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Abstract

In this paper we will consider the estimation of a monotone regression (or density) function
in a fixed point by the least squares (Grenander) estimator. We will show that this estimator
is fully adaptive, in the sense that the attained rate is given by a functional relation using the
underlying function fy, and not by some smoothness parameter, and that this rate is optimal
when considering the class of all monotone functions, in the sense that there exists a sequence
of alternative monotone functions f;, such that no other estimator can attain a better rate for
both fy and f;. We also show that under mild conditions the estimator attains the same rate in
L7 sense, and we give general conditions for which we can calculate a (non-standard) limiting
distribution for the estimator.

1 Introduction and results

There exists an extensive literature on the problem of estimating a monotone increasing regression
function or monotone decreasing density. We will consider the NPMLE or Grenander estimator
for a monotone density, see [GRENANDER (1956)], and the least squares estimator for a monotone
regression function. Prakasa Rao obtained the rate and the limiting distribution for the Grenander
estimator in a fixed point in [PRAKASA RAO (1969)], and in [[BRUNK (1970)]| a similar result was ob-
tained for the least squares estimator. Results for global measures of convergence were obtained in
[[GROENEBOOM, HOOGHIEMSTRA, LOPUHAA (1999)] and [[KuLiKOvV, LOPUHAA (2005)]| for the density
case, and in [[DUROT (2002)] for the regression case. A unified approach that incoorporates some
other well known monotone estimators is given in [DuroT (2007)]. A common problem with these
results is that they can only be proved under quite strong conditions, in which case there exist
other non-isotonic estimators with faster rates.

Another approach, which addresses adaptivity, can be found in [Kanc, Low (2002)]. Here the
authors define an estimation procedure for fy(0), where fy is a monotone regression function in
the white noise model, that is rate-adaptive in a minimax sense, for any L, (¢ > 1) loss-function,
with respect to a Lipschitz parameter «. A serious drawback of this procedure compared to the
estimator we consider, is that it does not, in general, give a monotone function as an estimate,
when the procedure is applied to an interval of fixed points. Furthermore, the rate is described in
terms of a Lipschitz parameter, not allowing for fast rates when the function fj has derivative 0 in
0, nor for slow rates when the function is not Lipschitz for any parameter value, nor for rates that
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cannot be described by the Lipschitz parameter alone (think of logarithmic corrections).

In this paper we will derive the rate at which the least squares estimator (or Grenander estimator)
estimates fo(0), for a completely general monotone function fy that is continuous in 0, for four
different models: the white noise model, measurements on a grid (not necessarily with normal
errors), measurements on random design points and a sample from a decreasing density. This rate
is defined in terms of the probabilistic error. This means that if we for example consider the white
noise model

Y (t) = /0 fols) ds+%vv<t>,

for t € [—-1,1], and we fix some 0 < a < 1, we get a rate a,, that satisfies

P(|f(0) — fo(0)] > ay) < a

This way of determining a rate is essential if we wish to get the full generality of our results, as was
also observed in [[Ca1, Low (2006)]. Our rate is defined in terms of a functional relation involving
the function fy. It turns out that the rate is similar for all four models, and to define it in the
white noise case, we assume without loss of generality that fy(0) = 0 and define

Fot) = /0 fols) ds.

Note that this function is convex, and due to the continuity of fy in 0 (without which, we cannot
estimate fo(0) consistently), we have that F{)(0) = 0. Then we fix C > 0 and we define a,r, > 0
and b, 7, > 0 depending on n such that

Fo(ra) = arq, Fo(—ry) =bry and rl/%a = 7‘;/26 = Cn~V/2, (1.1)

Note that except for the simpler case where F(—1) = 0 or Fy(1) = 0, these equations always have
a unique solution for n large enough. Define the functions v; and %, by

. F(](St) . Fo(st)
r(s) = limsu and s) = limsu
vrls) 10 P Fo(t) vuls) 0 P Fo(t)
If Fy(t) = 0 for some ¢ > 0, we define ¢,(s) = 0 for s € [0,1) and ¥,(1) = 1, and likewise for ;. It

is not hard to show that 1, and v, are convex increasing functions, such that 0 < ¢,(s), ¢;(s) < s.
We will show the following theorem:

(s €0,1)). (1.2)

Theorem 1.1 With the notations as above, we have that

n—oo

limsup P(f(0) > a) < P (;ggms) s < nk W)~ Os - ws))) |

limsup B(f(0) < —b) < P (;ggvv(s) O il W(s) O - «ms))) |

n—o0

The actual rate is therefore given by max(a, b), since the probability on the right hand side always
goes to zero as C — oo, and when v, or ; differs from the identity function, the respective



probability goes to zero exponentially fast in C'. This will also allow us to establish L? convergence
of the estimator in the following sense. Define the increasing function

Go(t) = Fo(t)/t.

