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ADAPTIVE ESTIMATION IN THE NONPARAMETRIC RANDOM
COEFFICIENTS BINARY CHOICE MODEL BY NEEDLET
THRESHOLDING

ERIC GAUTIER AND ERWAN LE PENNEC

ABSTRACT. In the random coefficients binary choice model, a binary variable equals
1 iff an index X T is positive. The vectors X and /3 are independent and belong to
the sphere S¢~! in R¢. We prove lower bounds on the minimax risk for estimation of
the density fg over Besov bodies where the loss is a power of the LP(S?~!) norm for
1 < p < oo. We show that a hard thresholding estimator based on a needlet expansion
with data-driven thresholds achieves these lower bounds up to logarithmic factors.

1. INTRODUCTION

Discrete choice models (see, e.g., [18]) have applications in many areas ranging from
planning of public transportation, economics of industrial organizations, evaluation of
public policies, among others. We consider the binary choice model where individuals
choose between two exclusive alternatives that we label {1, —1}, for example buying
a good or not. In a random utility framework, an individual chooses the alternative
that yields the highest utility. Assume that the utility that an individual ¢ gets from
alternative -1 has the form u_;; = zjlﬂ-% + €_1,; while the utility from alternative 1 has
the form u;; = ZL% + €1, where z_;; (resp. z1,) is a vector of d — 1 characteristics of
alternative -1 (resp. 1) for individual i where d > 2, ~; are preferences of individual i for
the characteristics, and e_;; and €;,; absorb both the usual error terms and constants.
In this model, the preferences are allowed to vary across individuals, namely they are
heterogeneous. The characteristics of the alternatives are indexed by the individuals,
for example they can be characteristics of two goods that a consumer has to choose
upon interacted with individual characteristics like age or distance. Alternatively it is
common to assume that one observes variation of the product characteristics through
multiple markets (e.g., cell phone plans in different countries) in which case a third index
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2 GAUTIER AND LE PENNEC

for the market is introduced. Individual ¢ strictly prefers 1 (y; = 1) if and only if the net
utility for 1 is positive, i.e.

(1) Ur; —U_1; = €15 —€_1;+ (Zl,i - Zfl,i)T’Yi > 0,

he is indifferent when wu;; — u_;; = 0, and he strictly prefers -1 (y; = —1) when u;,; —
u—l,i < 0 Denote now r; = (1, (2177; — Z_LZ‘)T)T/ ‘(1, (2171‘ — Z_LZ')T) ‘ and 57, = (6171' —

1Y)/ ‘(51,1‘ — €14, %-T)T’ where | - | is the Euclidean norm in R?. The denominator
in the definition of /3; is non zero because it is assumed that u;; —u_;; = 0 never occurs
since there are only two alternatives. We assume that the researcher observes (y;, z; ) for
individuals i = 1,...,n and that (8;", ;] ) are i.i.d. draws from a continuous distribution.
Denoting the population quantities as Y, Zy, Z_1, X, €1, €_1, v and 3, with X and [
random vectors in the unit sphere S~ of R, we obtain the model

(2) Y = sign (XTB)

where, for a real number a, sign(a) is 1 if a is positive, is -1 if a is negative, and it is 0 if
a = 0. This model extends the Logit, Probit or Mixed-Logit models. Like in [3, 4, 8, 11]
among others, we consider a nonparametric specification of the joint distribution of .

We maintain the following restrictions on the joint distribution of (37, X ") and relax
(A2.3) at the end of section 5.

Assumption 1. (A1.1) X and  are independent,
(A1.2) X and 8 have densities fx and fg with respect to the spherical measure o.

Assumption 2. (42.1) fs(z)fs(—x) =0 for a.e. x in S¥71,

(A2.2) The support of X, denoted by supp(fx), is H™ = {x € S 1 : x, > 0},

(A2.8) fx is known and we have Ax d:ef||fX||Loo(H+) < o0 and Bx & 11/ fx|lLeecar+y < oo.

Under assumption 1, fj is solution of the ill-posed inverse problem: for a.e. x € H™

(3) EYIX =a] = [ sign (¢7y) fo(y)do(y) & Kfs(a)

The operator K in (3) is a convolution on S

The identification problem in this model stems from the fact that: (1) the distribution
of the observed data only characterizes K fz on supp( fx) which is a proper subset of S~
and (2) K has an infinite dimensional null space. The support of X can only be as large
as HT because the first coordinate of X is positive (i.e. we allow the term €;; —e_y; in
(1)). Condition (A2.2) requires that the support of Z; — Z_; is R% This is demanding
but we do not restrict dependence in the vector (e —e_y,y") or its tails. It is important
to avoid restricting the dependence between the coordinates of (e; — €_1,7") since they
can be functions of a deep heterogeneity parameter (e.g., the type of a consumer). Tail
assumptions on unobservables (see, e.g., [1]) are problematic since they are impossible to
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test. In [3, 11], it is assumed that there exists n (unknown) in S¢~! such that P(n' 3 >
0) = 1. Tt implies that for some difference of the characteristics, or taking a limit of
these, everyone chooses the same alternative. In contrast, (A2.1) does not restrict the
support of 5 and does not imply "unselected samples".

Estimation of f5 in (3) is related to statistical deconvolution on S*! (see, e.g., [10, 13,

]). However, the left-hand side of (3) is not a density but a regression function where
the regressors are random and supported on a subset of S¥~! and the convolution is not
injective. [3] provides a straightforward to compute estimator, rates of convergence for
the LP-losses for 1 < p < oo, and confidence sets. This paper extends [%] by providing
lower bounds on the minimax risk where the degree of integrability in the loss - specified
by the statistician - can differ from the degree of integrability of the smoothness ellipsoid
containing the unknown f3, giving rise to sparse and dense regimes. We show that the
estimator in [¢] is a plug-in of a linear needlet estimator. Needlets have been successfully
used in statistics in [2, 14, 15]. We show that working in high-dimension and replacing
the linear estimator by a nonlinear estimator based on hard thresholding achieves the
bounds, up to a logarithmic factor. We also contribute to the literature on estimation
using needlets by providing data-driven thresholds (similar in spirit to [5] for density
estimation using the Dantzig selector). Proofs are given in the appendix.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We use the notation x Ay and x Vy for the minimum and the maximum between x and
y. We write © < y when there exists ¢ such that x < ¢y, z 2 y when there exists ¢ such
that x > cy, and z ~ y when < y and = 2 y. We denote by |A| and 14 the cardinal
and indicator of the set A, by N the nonnegative integers, by N* the positive integers,
by a.e. almost every, and by a.s. almost surely. We denote for 1 < p < oo by || - ||
the ¢P-norm of a vector, by || - ||, the usual norm on the space L?(S? ') of p integrable
real-valued functions with respect to the spherical measure o. We write LE;(S¢!) (resp.
L2, (S¥71)) the closure in LP(S?1) of continuous functions on S~! which are odd (i.e.
for every # € S*1, f(—z) = —f(x)) (resp. even). Every f € LP(S?1) can be uniquely
decomposed as the sum of an odd and even function f~ and f* in L?(S%"!). The space
L2(S91) is a Hilbert space with the scalar product { , ) derived from the norm, there

f~ and f7* are orthogonal. D is the set of densities and v(d) o d/2 is the degree of
ill-posedness of the inverse problem.

2.1. Harmonic analysis. The basic element is the orthogonal decomposition L2(S?~!) =

Dren HE where H*? are the eigenspaces of the Laplacian A on S?~1, corresponding to

the eigenvalues —( 4 where (4 d:efk(k—i—d—Q), of dimension L(k, d) & (2k+d—2)(k+d—

2)!/(k!(d—2)!(k+d—2)). The space H*? is spanned by an orthonormal basis (hk,l)f:(]f’d)
and H% by 1. We also have L2 j4(S%!) = @,cny H* T4 and L2 (ST!) = @ ,cn H*4.

even
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The projector Ly 4 onto H*? is the operator with kernel

L(k, d)

L(kd
4 Lia(z - ’ PMD (2T
(4) ka(,y) z:: O'(Sd_l)P:(d)(l) k ( y)

where u(d) = (d — 1)/2, the surface of S*! is o(S*') = 27%2/I'(d/2), and C} are
the Gegenbauer polynomials. The Gegenbauer polynomials, defined for y > —1/2, are
orthogonal in the space of square integrable functions on [—1,1] with measure (1 —
t2)=12dt. We have Py'(t) = 1, P{'(t) = 2ut for u # 0, P’(t) = 2t, and for every k € N
(5) (k+2)Plo(t) = 2(n+ k+ 1tPL (1) — 2+ k)P ().

Clearly, for f € L?(S?1), we have f = Y32, Ly qf and, due to (4),

Likd) Lk.d
(6) Vo € ST || Lpa(z, )3 = Z | (2 0(<Sd—1))‘

Powers (—A)® f for s € R and f in a Banach space F; are defined in a Banach space

Es when Ly 4f is defined in Fy and (—A)° f = def >rzo Cialraf converges in Ey. The best
approximation in L"(S?!) of a function f by harmonics of degree less or equal to m is

Bulf)e=, ot I =PI,

k= O

Definition 3. For s >0 and 1 <r < oo, f belongs to the Sobolev space W*(S4~1) if
1£lles = 11l + | (=2)72 £ < o0.
We denote by W _,4(S?71) the restriction of W2(S?1) to odd functions.

