

λmax(ATA) < 1 + ǫ. We know ATA is positive-definite symmetric matrix, we
consider an unit eigenvector v of it with eigenvalue λ, then

λ = ‖vTλv‖ = ‖vTATAv‖ = ‖Av‖2 ∈ ((1 − ǫ)2, (1 + ǫ)2) (61)

Since ATA is symmetric, then ATA = QΛQT , where Q is orthogonal matrix and Λ is diagonal
matrix whose diagonal elements are eigenvalues of ATA and all of them are close to 1.

|‖πTpMATAv‖ − ‖v‖| ≤ ‖πTpM (ATA− I)v‖ (62)

= ‖πTpMQ(Λ− I)QT v‖ (63)

≤ ‖Q(Λ− I)QT v‖ (64)

≤ 3ǫ (65)

the last inequality is due to orthogonal matrix does not change norm of vector and diagonal elements
in Λ− I are smaller than 3ǫ.

Thus we have 1− 3ǫ < ‖πTpMATAv‖ < 1+ 3ǫ, so the eigenvalues of πTpMATA|T is greater than
1− 3ǫ and less than 1 + 3ǫ. Therefore, if

ǫ ≤ min

{

41/d − 1

3
,
1− 1

4d/1

3

}

, (66)

then

det(πTpMATA|T ) =
∏

λi ∈ ((1 − 3ǫ)d, (1 + 3ǫ)d) ⊂ (
1

4
, 4), (67)

which implies

√

det
(

πTpM ◦ dϕT
p ◦ dϕp|TpM

)

∈ (
1

2
, 2). (68)

According to Theorem A.2, we have the pushforward density of ϕ#P is

g(p′) = f(p)/
√

det
(

πTpM ◦ dϕT
p ◦ dϕp|TpM

)

, (69)

where p′ = ϕ(p). Therefore, fmin

2 < g < 2fmax.

In our setting, our sampleing is uniform, thus f ≡ 1
V ol(M) , which is bounded from both and above,

which implies the density of ϕ(M) is also bounded from below by min
M∈M

{V ol(M)} /2 and bounded

above by 2 max
M∈M

{V ol(M)}

3.4 Estimation of τmin

If M has reach τ , then at least one of the following cases holds:

I (Global case) M has a bottleneck, i.e. there exist p, q ∈ M , such that (p+ q)/2 ∈ Med(M)
and ‖p− q‖ = 2τ .

II (Local case) There exists p ∈ M , and an arc-length parametrized geodesic γ such that
γ(0) = p and |γ′′(0)| = 1/τ .
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where Med(M) =
{

z ∈ R
D : ∃p 6= q ∈ M, ‖z − p‖ = ‖z − q‖ = dE(z,M)

}

, dE(x,M) is the
distance between x and M .

We denote global reach and local reach as τg and τl, respectively. Thus τ = min {τg, τl}

τl

τg

M

Med(M)

Figure 2: Reach

And we can also define reach τ := min {τl, τwfs}, where τl is local reach and τwfs is weak feature
size, and we give more details about them. Let ΓM (y) = {x ∈ M : dE(y,M) = |x− y|}, then
define generalized gradient:

∇M (y) :=
y − Center(ΓM (y))

dE(y,M)
(70)

where Center(A) is the center of the smallest ball enclosing the bounded subset A ⊂ R
D. We say y

is a critical point of dE(·,M) if ∇M (y) = 0, then we can define

τwfs := inf {dE(y,M), y ∈ C} (71)

where C is the set of critical points.

And we can define τl easily by

τl := inf
p∈M

{

1

‖IIp‖

}

(72)

3.4.1 Local Reach

Local reach is a quantity measuring the "curvature" locally, controlling of local reach will avoid
some extremely weird manifold. Now we estimate the lower bound of local reach for ϕ(M).

To control the local reach, we will derive the local coordinate representation of geodesic and then
use the boundedness of derivative of eigenfunctions to obtain the upper bound of geodesic of ϕ(M)
in R

m.