If Fy(1) > 0, it is possible to define Gy as a strictly increasing continuous function on [0, Fy(1)].
Choose as small enough and define

Ho(a) = { a\/ Gyt (a) if |a] < as

a —sgn(a)as + Ho(sgn(a)as) if |a| > as.

The connection with the rate equations (ILI)) is given by G| 1(a) = ry, and Hy(a) = Cn=1/2, for
0 < a < as. We will show the following theorem:

Theorem 1.2 Suppose ,(s) < s for some s € (0,1). Let x : [0,00) — [0,00) be such that for
some constants K >0 and m > 1

Hy(a) fora < ag

<
< KHy(a)™ fora> as.

Then there exists constants L1, Lo,~v,ng > 0 such that for all n > ng and C >0
P~ x(f(0)4) = C) < Lye ",

We can use this to show that if there exists o, M > 0 such that fo(x) < Mx® for positive z in a
neighborhood of 0, then for any ¢ > 0

limsup 2+ E((£(0) — fo(0))L) < 400
n—oo
Here we use the notation z; = max(0,x). Note that controlling the behavior of fy to the right of
0, only controls the “overshoot” of the estimator.

We will also determine weak regularity conditions for Fp, such that we can determine the limiting
distribution of f(0). Suppose
r
lim =2 = .
g =€ [0,00)
This says that the rates to the left and to the right of 0 are well behaved with respect to each
other, which is a natural condition for a limiting distribution to exist. Furthermore, suppose Fy is

regularly varying near 0: there exists a > 1, such that for all s > 0

Fy(st)
11m =
tlo Fy(t)

«

This says that Fy scales properly near 0, which is another natural condition: we don’t want different
behavior of Fy for different scales. We will prove the following theorem:



Theorem 1.3 Let Wy (s € R) denote twosided standard Brownian motion, and define the process

| W+ s® for s >0,
X(S) - { W, —|—’70l_1/2|8|a for s <0,

and the process X (s) as the greatest convexr minorant of X. With the conditions given above, we

have that . A
fO- 4 dX
(0)+ and TH(on 1) — (0)—.

fO); 4 dX
Ho_l(n_l/Q) ds

Finally we will show that the rate for f (0) is local asymptotic minimax:

Theorem 1.4 Choose two significance levels a € (0,1) and 8 € (0,1/2). There exist n > 0, such
that for all n large enough, we can find a monotone function fi (close to fo), and we can find a
rate 7y, with

limsup max Py, (1(0) = fi(0)] = 7.) <a

n—oo

and
liminf inf max Py, (]é(Y) — fi(0)] > n-’yn> > f,

n—00 g 1=0,
where O(Y) is any estimator of f(0) based on the data Y .

This says that f (0) attains a certain rate 7, for both fy and the sequence of alternatives f; (of
course we take 7, a constant times max(a, b)), and no other estimator can do significantly better
for both fy and f; simultaneously. This way of describing optimality was inspired by a talk in
Oberwolfach, given by Tony Cai and Mark Low, although their concept looked at the L,-risk and
it did not require that f(0) estimate f; with the same rate.