Definition 4. For s > 0, 1 <r < o0, and 0 < q < oo, f belongs to the Besov space
By, (™) if

/]

B, = Ifll-+ H(QJ’SEQj(f)T)

JEN||pq

2.2. The operator.

Proposition 5. The operator K satisfies the following properties:
(P1.1) For every f € LY(S41), Kf = K(f7),

(P1.2) If Kf = Kg with f,g € LL4(S*1Y) then g = f,

(P1.3) For every 1 <r < oo,

WY v(d)—|1/r—1/2|(d— 2)<Sd 1) C K(Lgdd(Sd 1)) C W:(gldgll/r 1/2|(d-2) (Sd 1)

r odd

where the exponents v(d) £ |1/r — 1/2|(d — 2) cannot be improved,



(P1.4) For every 1 <r < oo, there exists B(d,r) such that

K
(7) VK €N, vPe @ H™, |K'P||, < B(d,r)K"Y|P|,.
k=0
k odd

Moreover, K is a self-adjoint and compact operator on L2(S41) with null space L2, (S*1),
nonzero eigenvalues (Aapi1.4)pen corresponding to the eigenspaces H**4 for p € N

2|87?] 2(=1)"|S*?1-3--- (2p— 1)
d—1" (d—1)(d+1)---(d+2p—1)
For every d € N\ {1}, for every p € N, there ezists cx(d), Cx(d) > 0 such that
(8) MDD < Pagpyral < Ca(d)p™?.

AMd= Vp e N* Appi1a =

K is a homeomorphism between 1.2,4(S*!) and Wg(zdd(Sd”).

Proposition 5 implies that every R € VV2 Odd(Sd_l) has a unique inverse given by

L(k,d)
(9) K R =Y L LaB=3Y S (Rh)he.

k odd Ak d k odd )‘k,d =1

2.3. Needlets. Smoothed projection operators (see [8]) have good approximation prop-
erties in all L?(S%"!) spaces and are uniformly bounded from LP(S?1) to L?(S?"!). One
such operator, the delayed means, is the integral operator with kernel

(10) K0 3 () bt

k=0

where J is an integer, a is a C* and decreasing function on [0, c0) supported on [0, 2]
such that, for every 0 < ¢ < 2,0 < a(t) < 1 and, for every 0 <t < 1, a(t) = 1. The
delayed means operator exhibits nearly exponential localization (see theorem 2.2 in [21])
and is a building block for the construction of needlets.

Define b such that b?(t) = a (t) — a(2t) for ¢t > 0. Tt is nonzero only when 1/2 <t < 2,

satisfies b(t) +b*(2t) = 1 for 1/2 <t < 1 and thus for every ¢ > 1, 332, b° ( ) =1, also

b(t) = a(t) for 1 <t < 2. Take a such that b is bounded away from 0 on 3/5 <t < 5/3.
The second ingredient for the construction of needlets is a quadrature formula (corol-
lary 2.9 of [21]) with positive weights (w(7, 5)2)56% and nodes ¢ € Z; which integrates

functions in EB?ZO H* and satisfy, for a constant Cz which depends on d,
VjieN, VEeE;, Cz'2@D <5, < 027D
C='27 0D < w(j €) < C=277 D2,



6 GAUTIER AND LE PENNEC

Needlets are defined as

(11) ie(w) B w(j,€) Zb<2j )Lk,d(g,x) ifjeN, €5,
k=0
(12) Yo () Loal€, x).

For j =0, ¥ ¢(x) is constant and = is a singleton.
The LP-norms of the needlets satisfy, for a constant C,, that can depend on d,

: =, O—l9id=D/2-1/p) < ||y || < ) 2i(d=D(1/2=1/p)
(13) VjieN, Ve €5y, C)'2 [¥jellp < Cp2 .

If f e LP(S™!) for 1 < p < oo, then f = Y20 Y ees, (f,Vje)¥se. The needlets form a
tight frame, this means that for f € L%(S%" 1)

=3 X 10 el

j=0£€E;

Needlets do not form a basis and there is redundancy. Lemma 6 (see [2]) relates LP(S¢1)
norms at level j to /Z norms of needlet coefficients. Constants may depend on d.

Lemma 6. (i) For every 1 < p < oo, there exists a constant C,, such that for every
7 € Nand (ﬁg)gegj € R

(14) < N ||(8), ||

Z 5€¢J£

==

Y

p

(i) There exists a constant ca such that for every j € N there exists A; C =; with
|A4;] > 42741 such that for every 1 < p < oo, there exists a constant Cp,A such
that for every j € N and (B¢)eca; € R4

(15) > ¢, AQJ(d 1(1/2=1/p)

Z B§¢J§ H B§ ECA;

£EA;

p
(#ii) For every 1 < p < oo, there exists a constant C) such that for every j € N

1/p
(16) (Z 1v¢ %',5>|p) YDA < G| £,
EEE;
Needlets are such that (see [21]), for all function @ in the definition of the smoothed

projection operators, the norm |H|gs defining the Besov spaces is equivalent to
q

b = H(Qj(er(d—l)(1/2—1/r)) H<<f’ Wie))

The ball of radius M for this norm is denoted by B; (M).

£E€E; zr>jeN

Z‘I‘



Recall the following consequence of the proof of the continuous embeddings in [2].

Lemma 7. (i) If p <r < oo, then we have B; (M) C B, ( é/P—l/rM)’
(70) Ifs > (d=1)(1/r=1/p) andr < p < oo, then we have B} (M) C B;;J(dfl)(l/rfl/p)(M%
(wii) If f € B}, (M) and (6j7§>665j7j€N are its needlet coefficients, then there exists
(Dj)jeN < RN such that H(Dj)jENHEq S M and

(17) Vz>1, VjeN, Z |5j7§|z < Cé—(Z/\T)/TD;2—jz(s+(d—1)(1/2—1/(zAr)))‘

£EE;

Finally recall that, when f € B;  with s > (d —1)/r, then f is continuous.

3. IDENTIFICATION OF f3

Let us present the arguments for the identification of fz. Proposition 5 (P1.1) implies
that Kfs = KCfs is odd. Thus under (A2.2) we can define the odd function R as

E[Y|X = z] for a.e. z € HT

(18) R(z) = { —E[Y|X = —z] forae z€ —H"

and we have, for a.e. x € S*!', R(z) = Kf5 (x). Uniqueness of f; follows from (P1.2).
Using that, for a.e. z € S*', fg(x) > 0, we conclude that f5 (z) = (fs(x) — fs(—x))/2,
and condition (A2.1), that, for a.e. x € S*!, we have

(19) Fal) = 205 (001 (o

In this paper we normalize the vectors of random coefficients and covariates to have
unit norm. Indeed, since only the sign of the net utility (1) matters for choosing between
1 and -1 and the index is linear, a scale normalization of (e; —e_1,~") is in order. Let us
compare with the normalization in [7]. It is based on the following assumption, which is
stronger than the condition in [11] that the support of 3 is a subset of some (unknown)
hemisphere, which itself is stronger than (A2.1).

(H): a.s. there exists j € {1,...,d}, the coordinate 7; of v has a sign (excluding 0).

assumption (H) is likely to hold when Z;; and Z_;; are cost factors, since consumers
dislike an increase in cost. If (H) holds we can identify for which index j v; has a sign
since it amounts to finding for which coordinate z; of z z; — E[Y|Z; — Z_; = 2] is
(globally) monotone. We can identify the sign of the coefficient by assessing whether the
function is increasing (positive) or decreasing (negative). If 7; > 0 then we normalize
the vector of coefficients by dividing by ;. If 7; < 0 we change the sign of Z1; — Z_4;
to make it positive. A potential issue with this normalization is that if 3; can take
small values then estimators could differ in finite samples depending on which coefficient
is used for normalization. Also, monotonicity in one regressor of the conditional mean
function implies a type of weak monotonicity (in the sense used to identify treatment
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effects, see, e.g., [7]) at the individual level as we now explain. Assuming that ~; > 0,
z21;—%-1; = zforalli = 1,...,n, and that we change z; to z§ > z; while leaving unchanged
(€1,—€_15,7; ) (the characteristics of the individuals) and the other components of z, then
some people do not change their decision and some chose alternative 1 while originally
they had chosen alternative -1, but no one changes from alternative 1 to alternative -1.
Monotonicity of the conditional mean function implies monotonicity for every individual.
This is sometimes not a realistic model of individuals making choices. Clearly (A2.1)
allows both individuals to switch from 1 to -1 and individuals to switch from -1 to 1 after
similar changes in z (or ). On the other hand, if (H) holds then (A2.2) can be relaxed
and we can consider an index which is nonlinear in X (c.f. [7]).