For any p ∈ M , we can choose neighborhoods U ⊂ M and V ⊂ ϕ(M) s.t. ϕ(U) = V , and (U,x)
is a normal coordinate chart of p, where x

−1 = expp ◦E, E is the isomorphism from R
d to TpM ,

and we denote x(U) as Û ⊂ R
d is open.

We have a parametrization of U ⊂ M :

x
−1 : Û ⊂ R

d → U ⊂ M (73)

(x1, . . . , xd) → x
−1(x1, . . . , xd) = (x−1

1 (x1, . . . , xd), . . . ,x
−1
D (x1, . . . , xd)) (74)

Using this map, we have a coordinate representation of ϕ, i.e. ϕ̂ := ϕ ◦ x
−1 of V ⊂ ϕ(M) by

Û
x
−1

→ U
ϕ→ V ⊂ R

m:

(x1, . . . , xd)
x
−1

→ x
−1(x1, . . . , xd)

ϕ→ (ϕ1 ◦ x−1, . . . , ϕm ◦ x−1)(x1, . . . , xd) (75)

Let r = ϕ̂ be the parameterization of ϕ(M), we compute its k-th tangent vector

ri =
∂ϕ̂

∂xi
=

(

∂ϕ̂1

∂xi
, . . . ,

∂ϕ̂m

∂xi

)

i = 1, . . . , d, (76)
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and r’s second derivative is

rij =

(

∂2ϕ̂1

∂xi∂xj
, . . . ,

∂2ϕ̂m

∂xi∂xj

)

i, j = 1, . . . , d. (77)

For ϕ(p) ∈ ϕ(M), we have the orthogonal decomposition:

R
m = Tϕ(p)ϕ(M)⊕Nϕ(p)ϕ(M), (78)

where Tϕ(p)ϕ(M) is spanned by {r1, . . . , rd} and Nϕ(p)ϕ(M) is the m − d subspace orthogonal

to Tϕ(p)ϕ(M). Let π be the orthogonal projection from R
m onto Nϕ(p)ϕ(M), we can derive the

second fundamental form on ϕ(M), which is a symmetric 2-tensor field given by

IIijdx
i ⊗ dxj with IIij = π(rij) ∈ Nϕ(p)ϕ(M). (79)

Then we can verify that

‖II‖op ≤ dmax {π(rij)} ≤ dmax {|rij |} . (80)

We compute the module of rij =
(

∂2ϕ̂1

∂xi∂xj
, . . . , ∂2ϕ̂m

∂xi∂xj

)

in more detail. We have ϕ̂i =

(t0)
d+2
4

√
2(4π)

d
4 e−λit0/2êi, thus

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2ϕ̂k

∂xi∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

= (t0)
d+2
4

√
2(4π)

d
4 e−λkt0/2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2êk
∂xi∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

(81)

≤ (t0)
d+2
4

√
2(4π)

d
4 e−λkt0/2C2(1 + λk)

1+ d
4 , (82)

where the inequality is from eq. (26) in Section 3.1.2.

We also have the lower bound of λk,

λk ≥ C
1+diam

√
κ

1 diam−2k2/d, (83)

where C1 is constant only depending on d.[36].

Therefore,

|rij | ≤ (t0)
d+2
4

√
2(4π)

d
4C2

√

√

√

√

m
∑

k=1

e−λkt0(1 + λk)2+
d
2 . (84)

It is easy to see that e−xt0(1 + x)4+d is increasing when x < 4+d
2t0

− 1 and decreasing when

x > 4+d
2t0

− 1, thus we can use

C1+diam
√
κ

1 diam−2k2/d ≤ λk ≤ C + C′k2/d, (85)

which implies c1k
2/d ≤ λk ≤ c2k

2/d, where c1, c2 are constants depending on κ, diam, V , d. Then
we have |rij | is bounded from above, thus ‖II‖op is bounded from above, which implies that τl,ϕ(M)

is bounded from below.