We would like to give some feel for Equations (LI). Suppose fy is Lipschitz continuous in 0 with
parameter o > 0, so for = in a neighbourhood of 0, we have (remember that fy(0) = 0)

[fo(e)] Sl
Here, g(z) < h(x) denotes there exists a constant M > 0 such that g(xz) < Mh(x) for all relevant
x. Then Fy(z) < |z|*t, so () gives us

arg <ot

~ " a

This means that ;! < a~'/®. Together with the second equality for a in ()

a< Ta—1/2n—1/2’

this leads to
a<Sn” 2T,

For b we can derive the same bound. This corresponds to the rate found in [[KanGg, Low (2002)].
Another interesting case is when lim, ,o7, = 79 > 0. This means that fy is flat to the right of 0,
on the interval [0,7p). Then

a < 7’0_1/271_1/2,



so this corresponds to a parametric rate.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2] considers the functions v, and ;. Section
deals with the white noise model, for which we will prove all the above results. Sections @]
and [6] each deal with one of the other three models we will consider, but we will only formulate
and prove the corresponding theorems of Theorem [ILT] giving the rate, and Theorem [[4] showing
the optimality of the rate. The other theorems, concerning the L? convergence and the limiting
distribution, require some weak technical conditions, but the ideas are the same as for the white
noise model, and are not worked out in this paper.

2 The functions v, and

In this section we will take a closer look to the functions ¢, and 1; defined in (I.2]) in the Introduc-
tion. We will concentrate on ,, since completely analogous statements will hold for ;. Since the
function s — Fy(st) is convex and increasing for all ¢ > 0, we get that 1,(s) is also an increasing
and convex function on [0, 1] (this is true for the limsup of convex functions, not necessarily for the
liminf). Furthermore, we clearly have that ,(0) = 0 and ¢,(1) = 1. Finally, since Fj is convex,
we know that for s € [0, 1],

Fy(st) < sFy(t) + (1 — s)Fp(0) = sFy(t).
This shows that for any Fy we have that 1, (s) < s.
Lemma 2.1 For each T € [0,1), there exists a positive continuous increasing function n with
Fy(t)=0=n(t)=0 (Vte]0,1]),
such that for all t € (0,1] and for all s € [0, 7]
Fo(st) < (¢hr(s) +n(t)) Fo(t).

Proof: Suppose Fy(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. Define the auxiliary functions

) =

These functions are all convex and they decrease pointwise to ¢, on [0,1]. Since G;(0) = 0 for all
t > 0, we conclude that G; converges uniformly to 1, on [0, 7]|. Define

n(0) =0 and n(t) = Zl[lop]lwr(S)—Gt(S)\ (t e (0,1])

and note that
Fy(st)

Fo(t)
to conclude the statement of the lemma (note that 1, is continuous on [0,7], so 7 is indeed a

continuous increasing function). Now suppose that Fy(t) = 0 for some ¢ > 0. We defined ¢,.(s) =0
for s € [0,1) in this case. Define

< Gi(s) < ir(s) + (1),

ro = sup{t € [0,1] : Fy(t) = 0}.



If rg = 1, then the statement of the lemma holds with n = 0. Suppose rp < 1. Since s < 7, we
have for each ¢t < ro/7, Fy(st) = 0. Define n(t) = 0 for t € [0,79], n(t) = 1 for ¢t € [ro/7,1], and
continuous in between, and the statement of the lemma holds trivially. O

Let {W, : s € R} be a two-sided Brownian motion. We will encounter the probabilities in the
next lemma throughout the rest of the paper.
Lemma 2.2 For any Fy we have that

1
V2r G’
If there exists s € (0,1) such that ¥,.(s) < s, then there exist T € (0,1) and p € (0, 1] such that

) ) 2 1 _02 2
W — Cs < W, — C(s — Y e S
P <;I§1f(; s—CUss 0%221 s Cls 7,[)7“(3))> ~ VT Cp(2—p) ‘

Proof: First note that the left-hand side and the right-hand side of two-sided Brownian motion
are independent. It is therefore enough to consider the two sides within the probability seperately.
It is well known that

P <;I<1£Ws —Cs < Ogslil Ws—C(s— ¢r(8))> <

P(inf W, — Cs < —v) = P(sup W, — C's > v) = e 26V,
5<0 5>0

This follows from the hitting time of a linear boundary. Since for all Fjy we have that ¢, (s) < s,
we also need that

P( inf W, < —w)=P( sup W5 > w) =2(1 — ®(w)),
0<s<1 0<s<1

where @ is the distribution function of the standard normal distribution. We get

P <inf Ws—Cs < inf Wy—C(s— Q/JT(S))) < P <inf Ws—Cs < inf W8>
5<0 0<s<1 s<0 0<s<1
2 (% scw —tuw?
e _ w 2w d
> /0 e e w
= 227°(1 — ®(20))
< 1