4. LOWER BOUNDS
We take 1 < p,r <o00,0<qg<o00,2z>1,and s > 0, and consider the minimax risk
Rt oy E|fi-f
fs fs€By(M)ND
where the infimum is over all estimators based on the i.i.d. sample of size n. The degree
of integrability 7 in the smoothness class B; (M) is allowed to differ from the degree of
integrability p in the loss function. We distinguish two zones for s, r, ¢, d, and p:
(1) the dense zone where s > p (v(d) + (d — 1)/2) (1/r — 1/p) with the restriction g < r
if s=p(v(d)+(d—1)/2)(1/r —1/p), where the rate involves
praense(d, .7, 8) 5/ (5 4+ v(d) + (d = 1)/2),
(2) the sparse zone where (d —1)/r < s < p(v(d)+ (d—1)/2) (1/r — 1/p), where the
rate involves
def
fisparse(d, 1, 8) = (s = (d = 1)(1/r = 1/p)) /(s + v(d) — (d = 1)(1/r — 1/2)).
Theorem 8. (i) In the dense zone we have

1 ) Hdense(dvp,rus)z

vV nAX

z
p

Y

(20> R:; 2 Cdense (
(#@) In the sparse zone we have

s arse(d, 7T73)Z
In(nAx) ) Prpmne P

21 R, > Csparse
( ) n—cp ( TLAX

where the constants Cdense aNA Csparse depend on d, M, p, r, s and z.

The values of ftgense and fisparse depend on d through the dimension of S?=1. This is the
usual curse of dimensionality in nonparametric regression or density estimation. They
also depend on d through the degree of ill-posedness v(d) = d/2 of the inverse problem.



5. ADAPTIVE ESTIMATION BY NEEDLET THRESHOLDING

Consider the estimator 3‘; =2f5 1F>0 where f5 is an estimator of f5.
5

5.1. Smoothed projections and linear needlet estimators. A smoothed projection
estimator of fz with kernel (10), window a, and J € N, is given for z € S*! by

k
—~a,J al\s7 ) —
7o - 3 YO
k odd “‘k.d

with the unbiased estimator of Ly 4R(z) (see lemma 10): m(m) = 0 if k is even, else

— 2 & yilgalx;, x)
P T )

Alternatively we can estimate f; using the needlet frame with smoothing window a.
The coefficients 37, = (f;, ;) are such that

e =w(.&) Db (;J (f5 Lra(§: "))

k odd

20—1

i 3 ) |
w(j,€) Y. (LiaR, Lia(&,-))

k odd )‘kvd

. ()
=w(G ) 2 = L),
“kodd k,d
2172 <k<2d

. a —~a,J .
Using that a (2%) = 1for k =0,...,2 and denoting by [z T E [fﬁ }, we obtain
that, for 1 < j < J, 8, = <f§a’J, ¢jyg>, which can be estimated without bias by

-~ b % EaaaS 1 PR
=0 ¥ Mg @ (55" wie)

k odd )‘k,d

Moreover, for z € S¢1,
2 N b (WL*J 7T D k
Cbie(r) =w(i. O | D2 ﬁLk,dR(ﬁ) (Zb (231> Lk,d(§>x)>
k odd ; ke

belongs to @Y H kd thus by the quadrature formula
k=0

_ 0 () —
Y Bietelx) = > ———=LyqR(x).

£€E; k odd )‘k,d
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.. J Sa —aJ-1
This yields >75_ Yeez, Bictie = [f5 , indeed

J R J R aJ
Z Z Bi e = Z Z 5}1,5%',5 (due to (A1) and because fs s odd)

J=0¢€eg; J=1&€E;
2
A2) 1 b (2] 1) _—
= ol Y LR
1<k<2/-1 "kd 2 -1<p<9/ k.d
k odd k odd

k
(A3) 1 —— a (2‘171) —
= Z 7)\ kadR + Z - Lk7dR
1<k<2/—1 ‘kd 2 -1<p<9d k.d
k odd k odd

where (/\y) uses that for 1/2 <t < 1, b*(t) + b*(2t) = 1, while (A3) that b*(t) = a (t)
for 1 <t < 2. Thus, the smoothed projection and needlet estimators coincide.

5.2. Nonlinear estimator with data-driven thresholds. Consider instead, fory > 1
and pr,, () = 21451, , the nonlinear estimator of fj:

ZZP (]f)wjg

J=0£€eE;

It is classical that the optimal choice of J for linear estimators depends on the parameters
of the smoothness ellipsoid. In contrast, using a thresholded estimator allows to take J
large and independent of the parameters. Thresholding induces additional bias compared
to linear estimators which allows to reduce the variance incurred by taking .J large.
The level of thresholding should depend on the size of the coefficients relative to their
variance. This variance is proportional to 1/4/n so that the level of the threshold do
not have to depend on the smoothness of the unknown function. Instead of using a
conservative upper bound on their variance, as is usually the case in estimation using
wavelets, we use data-driven levels of thresholding. These provide better estimators in
small samples. Lemma 14 gives a theoretical guarantee that the performance is almost
as good as that of an oracle which would known the variance of the estimators of the
coefficients. The data-driven thresholding rule uses that ng = %Z?:l Ge(z,y;) with

b (%) Lk,d('xia f)

fx(fvz) Kodd e

22) Gieleo ) 223 w(5,8)

Define the estimator of the variance by

n i—1
~ def 2
(23) Oj¢ = \J n N 1 Z Z 7€ x'w yz Gjaf(xk7 yk)) ;
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t, = y/logn/n, and the data-driven thresholds

def o /m—, ~ 28 ~vlogn

where M, ¢ is an upper bound on the sup-norm over H* x{£1} of G ¢(z,y)—E [G;¢(X,Y)] =
Gjelz,y) — B¢ (e.9., 2||Gjgllo). For example, using (13) and proposition 5, we get

(24)  2)Gello < 2|7 (w5) | Bx < 20 B(d, c0)2@+a-12 gy &g,

The second term in T}, , controls the error in estimating the threshold.

Theorem 9. For J such that 2/¢@+d=D/2BY2 ~ =1 Ar > 0 and s > (d—1)/r,
(i) If z> 1 and v > z/2 + 1, we have

(25) sup E H]/”;W - fBHZ < é&(d, 00,1, 5,7)(logn)* tM" (Bth)“Spme(d’oo’T’s)z
fs€B; (M)ND o

(i) If p < 0o and v > p/2, we have

(26) swp  E|f5" — g5 < @ldop.ros, ) (logn)? M (Byt, ) rer
5B (M) v

where (d,p,7,8) = fidense(d, p,7,8), @ = 1 in the dense zone while p(d,p,r,s) =

Usparse(d, p, 7, 8), @ > p”s(i);é;l:(li(_ll/)ﬁ/lﬁﬁv/;g) is arbitrary in the sparse zome, and

é(d,p,r,s,7) is a constant which depends on d,p,r,s, and 7.

Consider now the case where fx is unknown but we have at our disposal an estimator

—

fx obtained with an auxiliary data set. Theorem 9 holds on the event

stu(d—1)(1/n—1/7)
‘];X -1 < c¢(Bxt,) @Dz .
fx L (H+)
if the expectations are conditional on the auxiliary data, By = ||1/J/”)\(||Loo(H+), fx is

replaced by fx in (22) and (23), # > 1 and ¢ € R are arbitrary. The probability of this
event is close to 1 for large sets of fy where fx is small on a small subset of the sphere
(possibly unbounded from below) and is smooth enough. A more general result is proved
in the first version of this paper on arXiv (see also [3]).

6. SIMULATION STUDY

We study the performance of the estimator when d = 3, n = 3000, 5000, 10000, and X
is uniform on H*. We use of the Von Mises-Fisher distribution vMF(u, k) with density

, _ T
1B ) = e exp (s )
with respect to o. We take = (31, By, |B~3|) in the cases:
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e 3 follows a vMF(u, k) distribution where = (00 1)7 and s = 10.

e 3 follows a mixture A\VMF (su1, &)+ (1—A)vMF (2, &), where 1y = (27/20271/2)T,

py = (=27Y2027Y)T =10 and A = 0.3.
We use the cubature defined in spherical coordinates as a product of the Gauss-Legendre
quadrature with m nodes and trapezoid rule with 2m subdivisions (see [1]). The resulting
cubature has 2m? nodes and integrates exactly all polynomials on the sphere up to degree
Figure 1 displays the distribution of

2m — 1. We take the same function a as in [2].

estimates based on a Monte-Carlo experiments with 1000 replications and n = 10000.
We plot the the Lambert equal-area projection on the disk which is defined (see |

sin 6 cos ¢, sin @ sin ¢, cos §) ' — 2sin Q cos ¢, sin @) .
2

Table 1 displays the risk, approximated using Monte-Carlo and 1000 replications.

Unimodal Mixture
Rik % 13000 5000 10000 | 3000 5000 10000
]EHﬁ;—fﬁu 0.521 0.429 0.330 || 0.592 0.478 0.364
E \fﬁ_fﬁ\z 0.091 0.061 0.035 || 0.101 0.064 0.036
E || fs- s [i 0.006 0.002 0.001 || 0.006 0.002 0.001
E fﬁ_fﬂ\oo 0.394 0.326 0.266 || 0.387 0.305 0.234

7.1. A preliminary lemma.

TABLE 1. Risk.

7. APPENDIX

Lemma 10. The following equality holds for every g € L2(S¢1).

(R,g) = QE[

Proof. The result is based on the following
(because R is odd)

fx(x)do(z)

(R,9) =(R,g")
_, [ By (2)
a+  fx(x)
R(X)g™ (X)

:21@[

fx(X)

Yg(X)l
fx(X) |



(A) True density (B) Mean of estimates

(E) True density (F) Mean of estimates

0.4 =08

03

0.2 o o 0.
) 05 n , 08
By - 5

0.1 22 1

(G) 5% quantile of estimates (H) 95% quantile of estimates

FIGURE 1. True density and distribution of the estimates.