4 Finite sample error of Diffusion Map ϕ

We consider n sample points Xn = {x1, . . . , xn} ⊂ M ∈ M, we define graph affinity matrix W
and the degree matrix D as:

Wij =
kh(xi, xj)

qh(xi)qh(xj)
, Dii =

n
∑

j=1

Wij , (86)

where kh(x, y) = exp
(

− |x−y|2
4h2

)

is the Gaussian kernel and qh(x) =
∑n

i=1 kh(x, xi).
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Then the normalized graph Laplacian Ln is defined as

Ln =
D−1W − I

h2
. (87)

We denote its i-th eigenvalue of −Ln as µi,n,h with corresponding eigenvector ṽi,n,h normalized in

l2 norm. It is easy to verify that µ0,n,h = 0 and ṽ0,n,h = 1. Let N(i) = |Bh(xi) ∩ {x1, . . . , xn} |
which is the cardinal of points in the h-ball of xi. Then we define the l2 norm of ṽ with respect to
inverse estimate density 1/p̂ as:

‖ṽ‖l2(1/p̂) =

√

√

√

√

|Sd−1|hd

d

n
∑

i=1

ṽ2(i)

N(i)
, (88)

and we define

vi,n,h =
ṽi,n,h

‖ṽi,n,h‖l2(1/p̂)
. (89)

Let ∆ be the Laplace-Beltrami operator of M , and 0 = λ0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · be the eigenvalues of
−∆. Denote ei be the eigenfunctions of −∆ corresponding λi. Then we have

Theorem 6. Let M be a d-dimensional smooth, closed and connected Riemann manifold embed-
ded in R

D, f be the smooth probability density function on M with infimum fmin > 0 and
Xn = {x1, . . . , xn} be the point cloud sampled following f independently and identically. Sup-
pose eigenvalues of ∆ are simple. For fixed m ∈ N, denote Γm = min

1≤i≤m
dist(λi, σ(−∆)\ {λi}),

where σ(−∆) is the spectrum of −∆. Suppose

h ≤ K1 min





(

min(Γm, 1)

K2 + λ
d/2+5
m

)2

,
1

(K3 + λ
(5d+7)/4
m )2



 , (90)

where K1 and K2,K3 > 1 are constants depending on d, fmin, ‖f‖C2 , and the volume, the in-
jectivity radius, the curvature and the second fundamental form of the manifold. Then, when n is
sufficiently large so that h = h(n) ≥ ( logn

n )
1

4d+13 , with probability greater than 1 − n−2, for all
0 ≤ i < m,

|µi,n,h − λi| ≤ Ω1h
3/2. (91)

And when n is sufficiently large so that h = h(n) ≥ ( logn
n )

1
4d+8 , with probability greater than

1− n−2, there are ai ∈ {1,−1} such that for all 0 ≤ i < m,

max
xj∈Xn

|aivi,n,ǫ(j)− ei(xj)| ≤ Ω2h
1/2. (92)

Ω1 depends on d, the the diameter of M , fmin, ‖f‖C2 , and Ω2 depends on d, the diameter and the
volume of M , fmin, and ‖f‖C2. [25]

Remark 1. In our setting, the sampling is uniform, thus f ≡ 1/Vol(M), which implies ‖f‖C2 =
1/Vol(M). In addition, d, diameter, volume, injectivity radius, curvature and second order fun-
damental form are bounded uniformly, which are compact, thus K1,K2,K3,Ω1,Ω2 are bounded
uniformly for all M ∈ M.

Remark 2. In the case when the eigenvalues are not simple, the same proof still works by introduc-
ing the eigenprojection.[37]

Remark 3. If we choose h = ( log n
n )

1
4d+13 , then for large enough n, we have

|µi,n,h − λi| ≤ Ω1(
logn

n
)

3
8d+26 , for 0 ≤ i ≤ m. (93)

Similarly, if we choose h = ( log n
n )

1
4d+8 , we have

max
xj∈Xn

|aivi,n,ǫ(j)− ei(xj)| ≤ Ω2(
log n

n
)

1
8d+16 , for 0 ≤ i ≤ m. (94)

Since ( log n
n )

1
4d+13 ≥ ( logn

n )
1

4d+8 , the inequalities above hold at the same time if we choose h =

( log n
n )

1
4d+13 .
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Now, we introduce our algorithm and estimate the approximation error.