Vor e

Now suppose that for some s € (0,1), ¥,(s) < s. Since 1), is convex, 1,(0) = 0 and (1) = 1, this
implies that for any 7 € (0,1) and any s € (0,7], ¥.(s) < s¢.(7)/7 < s. Choose 7 € (0,1) and
define p = 1 —4.(7)/7 > 0. Then

Vs € [0,7]: s—r(s) > ps.
Now use that
P <;E£WS —Cs < Ogil Wy —C(s— Q/JT(S))) < P <;E£WS —Cs < Ogilgi'r Ws — Cps)
“(

inf Wy —Cs < W, — C’p7'> .
s<0



This last probability we can calculate exactly:

1 o0 (vfcrp)2
P(inf W, —Cs<W,—C = 1-®(C + / —20ve= T g 2.1
<g% s pT> (CV/7p) Nor=2 v (2.1)

= 1= 0(CV7p) + (1= @(CVr(2 = p))) T T2 emCres2

i 1 6—02702/2. 0
V.7 Cp(2 - p)

We will now consider the case where Fy(st)/Fy(t) actually has a limit. This is comparable to saying
that Fp is a regularly varying function in 0, but we have the extra information that Fp is convex.

Lemma 2.3 Suppose for each s € (0,1] we have Fy(s) > 0 and

FQ(St)
im
tlo Fp(t)

=, (s).
Then either 1¥,(s) =0 on [0,1), or ¢,.(s) = s%, for some a > 1. In the latter case, we have that for

each 7 > 0 (also for 7 >1)
Fy(st
sup < o(st) —so‘> 10,
s€[0,7] FO(t)

Proof: Suppose 0 < u < s < 1. Then

Fy(ust) Fy(ust) Fy(st)

vr(us) = lim “ 08 = lim S SRS = 0 (w (9)

Since 1, is continuous and convex on [0,1) and ,(0) = 0, we conclude that either 1,(s) = 0 on
[0,1) or ¥,(s) = s* with a > 1. In this last case, choose s > 1. Then

F, F, -1 Fyo(s~ 1)\
lim b(st) = [ lim o(t) = | lim Fols™t) = s
tl0 Fy(t) tl0 Fo(st) tlo  Fo(t)
The family of convex functions {s +— Fy(st)/Fo(t)} converges pointwise to the convex function

s — s, and all functions are 0 in 0, so the convergence is actually uniform on compact subsets of
[07 OO) Od

3 The monotone LS-estimator in white noise

We will work in the white noise model, so our data Y (t) satisfies
dY (t) = fo(t)dt + edW (t),

where fq is a monotone L2-function on [—1, 1] and W (t) is standard two-sided Brownian motion. As
usual, the parameter ¢ should be compared to n~/2. We wish to study the least squares estimator,
but in fact we will define for a realization of W(t),

v - [ folt)dt + W (D),

7



and the convex function

A

F(t) = sup{o(t) : ¢ affine and Vs € [—1,1] : ¢(s) < Y (s)}.

So F is the greatest convex minorant of Y. Now we define the estimator f as the left-derivative of
the convex function F', so for ¢ € (—1,1)

s . F@)—F(t—h)
f(t)—lgfol . :

This is a monotone function and can be seen as a limit of least squares estimators over the class of
monotone functions absolutely bounded by M, as M — oo.

We will assume without loss of generality that fy(0) = 0. Furthermore, to ensure that our
estimator f (0) is consistent as € — 0, we assume that fp is continuous in 0. We are interested in
the probability of the event {f(0) > a}, for a > 0. Define

¢
Foft) = [ fals)ds.
0
Fix C' > 0 not depending on ¢, and choose a,b > 0 and r,, 7, > 0 such that
Fy(ry) = arq, Fo(—rp) =brp and 7‘3/2& = r;/2b = Ce. (3.1)

Since Fj is convex and continuous, and fy is continuous in 0, this can always be done if Fy(1) > 0
and Fy(—1) > 0, simply by choosing ¢ small enough. We will consider the special (and simpler)
case fo(t) =0 for all t > 0 (or for all £ < 0) separately.