13
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ElY|X]|g~ (X
- [HY Pl 0] -
fx(X)
7.2. Proof of proposition 5. The operator K is related to the Hemispherical transform
(see [3, 22]) defined for f € L1(S?*!) and a.e. z € S¥1 by
ef

HN@ Y [ Lo )do(y),

through
Kf=2H(H) = [, Fw)doly).

(P1.1) is a consequence of the fact that y — zTy € L,(S4). (P1.2) follows from
theorem 2 (ii), and (P1.3) follows from theorem C in [22]. The second part of the

proposition together with (P1.4) are consequences of the properties of H detailed in [5].
The inequalities (8) correspond to lemma A.2. Note however that there is a typo in the
proof and we should read 1.3...(2p — 1) < p~'/22.4...(2p) but the result still holds.

7.3. Proof of theorem 8. Start by noting that for every j € N and £ € &,
Sd-1 %,f(x)dx = W(j, f)b(O) = C«J(j7 5)(@(0) - CL(O)) =0.
This implies that the functions f,, that we introduce below integrate to 1.

7.3.1. Proof of the lower bound in the dense zone. Consider the family (P,,)M,, where
M € N*| of distributions of an i.i.d. sample of (Y, X) of size n when fz = f,, and
the density of X is fx. These probabilities are absolutely continuous with respect to
the product of 4; + 0_; where 0, denotes the Dirac mass at y and 0. Take j € N,
fo=1/0(S* 1), and consider the set A; from lemma 6 (ii). By the Varshamov-Guilbert
bound (lemma 2.9 in [23]) there exists Q C {0,1}% containing (0,...,0) such that

Q| = 24178 and V(w;,ws) € Q2 [Jwy — walln > |A;]/8. Enumerate the elements of
from 0 (corresponding to the zero vector) to M Lof 2] — 1 and define

def
fm S fo+7 D wethje

§EA;

when (we)eeq, is the mth element of 2 and v = CCE_I/TMQ*j(S+(d*1)/2) for 0 < ¢ < 1 such
that all f,, are nonnegative. We now use the following result (see theorem 2.5 in [23]).

Lemma 11. If for 0 < a < 1/8 we have:
(7)) fm € By, (M)ND form=0,..., M,
(W) VO<m<I<M, |fm—filph>2h>0,
(“Z) ﬁzle K(PWUPO) < OélIl(M),
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then for every z > 1

: —~ . VM 2
(27) inf sup EHfﬁ — fﬂHP > h Vi (1 — 20 — ln(/O\é/l)>'

fs fpeB?(M)ND
Start by checking (i) in lemma 11. It is enough to show that f,, € B; (M). Indeed,
1/r .
/ < C’é/TQJ(d*U/’", we obtain

for r > 1 and w € €, we have H(Wﬁ)geAj o < H((’%)&EAJ‘ o0

,yzj(s+(d71)(1/2fl/r)) H(wg) < ,Ycé/rzj(sﬂd—l)/z) < M.

E€Aj|gr

Lemma 6 (ii) now yields that for every 1 <p <oocand 0 <m <l <M
g _ CA g l/p
Hfm - fl”p > ”ch,A2](d D/2-1/p) <82j(d 1)> = 2h.

1 .
Thus (ii) in lemma 11 with h = ¢, 4 (%‘) v cCgl/rMQ_Js_l.
By independence, the Kullback-Leibler divergence between P, and Fy is given by

o (2E100) 4 g (LY

Using that, for x > 0, In(x) < 2 — 1, we obtain

H(fm_fo)(X)Q ]
H(fo)(X) (1 = H(fo)(X))

K(P,,Py) =nE

K(Pp, Py) < nE

and thus
K (P, Py) < 4nAx M (fm — fo)ll5

< 4nAxN g | o — folls

where the last display comes from the fact that f,, — fo € @asy1<p<oire_1 H*%. From (8)
we get

K (P, Fy) < 4C\(d)*nAx 227 | frn — foH;

which yields using lemma 6 (i)
2

K(Pn, Py) < (2Cx(d)Cyy)* nAx 22V H(Wﬁ)geAj P

< O\DC) nAx2 P [(we)ge,
Cly)? CznAx29(@-1=2v(d)
CheM)? CL 2 nAx 2 2(sH(@)

gl
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Condition (iii) of lemma 11 is satisfied once

2
25 (Cy(d)CheM) C:Q/rnAX2—2j(s+l/(d)+(d—1)/2) <a< 1
In(2) = B 8

For a < 1/8, the lower bound (27) yields that

1/p 1/ el N 3 1
T e R G R ey (4W)

1 Ca 1/p -1 T‘M : —jsz
22<CP’A<8> g )

where the inequality leading to the second display holds when In(M) > 4, for example
for j(d —1) > In(5/caln(2))/1In(2). Now (28) is satisfied for

o, In (28 (C(d)CyeM)? C2*"'nAx [ In(2))
J 2 Jo 210(2)(s + v(d) + (d—1)/2)

(28)

which implies the lower bound

inf  sup ]EHfg—ng

fs f3€B3 (M

> —9o/p —dense (d,p,7,8)z/2
> L. <Q4>1/p o apyt) (2 (Cad)CheM)’ C2* Ay pocsse(dpre)e]
=2\ \8 = In(2) '

7.3.2. Proof of the lower bound in the sparse zone. In this proof we consider asymp-
totic orders for simplicity. The various constants can be obtained like in Section 7.3.1.
Consider the hypotheses

1
Jm = m + V)t

where &, € A; and |y| < 277@-Y/2 to ensure the functions are positive. The constant
is adjusted so that for one of the f,, that we denote fy, Vo € HT, 'H(f(;)(a:)‘ < @
with ¢, € (0, 3). The function f,, also integrate to 1. We denote by M the cardinality
of A; (M ~ 2/@=D) " P, the distributions of an ii.d. sample of (Y, X) of size n when
fs = fm and for a given fx, and A(P,,, Fy) the likelihood ratio. Recall that K(FP,,, ) =
Ep,, [A(P, Py)]. We make use of the following lemma from [17].

Lemma 12. If for 7y > 0 and M € N* the following three condition hold

(i) fm € B, (M)ND form=1,...,. M,
(i5) Ym # 1, || fm — fill, > 2h >0,
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(@i) Vm = 1,..., M, AN(Py, P,,) = exp(z]" —v"), where 27" are random variables and
v constants such that P(z]" > 0) > my and exp (supmzle UZL”) <M,
then
o~ z h—=*
Ve>1 inf  sup  E|fs—fof > 2”0.
P

fs fs€B(M)ND

Item (i) is satisfied when |y| < M279(6=(=D1/7=1/2) " This is more restrictive than the
condition to ensure positivity because we assume that s > (d —1)/r. Thus, now we take
v = 2cM2-3(s=(d=D)A/r=1/2) for a well chosen constant c.
The constant A in (ii) is obtained as follows, if m # m/,

| fin — fm’”p = 7”¢j7§m - wj,ém/ Hp
> e, A2j(d—1)(1/2—1/p)
> 9c M9 —i(s=(d=1)(1/r=1/p))

Let us now consider item (iii), we obtain
P,, (log (A(Po, P)) > —j(d —1)log2) > 1 — P, (Jlog (A(Py, P))| > j(d —1)log2)

|
Ep,, [[log (A(Fy, Pn))]]
z1- j(d—1)log2

Thus, condition (iii) is satisfied when
Ep,, [llog (A(Fo, Prn))|] < aj(d —1)log 2

for a« € (0,1). The same computations as in the beginning of Section 5.1 yield that we
need to impose n2-%"(4~2 < 5 thus

Ayn2-2(Hrd)—(@d-1(1/r-1/2) < ;.

The desired rate is obtained by taking

1

. nAx 2(s+v(d)—(d-1)(1/r=1/2))

2~ — .
IOg (’I’Z,Ax)

7.4. Comparison between Besov ellipsoids of a function and its odd part.

Lemma 13. For 0 < s,q < oo and 1 < r < 0o, there exists a constant ceq that can
depend on d such that, for every f € By, [|f~|Is, < ceqllf]

r,q°
Proof. In definition 4 every f € B: (S?') has same norm as # — f(—=x), thus by the
triangle inequality || /| gﬁq < |If]

s
BT#I

g‘ﬁq. We conclude by equivalence of the norms 0
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7.5. A general inequality. We make use of the constants ¢; , and ¢y, such that
(29) / 27 e dr < 1877
R+
(30) / i lem T dr < czza_z/Q.
R+
Lemma 14. For every T, v, 2z > 1 and

s,++ ~ ’ylogndef s,+
T]{’y > 3V 2,05 ¢ + 26M, ¢ 1 ij'y’

the two following inequalities hold:
when p = 00,

(|5 - 5]
<5 = 5+ 0+ 0oz

—Jf’Y 73,6y

anoonZQJ(d Derz (sup ‘635’ 1| |<Tett +E [SUP ‘Bgﬁ Jaﬁr 1|ﬁ;{5|>Té ++1>

40z

n”

z

+

Z 2j(d71)(z/2+1)
=0 ==

z

. (CE4> 1-1/7 <\/1%B)1(/22Jz(u(d)+(d_1)/2)> 2J(d—1)(1—1/7)bn700727j77_}

ny

where

noozg = 1+ <\/,y120W>Z (2 + (log (CEZJ(d—l)CZZ))Z/?)
" (71§g n) (2 T (10g (CEzj(d_l)Cl,z))Z)

b (2v2C2B(d,2))” (21/T + (log (C=2’ <d—1>cQ,ZT))Z/2>
n,00,2,J,7 — 1 — 2—(zv(d)+(d-1)(2/2+1-1/T))