Algorithm 1 Diffusion Map

1: Input: point cloud Xn, intrinsic dimension d, the lower bound of injectivity radius ι (corol-
lary 4), the lower bound of Ricci curvature −κ (Assumption 1), upper bound of volume V
(Assumption 3), norm error ǫ (eq. (66)).

2: Calculate bindwidth h = ( logn
n )

1
4d+13 , diffusion time according to Theorem 1, Lemma 2,

Lemma A.4

t = min

{

t0(d, κ, ι, ǫ), 4,
ι2

4

}

, (95)

and embedding dimension according to Theorem 1,

m = N0(d, κ, ι, ǫ, V,
t

2
) + 1 (96)

3: Construct W and D with bandwidth h according to eq. (87).

4: Calculate first m eigenvalues and eigenfunctions {µi,n,h, ṽi,n,h}mi=1 of Ln = D−1W−I
h2 .

5: For 1 ≤ i ≤ m, calculate

N(i) = |Bh(xi) ∩ {x1, . . . , xn} |. (97)

Calculate

‖ṽ‖l2(1/p̂) =

√

√

√

√

|Sd−1|hd

d

n
∑

i=1

ṽ2(i)

N(i)
, (98)

and normalize

vi,n,h =
ṽi,n,h

‖ṽi,n,h‖l2(1/p̂)
. (99)

6: Embed xj to (t)
d+2
4

√
2(4π)

d
4

(

e−µi,n,ht/2vi,n,h(j)
)m

i=1

Output: the embedding point clouds
{

(t)
d+2
4

√
2(4π)

d
4

(

e−µi,n,ht/2vi,n,h(j)
)m

i=1

}n

i=1
⊂ R

m.

We compare this embedding with embedding in Section 2 and estimate the approximation error.

To estimate the error term, we consider the error of i-th component, for large enough n, i.e.

(
logn

n
)

1
4d+13 = h ≤ K1 min





(

min(Γm, 1)

K2 + λ
d/2+5
m

)2

,
1

(K3 + λ
(5d+7)/4
m )2



 (100)

⇐⇒ n >
1

K max





(

K2 + λ
d/2+5
K

min(ΓK , 1)

)8d+26

, (K3 + λ
(5d+7)/4
K )8d+26



 , (101)

up to a log factor.

Then we have

|e−µi,n,ht/2vi,n,h(j)− e−λit/2ei(xj)| ≤ e−µi,n,ht/2|vi,n,h(j)− ei(xj)|+ |e−µi,n,ht/2 − e−λit/2|ei(xj)

(102)

≤ |vi,n,h(j)− ei(xj)|+
t

2
|µi,n,h − λi|‖ei‖l∞ (103)

We also have

‖ei‖l∞ ≤ ‖ei‖L∞ ≤ Cλ
n−1
4

i , (104)
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where C only depends on injectivity radius and the absolute value of the sectional curvature[38],
which are compact set, thus C has a uniformly upper bound for all M ∈ M. And we have proved
λi are bounded from above for i ≤ m with fixed m. Consequently, ‖ei‖l∞ has the uniformly bound,
we denote it as CM.

Therefore,

|e−µi,n,ht/2vi,n,h(j)− e−λit/2ei(xj)| ≤ Ω2(
logn

n
)

1
8d+16 +

t

2
CMΩ1(

log n

n
)

3
8d+26 (105)

= Ω(
logn

n
)

1
8d+16 , (106)

hence

|
(

e−µi,n,ht/2ṽi,n,h(j)
)m

i=1
−
(

e−λit/2ei(xj)
)m

i=1
| ≤

√
mΩ(

logn

n
)

1
8d+16 (107)

4.1 Related Result

In this subsection, we discussed some other convergence results. In the following, we ignore the spe-
cific settings like sample size n, bandwidth h and others, we only focus on the convergence rate and
norm, when discussing the convergence, we also ignore the constant. We denote the eigenfunctions
and eigenvalues of ∆ as ei, λi and denote the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of graph laplacian as µi,
vi, here we will not specify laplacian graph and kernel function.