Theorem 3.1 With the notations as above, we have that

i F(0) > a) <P i —Cs< i —C(s -
hrilisoupP(f(O) >a) <P <;gg Wy —Cs < 0221 Ws—C(s Qpr(s))>

and

A

' < -p)<P|(i —Cs< i — - .
hn;isoup P(f(0) < —b) <P (;gg Ws—Cs < 02; Ws—C(s 1/1l(s))>
Since both probabilities tend to zero when q — 00, it follows that Equations (31]) determine an
upper bound for the rate of convergence of f(0).

Proof: We will only show the result for a; the proof for b is completely similar. Note that we have
the following “switch relation” for the greatest convex minorant:

A~

{f(0) >a} = {_1i£tf§0(€Wt + Fo(t) —at) < Oilg;(EWt + Fo(t) — at)}. (3.2)

We can rewrite (3.2) as follows:

O 2ah = { inf (V2 Ws 4 e s V2 Ry(res) — =113 2as) <
—rg  <s<0
inf 1(7’;1/2Wras + e T V2R (res) —e 'l as)}. (3.3)
0<s<rg



Define
W, = 7‘;1/2W,, s

Clearly, W, is also a two-sided Brownian motion. Now we can use Lemma I} for any 7 € (0,1)
there exists a positive continuous function n with Fy(t) = 0 = n(t) = 0, such that

inf (r;l/zWras + e_lr;1/2F0(ras) — 6_17‘31/2(18) < inf W, — C(s—1p(s)) + Cn(rgy).
0<s<ry! 0<s<rt

Now remark that for s < 0, Fy(s) > 0, so that

inf  (r; ' 2W,, o + e 2 Fy(res) — C's) > inf (W, — Cs).
—ry '<s<0 s<0

In view of (B3], we have shown that

B(F(0) > a) < P(;ggws—cs)s in Ws—c<s—¢r<s>>+0n<ra>>. (3.4)

0<s<T

Define rg = limg o 7. Since we always have that Fy(rp) = 0, we conclude that lim,jon(r,) = 0, so

fmsup B(7(0) > ) < 7 (;gngs ~C9 < int W, O wxs))) |

Since this is true for all 7 € (0, 1), and since 1), is increasing on [0, 1], we conclude that

limsup P(f(0) > a) < P <inf(W8 —Cs) < inf W,—C(s— ¢r(8))> :

€l0 s<0 T 0<s<1

When fy(t) = 0 for all ¢ > 0, we choose a = Ce, and (3.2]) implies that

P ( £(0) > a) < P <_li£th0(Wt ~Cn) < inf (W, - Ct)> .

This shows that in this case, the upper confident limit for f (0) is of order € (parametric rate). This
also happens when rg > 0, which is the case when fj is flat to the right of 0. O

3.1 L9 convergence of the LS-estimator

The basis for deriving the L? (¢ > 0) convergence of the Least Squares estimator will be Equation
B4), together with Lemma and a uniform integrability argument. We note that (3.4]) holds
for all choices of C' > 0, as long as Equations (B1]) for a and r, have a solution. To ensure this, we
choose § € (0,1) small and define a5 > 0 and Cs > 0 such that

Fy(0) =asé and as0"/? = eCs.

This is possible as soon as Fy(1) > 0; the case Fy(1) = 0 is in fact easier. So for any C' < Cjs, we
have r, < J, and since 7 is increasing, we get

PO) 2 a) < P (;gngs CCs) < inf Wy— C(s— tn(s)) +0n<5>).

0<s<t

9



Note that from the derivation of Equation (B.4]), it follows that we can choose 7 € (0,1) fixed,
independent of C' and €. Now we wish to make the dependence of a on C' more specific. To this
end, we introduce two auxiliary functions Gy and Hy:

Go(t) = Fo(t)/t and Hy(a) = ay/Gy'(a) for a < as.

Since Fj is convex and has derivative 0 in 0, we get that Gj is strictly increasing on the set
{t € [0,1] : Fy(t) > 0}. This means that G5! can be defined on [0,as] in a continuous, strictly

increasing manner. Therefore, Hy will be a continuous, strictly increasing function on [0, as] with
Hy(0) = 0. Clearly,
ro = Gyt(a) and Hy(a) = Ce.

We extend the definition of Hy to [0, 00) by
Hy(a) = Ho(as) +a—as for a > as.

In this way, Hy remains a continuous and strictly increasing function. We define for all C' > 0 and
e >0, Hy(a) = Ce. We can show the following proposition, using the notation =, = max(0, ).