. (BCB(d,0)/3)" (2 + (log (C=2"4 ey, ) ) ) (2J<d-1> BX)Zm |

1 — 2—(v(d)+(d-1)(z+1-1/7)) n

while when 1 < p < 00,

e |7 - 5]
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<™ = g3l + gy

J
An,p,z,J Z 2j(d_1)(z/2—z/(p\/z)) Z <

=0 £eE;

ZZJd 1)z(1/2—1/(pVvz)

g gerzs +E e = 8l 11y )

3,6y

e“]
2271/7 1/29J(v(d)+(d=1)/2) ’ J(d=1)(1-2/(pV=2))
O \/_B 2 2 bn,p,z,J,T}
where
Vgl \T (2l )
Anp,z,J = 142 — + .
Vylogn ~vlogn
1/(z7 2 (z1 .
) _ ( Q/z(T Cy,B (d,2)> (% )C.B(d, OO)) 2J(d—1)B /2
np2 T = T o () H(d-1)(z/211-2/(V2) | ] _ 2-(z () @Dt/ \ g X -

The inequalities of lemma 14 are similar to oracle inequalities, for a well chosen J
depending on n (see theorem 9), where the oracle estimates Bi¢ if and only if the error
made by estimating this coefficient is smaller than the one made by discarding it. This
oracle strategy would lead to a quantity of the form

z -~ z
1 ~ z9\1/2 + E /BQ - a 1 ~ z\1/2z .
|56 |< (BI85 53] ]) e =5 | |95¢1> (E[155-85¢] 1)
. ) . . = 21\ 1/2
Proving such an oracle inequality would require to lower bound (E [ e — Bie D . In

o |7 1/z

e — D is replaced by 77",
we call this term a quasi-oracle term. The remaining terms can be made as small as we
want by taking v large enough. The last term corresponds to the approximation error.
Upper bounds of these types, uniform on Besov ellipsoids, yield an approximation error
which can be expressed in terms of the regularity of the Besov class and is uniformly
small for J large enough and allows to treat the bias/variance trade-off in the quasi-oracle
term uniformly over the ellipsoid.

the inequalities of lemma 14 the ideal quantity (E [ Ba To

7.6. Proof of lemma 14.

7.6.1. Preliminaries. Recall from the proof of theorem 4.1 in [3] that for every 1 < p < oo

5 = gl <2| 5" - 55
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and that, for 1 < z < oo, we have

TP _l1? 21 WP —a,J z —a,J —1I7
(3) 5 - sl < (|57 - 57|+ I - 551

The first term corresponds to the error in the high dimensional space while the second
term corresponds to the approximation error. Let us start by studying the first term.
Lemma 6 (i) yields

: J ’
TSP 7(L,J z—1 na a
Hfﬁ - f,@ < (J + 1) Z Z (ij,m (ﬁj,é) - Jlé) ¢j,§
p 7=0 EEE]' p
3 (d-1)=(1/2-1/p) 3 -
z—1 1zeyj(d—1)z(1/2—1 a a
<(J+1) Z;)Cp 2 g HpTy,s,v (ﬁj,é) Ay
j:
Thus for p = co we have
. J
To®P —a,J 2— z0j(d—1)z aa a |?
Hfﬁ - f,@ < (J + 1) 1204023(d R sup ’ij,m (Bjé) A
p 7=0 fe-:j
while for p < oo we have
. J
a.p _a,J 2—1 vz 2] (pAZ)—1 i(d—1)2(1/2—1/(pVz na a |?
Hfﬁ - fﬁ ) < (J‘i“ 1) C;/J Cz 8 2%2]( 2= vz gz ’ij,m (Bj{) Mg
Jj= €5

the last inequality is obtained using that, when p > z, we have

z/p
(Z |bdp) <3 bl

§EE; EEE;

and by the Holder inequality, when p < z, we have

z/p
(Z |bs|p> <YYol

E€E; £ES,

7.6.2. Coefficientwise analysis. For the simplicity of the notations we sometimes drop
the dependence on v in the sets of indices.
We first consider the term

z

def
Ojg,z =

Aa a
Prie, (Be) = B
By construction we have

_lpa |? R na a
Ojez = ‘53',5‘ Lge j<me, T ‘53‘,5 — B¢

1
1B e|> e

o~

z
B = 8 1 o, )

z
—_— a ~
- e (’5“‘ L3 |<micn
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We introduce two “phantom” random thresholds Tbgy = Tjen — Djen and T7;
Tien + Aje for some Aj. to be defined later. They are used to define “blg and

“small” original needlets coefficients. We also use T ¢~ for a deterministic lower bound
on TbM, Tjg and A ., for deterministic upper bounds on 77, and Aj¢,. These
bounds will hold with hlgh probability. We obtain almost surely

igs = mmax ( ’B}l’grmax <1’E?,5‘§Tﬁm1|ﬁ?,s STe ‘Ef,s|§ 6 \535]> JM> ’
'Bﬂaf N B;fé‘zmax (1@,5\>Tj,ml|5; <7 ‘Eﬁg|> 6 \/3]§|> J5v>>
< max ( lﬁﬁgr max (1\5]% <TS, | o B]§|>A]m> '
’B]ag - 5;,5‘Z max <1|@’5—5§,5’>Aj,57 |85[>T7 am) )
= max ( ’6;5‘2 fax (1|,B;{ <7 1TJS§+’Y<T;§ 5 |f§?,£ﬁ?,s|>Ajym) ’

Aa a z
R 1 1 -,1 .
’/6]76 Ba,g‘ maX( |82 —B2 | > D56, |82 [>T T]M>T]b“)>

Sorting the terms according to the number of random terms we obtain

z
0j¢ < max ( ‘6;16‘ 1|5;1 st s

3,6y

4
il
B%el max [ Los+ o 2 )
7,€ (TJM<TJM |/3;,§E— ;.175|>Ajm )

ba _ pa |F na __ pa ‘Z N
‘ﬁj’g Bj’g‘ 1‘B;,£|>T£!€T'v7 38 6]’,5 rax (1|5;,§_ﬁ;,5|>A1’5”Y,1T§ >ij£7)>-

7.6.3. Scalewise analysis. Defining
def ~a
M % sup pr,e, (Be) -
gj

z
je| =supoje.
§EE;

555 |onen () B0 = 2 e

{E:j fEEj

we obtain

1‘ _/Ba§|>A]€”/) ’

3>€:Y ]5"/

]. b 1 At )
( TJ§’Y>TJ§’Y |ﬁ;£_ ;’17€|>Aj’577

a |? a |*
M; . < max <§s;1:p_ ‘ﬁj,g‘ llﬂ?,s|§Tﬁ%+,w’§él£ )53',5‘ max (lTs to<Ts
=j =7

o~ ~ z
up [ = el gy o2 5up [ - e
§€:j E.:]'

def hax (Mso MSY Bt MBQ)

VER A B R R R
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S0 S1 B1 B2
< Mje + My, + M+ M,
z z
S‘ < ‘ a ‘ ]_ a S, + + ’ a ‘ max (1 s,+ s ]_ 2a a )
hE = Z Pig |85 e |< T3, Z Fie e <Tien 1By c=Bel>Ricn
56‘:] §€:J
+ 2
€CE;

def 50 S1 B1 B2
= 55, + 55, + 555 + 557

b, — b 71 Ba _ pa . )
Tj,€,~/>Tj,£,w ’Bj,s /Bj,5|>AJ,£w

B, — B a1

3,6

z -~
Liga |57 +§Z B = Pie
€g;

We bound the expectations of the random terms as follows

s1 z
E {Mj,z} < EsélEIz ‘5?@‘ E [SUP max <1T?*+ <Ts E;g—ﬁ;%’§|>AMﬁ>]

£€5; J:€7 ST 5E

71|

z ~
<swp [\ P\ UA{TE < Teo} | + P U {[Be = 85 > Do)
§eE; £EE; £€E;
E[MP! <E|sup|Bs — 82| 1 b
7=] = 56512 €T R B [>T,
r 1/7 1-1/7
E [MBQ} <E|sup |Be, — g2, E [supmax | 1 1
pEl = _565% 7e s geEIz Ten>Ten’ 18585 >R
I 1T 1-1/7
-~ zT b,* b ~
<E |sup |55 — Bje ] Pl U T, > Theo b | +P [ U {|Bie = Bie| > s}
[€€E; £eg; eg;
S1| _ a |? ~
E[s3] ; 5 E[m“ <1T;$<Tﬁg,w1\6;5—67,§\>Aa-,m)]

: (IP{TS’+ < I”me} +IP>{ 5

‘ a _ pa
J&Y J:€ J:€

> AJ}EN})

—J
E [Sﬁzl} Z E H@,& - 5}1,&’1 1|ﬁ§,§|>T’?’—

- = R0
E[s77] = 5;- E { T = 1] max <1TJI~’,’5,V>T§’,§,W’ 1|3§’,55.§-’,s|>ﬁj»6w> }
=7
< 5; (B |87 — 81 ZTDI/T (P{Tye, > The,} +P{|Bre — Bre| > AJ‘7EW}>1_1/T
gj