In [20], we have similar result, the following holds for finite k

1

n

n
∑

i=1

(vk(i)− ek(xi))
2 = O

(

(
logn

n
)

1
2d

)

, (108)

|µi − λi| = O

(

(
logn

n
)

1
2d

)

. (109)

And the author then improved the result to O
(

( logn
n )

1
d+4

)

under some other conditions in [39].

This convergence rate is much faster than we use, but the left side describe the average pointwise
error. This result has also been improved[23], they obtained the convergence result for l∞, Lipschitz

norm is O
(

( log n
n )

1
d+4

)

for specific manifold, however the constant C in their result depends on M ,

which is difficult to quantify, so it cannot be applied to the family of manifolds.

In [19], the author derived the convergence rate of eigenvalues is O
(

( log n
n )

1
d/2+2

)

, and the con-

vergence rate of eigenvectors is O
(

( log n
n )

1
d/2+3

)

under different settings, and it also includes the

results we discussed above. In[21], the convergence rate is O
(

n− 2
(5d+6)(d+6)

)

under l∞ norm, which

is a slower than result we use.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we proved that under bounded curvature, bounded from below reach, finite volume,
smoothness and regular condition on Christoffel symbols expressed by Assumption 1 - Assump-
tion 5, if the finite dimensional Diffusion Map embedding deviation from isometry is bounded, then
the smoothness, local reach and sampling density of the manifold are preserved, uniformly. And the

finite sample error is controlled by O
(

( log n
n )

1
8d+16

)

. In addition, if we can control the global reach,

we can also control the error for the estimate of tangent space.

References

[1] R. R. Coifman and S. Lafon, “Diffusion maps,” Applied and Computational Harmonic Analy-
sis, vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 5–30, 2006. Special Issue: Diffusion Maps and Wavelets.

16



[2] M. Belkin and P. Niyogi, “Laplacian eigenmaps for dimensionality reduction and data repre-
sentation,” Neural computation, vol. 15, no. 6, pp. 1373–1396, 2003.

[3] P. Bérard, G. Besson, and S. Gallot, “Embedding riemannian manifolds by their heat kernel,”
Geometric & Functional Analysis GAFA, vol. 4, pp. 373–398, 1994.

[4] J. W. Portegies, “Embeddings of riemannian manifolds with heat kernels and eigenfunctions,”
Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, vol. 69, no. 3, pp. 478–518, 2016.

[5] J. Bates, “The embedding dimension of laplacian eigenfunction maps,” Applied and Computa-
tional Harmonic Analysis, vol. 37, no. 3, pp. 516–530, 2014.

[6] S. Lafon and A. B. Lee, “Diffusion maps and coarse-graining: A unified framework for dimen-
sionality reduction, graph partitioning, and data set parameterization,” IEEE transactions on
pattern analysis and machine intelligence, vol. 28, no. 9, pp. 1393–1403, 2006.

[7] R. R. Coifman, I. G. Kevrekidis, S. Lafon, M. Maggioni, and B. Nadler, “Diffusion maps,
reduction coordinates, and low dimensional representation of stochastic systems,” Multiscale
Modeling & Simulation, vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 842–864, 2008.

[8] C. M. Arvizu and A. R. Messina, “Dimensionality reduction in transient simulations: A dif-
fusion maps approach,” IEEE Transactions on Power Delivery, vol. 31, no. 5, pp. 2379–2389,
2016.

[9] L. Haghverdi, F. Buettner, and F. J. Theis, “Diffusion maps for high-dimensional single-cell
analysis of differentiation data,” Bioinformatics, vol. 31, no. 18, pp. 2989–2998, 2015.

[10] L. Haghverdi, M. Büttner, F. A. Wolf, F. Buettner, and F. J. Theis, “Diffusion pseudotime
robustly reconstructs lineage branching,” Nature methods, vol. 13, no. 10, pp. 845–848, 2016.

[11] A. L. Ferguson, A. Z. Panagiotopoulos, I. G. Kevrekidis, and P. G. Debenedetti, “Nonlinear
dimensionality reduction in molecular simulation: The diffusion map approach,” Chemical
Physics Letters, vol. 509, no. 1-3, pp. 1–11, 2011.

[12] L. Boninsegna, G. Gobbo, F. Noé, and C. Clementi, “Investigating molecular kinetics by vari-
ationally optimized diffusion maps,” Journal of chemical theory and computation, vol. 11,
no. 12, pp. 5947–5960, 2015.

[13] P. Freeman, J. Newman, A. Lee, J. Richards, and C. Schafer, “Photometric redshift estima-
tion using spectral connectivity analysis,” Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,
vol. 398, no. 4, pp. 2012–2021, 2009.

[14] U. Von Luxburg, M. Belkin, and O. Bousquet, “Consistency of spectral clustering,” The Annals
of Statistics, pp. 555–586, 2008.

[15] M. Belkin and P. Niyogi, “Towards a theoretical foundation for laplacian-based manifold meth-
ods,” Journal of Computer and System Sciences, vol. 74, no. 8, pp. 1289–1308, 2008.

[16] E. Giné and V. Koltchinskii, “Empirical graph laplacian approximation of laplace-beltrami
operators: large sample results,” Lecture Notes-Monograph Series, pp. 238–259, 2006.

[17] D. Ting, L. Huang, and M. I. Jordan, “An analysis of the convergence of graph laplacians,”
in Proceedings of the 27th International Conference on International Conference on Machine
Learning, ICML’10, (Madison, WI, USA), p. 1079–1086, Omnipress, 2010.

[18] M. Hein, J.-Y. Audibert, and U. v. Luxburg, “Graph laplacians and their convergence on ran-
dom neighborhood graphs.,” Journal of Machine Learning Research, vol. 8, no. 6, 2007.

[19] X. Cheng and N. Wu, “Eigen-convergence of gaussian kernelized graph laplacian by mani-
fold heat interpolation,” Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis, vol. 61, pp. 132–190,
2022.

[20] N. García Trillos, M. Gerlach, M. Hein, and D. Slepčev, “Error estimates for spectral conver-
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A Appendix / supplemental material

A.1 Pushforward Density

Here we list the lemma and theorem for estimating pushforward density.

Lemma A.1. (Area Formula) If f : Rm → R
n is Lipschitzian and m ≤ n, then

∫

A

g(f(x))Jf (x)dLmx =

∫

Rn

g(y)N(f |A, y)dHmy

where A is an lebesgue measurable set, Jf (x) is the Jacobian
√

det(dxfTdxf) and g : Rn → R

and N(f |A, y) < ∞ for Hm almost all y.[40]

Theorem A.2. If P is distribution on M with density f with respect to the d-dimensional Hausdorff
measure and ϕ is a diffeomorphism, then the density g(p′) with respect to d-dimensional Hausdorff
measure of P ′ := ϕ#P is

g(p′) = f(p)/
√

det
(

πTpM ◦ dϕT
p ◦ dϕp|TpM

)

where p = ϕ−1(p′).

Proof. Let p ∈ M be a fixed point and choose r small enough such that exponential map Ψp :
TpM → R

D is an injection onto B(p, r) ∩M.

Choose A ⊂ B(p, r) ∩M, by definition of pushforward measure, we have
∫

ϕ(A)

dP ′ =

∫

A

dP =

∫

A

f(y)dHdy

Since Ψp is an injection, so N(Ψp|Ψ−1
p (A), y) = 1 for all y ∈ A and 0 otherwise. By Lemma A.1,

we have
∫

A

f(y)dHdy =

∫

Ψ−1
p (A)

f(Ψp(x))JΨp(x)dLdx

And ϕ is diffeomorphism, so h = ϕ ◦Ψp is also injective, so
∫

Ψ−1
p (A)

f(Ψp(x))JΨp (x)dLdx =

∫

Ψ−1
p (A)

f(ϕ−1(h(x)))
JΨp(h

−1(h(x)))