The constant 7 > 1 in the Holder inequality will be specified later.
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7.6.4. Bernstein inequality and the term ‘BJ“S — BJ“E’Z Let denote variance of G;¢(X,Y)

e o \2
o B |(GrelX,Y) - 82)]

Lemma 15. For every c,,cy > 0, we have

|Bee — B2 2 1 ’ 4 1 ’
0j.¢ s

Cr0j¢ + CMMj,s)
Proof. The Bernstein inequality yields

P{|3

a _ pa
J:€ J:€

E

nu2

> u} < %e 2((%,5)2+Mj,5u/3) |

Taking v = 7(c,0j¢ + cpMj¢), we obtain
_ n7'2(ca-a'jy§+c]\/[]wjy§)2

3 2 o
;6 - 6;:5‘ > T(Cadj,g + CMijg)} < 2 (( Lé)

2 2
T n(co-o'j’§+01\/2[Mj’£)

2
tMje7(coojeten My e)/3

P

_ ‘r3n(c0-o'j7§+c1ule’£)

<2le i(je) +e 4Mj ¢
_171(004"0]% Iuj’£>2 2 —én(cg 748 +CIM>T
<21e * )¢ +e Mj¢ .

We use E[| X|*] = fp+ 20*'P{|X| > u}du and the upper bounds (29) and (30) to derive

K

~ z ~
5‘? — /BCP 5‘? — /BCP
E ‘ 5,€ Jé’ < / L lp ‘ 5€ Jé’ >\ dr
Co0j¢ + Mg R+ Co0j¢ + Mg
_1 Mig\? 2 _3 75, r
g z7'2712 (e 4n(CU+CM 75,6 ) + e 4n(cc Mj.e +CM) ) dr
R+
this yields the inequality from the lemma 0

Lemma 15 allows to obtain the upper bounds (32) and (34) below.
Taking ¢, = 1 and cj; = 0 yields

p Loie N 4 L Mie\?
| <2((24%) + (572

(32) E[|3

a _ (@
J:€ J:€
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while taking ¢, = c,t,, and ¢y = ¢y, logn/(n — 1) we obtain

z

E

Bse — B3 1
By M S 2 C2,z 2 1 M.
copv/logniz + cy logn = ¢ \logn + ¢, Ylosn Mie

n—1 oj¢

4 1 ’
T (3 cl v/ny/log n;;—i + iy log nn:‘1> )
J»

1 : 4 1 ‘
33 <2lep. [2—7—= Ji [ —
(33) - <02’ < cf,Vlogn) T, <3C’Mlogn> )

The following lemma is useful to handle the case p = oco.

Lemma 16. For any =) C Z;,

Bre =05\ 22 1 ’ [\ /2

. ESSEIZ (CUUJ}]S + CMJijé) ] - ( Ve, + ey infeez Zf) <2 i (log (CQ’Z :;D) )
8 1 ’ _ z
g (v g ) € (o))

Proof. A uniform union bound yields
Ra __ pa
B — B
P < sup >T
ge= Co0je + Mg
—ln(ca—s—cMinf =/ Mj’£>272 —Qn(cg inf,_—/ 7j:¢ +CM)T
S min 1’ 21| e 4 SE:j oje Te 4 56:]. M ¢
2
1 ( ; Mj,a) 2
X —qn|coteminf, oz T .
< min (1, 2e ! €5 vie + min | 1,

This yields

—~ z
‘55‘175 — Bje
Co0je + Mg

/!
J

—_
—
—_—

!/
J

!/
J

—_
—
—

—_
—
—

—%n(cg inf{e:’ ;[jjg +CM)T
28 —5 5.€ .

’
J

—_—
—
—

E

sup
35

g/ 2% min (1,
R+

+ 27 min (1,
R+

2
f%n(cngcM infgez/ 1:17"5) T2
2e AR dr

/
J

—_
—
—

and thus, for any 7, > 0 and 7 > 0, we get

o~ z
‘5@ — e
3.6 7,6 <71i —l—/ Ll
cgoj,g + CMMj’g T>To

2
1 s 2
—an| co+eprinf, = ) T
k 4 ( 7 56“3‘ 75,6 dr

=1 2e

sup ;

=/
§eE]




25

—/

=7

3 ; 75,
—2n| cyinf, = : +CM)T
2e * <0 655 Mie dr.

+ 77 + / P
T>T1

Take
=/
8 log ( : 22 log (CQ’Z =z
=5 and 7o =
. g —
3n o infeem; 375 + ¢ Ve, + cppinfees ! ook
by construction
Vr > 7 ’26 n(ca inf, = jji +CM>T < 2 —%n(cg infgeE; %—FCM)T
= 11, ’ ~ >
C1,z
n(ca+0M inf, = Mj’5>27—2 2 —ln(co—i-cM inf, =/ Mj’5>272
VT > T2, ’26 i €55 Tl < e 8 ¢€=l T ¢ .
C2 2

This implies

E

sup ‘636
£e~ Co0je + CMMj,s

22 log (02,z

VN cg + ey 11r1f5E

N (8 log (01

3n c, 1nf§€_ :

—/
—
;_4

,(2v2 1 ’
VI cy + ey infeem i
§ J s

+ 2 8 1 Z
+ 3n ¢, infeex X/}fi
Js

which allows to conclude O

5

Lemma 16 allows to obtain the upper bounds (36) and (37) below.
If ¢, =1 and ¢y = 0 (34) reduces to

“ (Aﬁﬁ_ﬁ;£‘>]

p

gz Tjg

<(22) (o onone ) + (3 ) oo o))
< \/ﬁ ( 0og (Ca >+ 3“58;1513 o + (log (12 uj‘ .

For future use, note that we can also use the uniform bounds M; (see (24)) and

E

=
—

(35) Oj¢ < CQB(d, Q)B;(—/Qqu(d) d:ef 0
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instead of M;¢ and o, and obtain

E

~ z
a a
Sup |\ Dje — 5]'@‘

=/
g€z,

56 < (%%) (2+ (o8 (en- ) ") + (2 01) (2+ (105 e

Along the same lines, with ¢, = ¢, t, and ¢y = ¢);logn/(n — 1), we obtain

’5}15 — B3]
sup e
geg \/logn £+ ¢y logn it

=)))-

E

2\/_ ) - z/2
- (Cfrvlogn + ¢y logn/v/n — Tinfees fff) (2 + (log (c2: []) e1.2) )

8/3 ’ N
s g ) ¢ b=
202 \~ 2 8 :
o < (7 7) <2+(10g(027z ) /2>+<w> (2+ (15 (1

Qy(d 1)

—_
—
—

=)

recall that when =i = 5;, |=

7.6.5. Empirical Bernstein and the probabilities. We take

14 vlogn
Rjgny = V27T + o Mje-—

b S
1—_}1577 = 2Aj7§7’Y7 Tjsw = Ajﬁw Tj,g,w = ?’AJ‘,&W
26 vlogn _ ~vlogn
ATe, = V29tnoje + 5 M]g and Ay =29l,05¢ + 3M]5 —1
b,— — s+ +
TJ & T Aj,ém and TJEV 3Aj,§fy‘

Lemma 17. The following upper bounds hold

1
P{T}:, > T} }—H

1
P{T3, < Tie ) < =

e~ Jf‘ > AJEW} < %

P{|5




P\ U{z < Tf,m}) < Y P{ T < Te,} < C=2 D

Y
¢cs, = "

P U {Tabgw > Tybiv}) < Z P{ va > TJI?,EW} < CEQj(d_l)i

>
¢es; geg; n

Pu{

56:‘]'

ny

Bl — Bre| > Amm}) < S P{|Bs
£€€;

Proof. Using the results of [20] we get

~ M -
IP’{UM > 0j¢ +2v2u\/h} <e

M.
P{Ujg < 53'5 — 2V 2u Ei <e
b ) / _1 i—
IP){

na /9 u —u
which yield the first inequalities. The others follow from the union bound

\/_

7.6.6. The case p = 0o. Let us consider the various terms one by one.
Error in the high dimensional space.

E[M;.] <E[M] + E[M] + E[MP] +E [M]?)

with
E {MJSS} = sup ‘Bjé) 1|5“ <rsd
E M) < 0227 o |

R0

) AN 2/2 # . — #
= e ) () o ()

i (;M])Z (21/T + (log (=] Cl,zT)>z>)

sup [ = 5[ 1) oy

Biel > Asen} < Ot 3

27
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where we have used (a + b)V/™ < a7 +b'/7 for 7 > 1.
This yields

J
j(d—1)z/2 ba _ pa |F
< 22 (s 5 e, | e 5l Ty )

(J + 1)2 10’2

z

J€

J
iCEZQJ(d 1)(=z/2+1) sup
ny ;

]:O ge‘—‘

4 1-1/7 J
+ (o)
ny

Zde 1)(z/2+1-1/7)
7=0
2\/§ : T — z 8 N T —_ z
<((BFa) (24 (ViosElen) )+ (530) (2 + tow (=l er.0)))

def
:O/ +Rlooz+R2002

The terms R, . and R, .. The term R}  _ is the term which appears in theorem 14
and thus we only need to bound Ry . As in the case p < 0o, we can use the uniform

bounds on o;¢ and M, ¢, namely (24) and (35), and |Z;] < ]uJ] to obtain

RIQ ,00,2
N\ 1=1/T J
< (40;) 3 9i(d=1)(2/2+1-1/7)
ny Jrar

2 < ’ :
" <<\/\CC2 (d,2)2ﬂ”<d>3§/2> (27 + (log (ca.0r [241)?)

+ (O B(d, 00)2 D401/ )(21” (0 (c1. [24)))")

Bx
10\ [ (243 DV )
*E “Vve /‘I' v(d)z+(d—1)(z/2+1-1/71))

< ( = ) <\F02 (d,2)BY (2 + (log (|2 ca.00))? )Z

8 z J
+ <3nCooB(d, OO)BX) (21/7' (log ’HJ‘ el ZT ) Z (v(d)z+(d—1)(z+1-1/7))

9J (v(d)z+(d—1)(/2+1-1/7))

A0=\"YT [ (22 AW
= V- /T e z/2
< ( o ) K i 2Bl 2) By (27 + (og (c2r [25)"*) {5 Gy
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8 ? = \\?
+ (5o CB(d00)Bx ) (27 + (105 (c1. [E])))

The term O, ,. Denote by

2J(V(d)z+(d71)(z+171/7—))
1 — 92— (w(@z+(d—1)(=+1-1/7))

o a |* Bk a |?
Oy = sup B Ly |<rmy +E[§3§‘5 Je = i 1"39’@’*}"’]

IR0 3,6y

Because ngr,;r > T]‘Sg;, we get

~ z
E 9. — B2 1. -
Lsgg Bre = Be Ly |5 ]

3,6y

J:€:Y 3,6y 3,857

o~ z -~ z
:Esu\@—@“a . +Esu\@—@]1s, b
LGEI; 53,6 5375 ’6j7§‘>T. + 56513 53,5 61,5 TS ++z|5].’§|>Tl?

-~ z
<E =Bl 1) 5
= [ggag Bie = B3] 10 o ]

3,657

el (1B Z {1 |
sup | ————=1., . - su ; o, . —
5652 TV, Ty 2185 > T gegpi. U B PSS o
thus
‘qu - (‘lg y z
O . <|[1+E |sup [ =——2 sup { Beel 1), S,++}
7 £eE; jjjbjéj,y | EEE; ‘ s |’BJGE|§TJ\§,7

E 3o, — B 1) 0 et |
+ Lsgzr; Bie = B3] 10 o ]

3,657

Using now (37) with ¢, = /27 and ¢}, = 27, we get as |Z;] < C=2/(~V) gives the upper
bound in theorem 14.

7.6.7. The case p < oco. Let us consider the various terms one by one.
Error in the high dimensional space. We obtain

E[S;.) = B[S + B[S +E[SE] +E[S7Z].

with
so] _ #
E {Sj,z_ = > ’5}1,5’ g |t
£eE; . o
. 4 Py
S1
E{Sj,z < = e
- n —
§€:j

E[SP] < S E[Be— el 115 ors

= 3,6y
fe:j
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A= o 4 M;e\*
B2 1/7 1/(27) 95,€ 1/(z7) 5,8
E [Sj,z} — ny(1- 1/7' Z 2 << Cozr ﬁ) + (301,z7 n ) )

£€E;

30

where we have used (a + b)Y/™ < (al/T + bl/T). This yields

i
p
(J+1 z 10/20»2/(17/\2) 1

< Z 23(d=1=1/2-1/(VN R [, ]

=0

J
j(d—1)z(1/2—1/(pVz)) a |? , o _ pa |?
= ;)2 z:: (‘Bj’g‘ 1|B;,5|§T3igw +E Hﬁj’s BJ’E‘ } 1|6;,£‘>Tyb§v)
Jj= §EE;
4 R o j(d-1)x(1/2-1/(pv=) :
—1)z — Vz a
+—=27 " it
j=0 €EE;
22 l/T J d 1 1 (( O >Z 4 M z
(1/2—1/(pv2)) 1/(27) Tk +<cl/<w> m)
) 2zT 1,21

def
pz+R1pz+R2pz
The terms Ry, . and Ry, .. The term R, , . appears as is in lemma 14. To bound the
term Ry, ., we rely on (24). We obtain

o4 M;\?
3 ot/ ( (20460 2 < 1/(:7) a)
(( 2z7 \/ﬁ + 361,27 n

EEEJ'

. 1\*
S 21/7 ( 1/( Z"')C2 (d, 2>2]y(d)Bl/2>
1 z
+ Y 21/T< G 0 B(d, 00) 2O @-D/D B n)
¢eg;

T 1/(z7 % 5z/2 1 i ((d— zv
< 0521/ (262/z7 )02 ( )) BX/ — 22]((d 1)+zv(d))
L Ol (4 e B(d, )) B L pita-vtz@+a-1/2)
= 3 2T n

this yields

§ 4 M;N*
9i(d—1)z(1/2-1/(pVz)) 9l/7 1/ (27) T35 ( 1/(z7) >
Z Z Co 2T \/ﬁ + 301 2T n

=



J
Z ](d 1)z 1/2—1/(pVZ))0521/7'< 1/( ZT)cQ (d,?)) BZ/2 1/22 j((d=1)+zv(d))
n?

j:
J
Z HA=D=(1/2-1/ (V=) o917 (4 Ve o B(d, oo)) B 72 J((d=1)+2(v(d)+(d—1)/2))

3 1z7’

J
< 0521/T< 1/( ZT)C ,B(d, 2) z/2 1 ZQJZ(V +(d—=1)/z+(d—1)(1/2=1/(pV=2)))

1z7‘

oy <;1 VeI B, OO)>Z B§(— Z2jz(y(d)+(d—1)/z+(d—1)(1—1/(sz))
n®
7=0

C=2Y7 (2057 CoB(d, 2))

2,27

< 22 1 9 2(v(d)+(d=1)/z+(d=1)(1/2-1/(pV2)))
= 1 — 2—2(w(@d+(d-1)/z+(d-1)(1/2-1/(pv2))) =X pz/2

1/7 (4 ,.1/(27)
Ce2 ( Car CooB(d, OO)) z LQJz(u(d)+(d71)/z+(df1)(171/(sz))
1 — 2-2(W(d)+(d=1)/z+(d=1)(1-1/(pv2)) =X pp2 '

The term O, .. Denote by

z ~ z
O = ‘5?5‘ 1‘ﬂ?,§|5Tij§+,w +E H/B?f B Bfag‘ } 1|5?,5‘>Tb_ '

3,6y

+

Because T} ’++ > Tk ey We get

EH@@—@&Hl 62 |70

3,6y

=E |5 = 85| ] 1)su v + BB = el | Lazrsjon o
2 Hﬁ}l&_ i z] 2
HﬁJf ng } 1‘6j§‘>T55+7+ + (i}?’m)z Y lTe | ge [>T

E |32, —
O”£<<1%[(§g) Yo
1,87

Now using the results of Section 7.6.4 with T

35

a z
o feress HE[|Be = Bl ] 10 oot

3,6y

]g,y = V2,05 + 272 M - we obtain
E (|32, —
sup [ il }<2

() s ( (%W)* @M))

J
<y V2ey/; N 2017\
- Vylogn ~vlogn ’

31
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this yields

1/z \ # 1/z \ * J
< \/§CQ,Z 2¢; §(d—1)z(1/2—1/(pVz))
Op. < [1+2|| == + D2
Vvylogn ~vlogn =0

<‘BJ§‘ 1| £|<T5 4+ + E UB}E _ B;g‘z} 1|5‘;.l7£|>TS ++> .

R0 73,6,y

7.7. Proof of theorem 9. This proof requires an upper bound on: the approximation
error, Ry, Riy., and O, .. We use that because fg € B; (M), we have, by lemma 13,

f5 € B; (ceqM).

7.7.1. The case 1 < p < 0o. Let us consider the terms one by one.
The approximation error. Start with

|7 = 15, = febas|

6“‘]

From lemma 6 (i) and the definition of the Besov spaces as a sequence space, with
1/q+1/G=1,

ZZB§¢J£

< €S grsgileHd=1/2-1/p) H

j>J E€E; » i>J £€_J
which yields
> 55”5%5 < G2t —1)7
j>J E€EE;
C/CeqMcl/p 1/T(2sq -1/q ‘ 9—Js if r > p
ClceqM (259 —1)"1/a Hf H (d DA/r=1/P) i r < p

s=(d=1)(1/r=1/p) -

It is enough to consider the worst case where » < p and to check that @i 2 M

in the two zones.
In the dense zone, we have

sevd) + =1 s <y(d)+d_1>f

which yields

IA
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Because s > (d — 1)/r and p > r, we have

d—1 d—-1 sr ST 1 1
: ey () (P ) s,
° T + P P ( ) d—1 (r p>_

which yields s — (d — 1)(1/r — 1/p) = % and gives the result.
In the sparse zone, because s > (d — 1)/r, we have

s—(d=-1)/r=1p)  s=(d=1)(1/r=1/p)
vd)+(d—-1)/2 T s+wv(d)—(d-1)1/r—1/2)

The terms Ry ,, and Ry, ,. Using lemma 7 (iii) we obtain

4 - T)/T J 1
Ripp < —(ce MPCL#/ S 9milo+(d=1(1/p=1/(pnr)
=0

where the exponent is nonpositive because s > (d — 1)/r, thus

AcoqMPCL NI

Ripp < ny (1 — 2—p(8+(d—1)(1/p—1/(pA7"))))'

With v > p/2, Ry, is of lower order than 7.
We also have
2—1/7

Repw = i)

CEbmp,pJﬁ'

With the aforementioned choice of J,

L gretaa-nm gl < 4

NG

Together these yield that by, ,, s, is of the order of a constant.
This term is also of lower order than ¢2 for 7 large enough such that y(1 —1/7) > p/2.