Jϕ◦Ψp(h
−1(h(x)))

Jϕ◦Ψp(x))dLdx

=

∫

ϕ(A)

f(ϕ−1(z))
JΨp(h

−1(z))

Jϕ◦Ψp(h
−1(z))

dHdz

Thus
∫

ϕ(A)

dP ′ =

∫

ϕ(A)

f(ϕ−1(z))
JΨp(h

−1(z))

Jϕ◦Ψp(h
−1(z))

dHdz

TpM is a subspace of RD with dimension d, so we can choose basis of TpM such that all elements

in diagonal of transformation matrix are 1. We notice that h−1(z) = Ψ−1
ϕ−1(z) ◦ ϕ−1(z) = 0, and

d0Ψp = ID + d0Np = ID is inclusion map. Thus

f(ϕ−1(z))
JΨp(h

−1(z))

Jϕ◦Ψp(h
−1(z))

= f(p)/
√

det
(

πTpM ◦ dϕT
p ◦ dϕp|TpM

)

where p = ϕ−1(z).
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A.2 Heat Kernel Estimate

Theorem A.3 (Upper Bound for The Heat Kernel). Let M be a complete manifold without boundary.
If the Ricci curvature of M is bounded from below by −κ for some constant κ ≥ 0, then for any
1 < α1 < 2 and 0 < α2 < 1, the heat kernel satisfies:

K(t, p, q) ≤ C(α2)
α1V −1/2(Bp(

√
t))V −1/2(Bq(

√
t)) exp

(

C(d)α2(α1 − 1)−1κt− d(p, q)2

(4 + α2)t

)

,

(110)

where Bx(r) is geodesic ball centered at p with radius r, C(α2) depends on α2 with C(α2) → ∞
as α2 → 0.[41]

Lemma A.4 (Estimate for Volume of Geodesic Ball). Let M be a complete manifold without bound-
ary. then for r ≤ ιM/2, we have

V ol(Bp(r)) ≥ C′(d)rd, (111)

where C′(d) = 2d−1ω(d−1)d

ddω(d)d−1 , and ω(d) = 2π
d
2

Γ( d
2 )

is the volume of the unit d-dimensional sphere [42].

Thus C′(d) =
2dΓ( d

2 )
d−1

ddΓ( d−1
2 )d

.

Theorem A.5 (Lower Bound for Heat Kernel). Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold of di-
mension d with Ricci curvature is greater than −κ(d − 1) for some κ ≥ 0. For any t, σ > 0 and
p, q ∈ M , we have

K(t, p, q) ≥ (4πt)−d/2 exp

(

−
(

1

4t
+

σ

3
√
2t

)

d(p, q)2 − β2

4
t− (

β2

4σ
+

2dσ

3
)
√
2t

)

, (112)

where β =
√
κ(d− 1).[43]

A.3 Global Reach

Lemma A.6. If d(p, q) ≤ s0 where s0 = 2
√
2τl, then p, q cannot satisfy global reach case.

Proof. If not, we assume there exists p, q ∈ M such that d(p, q) ≤ s0 and p, q satisfy global reach
case, i.e.

p+ q

2
∈ Med(M), (113)

π(
p+ q

2
) = p, q and dE(p,M) = dE(q,M) = |p− q|/2 (114)

Since d(p, q) ≤ s0, we have d(p, q) ≤ 3
2 |p, q|.

p

q

p+q
2

γ(a) = π(p+q
2 )

Figure 3: Local Estimate
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The inequality above implies the geodesic γ(s) connecting p and q must be partly inside the ball

B(p+q
2 , |p−q|

2 ), since pq is the diameter of this ball and

|γ(s)| = d(p, q) ≤ 3

2
|p− q| < π

2
|p− q|, (115)

which implies there exist a ∈ (0, s) such that

|γ(a)− p+ q

2
| < |p− q|

2
, (116)

which contradicts with ϕ(p), ϕ(q) satisfy global reach case eq. (114).
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