The term O,,,. First note that a,,,; =1+ o(1).

We take ngj uniform in &:

TiF = 329,05 B(d, 2)27 D By

+52C,. B(d oo)gj(v(d)ﬂdq)/z)BleOﬁ
7 n_ 1

< 2@ /t, BY? (3\/5023(01, 2) + 520 B(d, o) Sﬂ)
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where the last display uses the upper bound on J, this yields, for n > 2,
Tyr <279 At BY? (3205 B(d, 2) + 104Cs B(d, 00) ) € T35

7€

As a consequence of (32) we get

~ p 4 M P
E a <2 2 1/p Oj ( 1/p )
[ ' } (( 2p\/—> + c -
gz(zc;/;’og (d,2)2" )BI/Q\/I_Y
8 1/p d)+(d—1)/2 I
+2(3 CooB(d, 00) 2/ @+d=1)/ >an)

np/2
(T5)" [, rC:B@.2) +4dCuBd.) '
~ (vlogn)P27\ "3v2C5B(d, 2) + 104Co B(d, o0) (/)

s++\P p
< (TM ) 9 V2 1/p+ ci/]f
= (ylogn)r/2 3 (NG

) 1 p
< 9ipv(d) _~ Bp/22p+1 (C%{fC’gB(d, ) 3 1/1’0 B(d OO))

1/p
5
Let €, = 3v2C,B(d,2) + 104Cs B(d,00)y/7 and C, = 217 (fcl/“r Clp ) .

3 2,}7 78\/—
For any 0 < z < p,

=

=J

etz +E (Bt = 556l 11 o)

s,++)1”

in »
nl<Tyt T (vlogn)p/? C"’p1|ﬁ§’,s|>T;s+w+)

P
SZ(]&
§EE;

C’p pP—z
1+ —22 ) T
( (vlogn)p/? (7:) i,

<1 + Op) (\/_t Bl/2 ) 7 9iv(d)(p—=2) 3
(ylogn)r/? ! §EE;

z

a
J:€

z

Bie

We need to sum over j and take two different values for z, one that we denote z; for
7 < jo and one that we denote 25 for jo < 7 < J. The values of 21, 29, jo will be specified
later, depending on the value of the parameters r, ¢, s and p such that we are in the
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dense or sparse zone. Up to a multiplying constant, we thus need to control

21

Bie

— jo
A+ B = ( B;g%ﬂf Y @@=+ p/2-1) §°
j=0

fEEj

22

+ (B;(/Qtn)l’*'@ XJ: 9i[V(d) (p—22)+(d—1)(p/2-1)] Z

Jj=jo+1 €€

a
7§

where we choose adequately 21, z5 and jp in the two zones. Because of lemma 7 (i) we
only consider p > r.
Let us first consider the dense zone. We define

p(v(d) +(d—-1)/2)
s+v(d)+(d—-1)/2

F=

In the dense zone, 7 < r, p > 7 and

(38) 5= (u(d) 4 d;l) (f - 1) |

With z5 = r, we get

J
1/2 p=r ilv —r — — a |”
B < (BY)T Y ob@r-na- el 3 g |
Jj=jo+1 §EE;
Lemma 7 (iii) gives that
Z |ﬁj§‘r < D§2—jr(8+(d—1)(1/2—1/7‘))
§EE;
where Vj € N, D; >0, (D;);en € ¢, Note that
1 1y (d-1p d-1 p
39 d—1<—>: - d(—1>,
(39) st=D{g = 27 A
thus
J
1/2 p—r 1 ) (v d—1 r
B< (BYt) > or(1-5) (5 pr
Jj=jo+1

S (CeqM)" (Bif/ztny)fr 2jop(1—g)(y(d)+%)

for g > 1if r > 7 and for ¢ <rifr =7 (ie. s:p<u(d)+d;21) (1—1)).
Taking giok(v(d)+45) (B%Qtn)_ we get

B M (BY*,)"
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which is the rate that we expect in that zone.
As for A, we take z; =T < 7 < r, this yields, using lemma 7 (iii),
F

a

o _
A< (B;(/Ztn)p 3 Qi@ ET)Hd=Dp/2-D] §° o

7=0 £eE;

S M (B}{ i n)p_rjzo 93 [V(d) (p—T)+(d=1)(p/2-1)~T(s+(d—1)(1/2-1/7))]

7=0

- Jo
5 Mr( 1/2 )p Z +(d—1)/2)(1-7F/7) (using (38))
< v (BY,) 2J0P(V(d)+(d—1)/2)(1—F/f)
< M” (Bl/Q n) . (from the definition of jp).

Let us now consider the sparse zone. We define by

s, vd)+(d—1)(1/2-1/p)
P u@) - (d—1)(1)r —1/2)

in a such a way that

s—(d-1)(1/r—1/p)

PT =P @) — [d— (1 — 1/2)
=D s

st od) —(d—D(1/r—1/2)
(40) s+(d—1)<;—i)=(d;)p—d;w(d)(ﬁq).

For the term A we take z; = r and obtain

A< (B;(/2tn>p ZQ]V(d p—r)+(d—1)(p/2—-1)] Z 6(1 "
56—']

S( B2 )P Zgy DHA-DA/2-UDEE] Dr (yging (40))

J

< ( B}(mtn) 230[<u<d>+(d—1><1/2—1/p>%(f—r)] M,

the last inequality holds because v(d) + (d—1)/2—(d—1)/p > 0, indeed because we are
in the sparse zone v(d) + (d—1)/2 > s/(p/r —1) =sr/(p—1)>2/(p—1r) > (d—1)/p.
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Taking 270 (@+d=D{1/2=1/p)7 ~ (Bi(/ztn)_l yields

A (BY)

For the term B we take zo =7 > 7 > r and obtain

B < (Bl/2t ) Z 94 [v(d)(p—7)+(d—1)(p/2-1)]
j=jo+1 €€

< <B1/2 n>P T Z 9d (v(d)+(d—1)(1/2-1/p))p(r— F)/ijf (using (40))

Jj=jo+1

< (B;(/ztn)p—? 9do(v(d)+(d=1)(1/2=1/p))p(r—7)/7 7 /7

< (BY?,)"

7.7.2. The case p = 0o. Consider r = co. The general case follows by lemma 7 (ii).
The approximation error. Because fg € B3, (M), we have by lemma 6 (i)

DY Biebiel <D0 Bievie
j>J €€5; o 3> |es;
< ClocegM Y 24 1)/22_j(8+(d_1)/2)Dj (where [|(D;)jenlly < ceqM)
i>J

< O coqgM2775(227 — 1)71/1,
From the choice of J we get

Z Z 5J$w]§

Jj>J EEE;
this term is negligible because s/(v(d) + (d — 1)/2) > s/(sv(d) + (d — 1)/2).
The terms R} and R

1,00,z 2,00,2°

q s/(v(d)+(d—1)/2
SO o M(2°T — 1)1 (t Bl/2> J(W(d)+(d—1)/2)

?

Using the definition of the Besov norm, we obtain

4 S
Rll oos < nv (CeqM)ZCE Z 2—]zs2](d—1)
=0
< iQJ(d_l)MZ.
With v > z/2 4 1, which holds if 2(y —1)(1 — 1/7) > 2z, Ry . is of lower order than ¢Z.
Due to the choice of J the term in bracket in the expression of R  _ in theorem 14 is
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less than 1. The second term in the expression of b, . - is of smaller order than the
first term. The order of b, .., is finally (logn)*/2. Thus we have

/ < (nf'yQJ(dfl))

2,00,z

1-1/1
/ (logn)*/2.

This term is also of lower order than ¢ when 7 is such that 2(y — 1)(1 — 1/7) > 2.
The term quz. Note that here a,, . s is of the order of a constant. We now proceed

like for the term O, ,. Using (36), we obtain for arbitrary z € [0, z]

z z
5Sg:p ‘6;75’ 1’/3;75 <7t +E [Sup ‘6]5 ;75’ 1’,8;?7§|>TS ++]
Zj

3,6y 3,6

S (VI By 2D sup [

We use an upper bound on A + B where

Z1

A — (B;(/Q )Z Z1 22][1/ z z1) (d 1)2/2] Sup ﬂ;&
j=0 fEEj
L2, 7% L,
B (BYt,)7 Y 2@t gy | o
j=jo+1 £€Zj

for well chosen 0 < jo < J, 21 and 2. Because f € B3, (M), we have

Vz > 1, sup ’6
£eE;

< (CeqM)ZQ—j(s—i—(d—l)ﬂ)E.

The result follows taking z; = 0, jo such that 270 ~ ¢~V (F(d+d=1/2) and 2, = 2.
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