Proposition 3.2 Suppose 1,(s) < s for some s € (0,1) (and hence for all s € (0,1)). With the
notations as above, we have for all € small enough, that for all C >0
. 1
P Ho(f(0)4) 2 €) < F (inf (¥, - Cs) < W, - 10C ).
Proof: Since Hj is strictly increasing, we have

P(f(0) > a) = P(Ho(f(0)4) > Ho(a)) = P(e" Ho(£(0)1) > C).

So for any C < Cj5 = agd'/2c7 1, we get

P(c —1H0(f( 0)y)>C)<P <;EE(WS —Cs) < inf Wy—C(s—1p(9)) +C77((5)> .

0<s<T

What can we say when C' > Cs? With a defined by Hy(a) = Ce, we get that a > as and

P(e~ Ho(f(0))+ > C) = P(f(0) > a),

so we can use Equation ([8.2)) to conclude that

P(g_lHO(f(0)+) > C) =P (—ligtfgo(e‘/Vt + F(](t) — at) < 021;21(61/‘/} + F(](t) — at)>

< ' — —
< P(_fgtfm(ewt at) < ng (eWi + ast at)>

< P ( inf (Wy — (age™" +C — Cs)t) < inf (W, — (C — cg)t)> .

—-1<t<0 0<t<o

Now note that ase ™' = 6~1/2C5 > Cjs, which leads us to

(e Hulf(0)2) 2 ©) < P (_juf (Wi~ C1) < iut (Wi~ (€~ Ci))).

—1<¢<0

10



Now we use that 1,(s) < s, also in view of Lemma Choose § so small, that § < 7 and
T — (1) — () > /2. Then for C < Cs we get

B Hy(f(0)) > C) < P(;ggws—cs) inf W, O(s — (s >>+0n<6>>

0<s<T

< P <inf(W5 —Cs) < W, — —(5C> .
5<0 2

For C' > Cs we have

P(e ' Hy(f(0)1) > C) <P (}E(f)(Wt —Ct) < W — (C — q;)a) .
Since for C' big enough, we have

. 1 ) 1

P <;2€(Ws —Cs) < Ws— 550) <P <;I<1£(Ws —Cs) < W, — §5C’> ,

we conclude that for C' > 2Cy,

B Hy(f(0)1) > C) < P(inuws—as)swf—%ac).

s<0
Note that P(e " Hy(f(0)4) > C) is a decreasing function of C, so for e small enough, which means
Cjs big enough, we can conclude for all C' > 0 that
N 1
P(e ' Ho(f(0)y) > C) <P <12£(Ws —Cs) < W, — ZéO) .

a

The definition of Hy(a) depends on the choice of § > 0, when a > as, but since f(0) — 0, this
should not be relevant. To prove this, we show the following corollary.

Corollary 3.3 Suppose 1,(s) < s for some s € (0,1). Let x : [0,00) — [0,00) be such that for
some constants K >0 andn > 1

Hy(a) fora < ag

KHy(a)" fora > as.

x(a)

<
x(a) <

Then there exists constants L1, Lo,~y,e9 > 0 such that for all 0 < e < ey and C >0

—
V
a
N
h
=
ml

h

I}

Q

Proof: Note that for ¢ < 1,

P(e"'x(f(0)4)2C) = P

(VAN VAN VAN VAN

11



for some choice of Ly, La,v,e0 > 0 and all € < gp. In the last step we used Proposition and
Equation (2.1]). O

To see how we can use Corollary B3], let us assume that v,(s) < s and that for positive z in
some neighbourhood of 0, we have
Jo(z) < 27,
for some o > 0. Then Fy(z) < 2%, so Go(z) < 2. Therefore, G (a) > a/*, and
2a+1

HO(a) > RGT7

for some R > 0, at least for 0 < a < ag if we choose § > 0 small enough. Now define for all a > 0

2a+1

x(a) = Ra 2.
Corollary [3.3] then shows that for all C' > 0

P X(f(0)+) 2 C) = P (=725 f(0) = (C/R)2H1 ) < Ly,
and this proves that for any ¢ > 0,

lim E <<e‘2§%f(0)+)q) < +oc.

e—0

Of course we can get a similar result for f(0)_ and for |f(0)|. The condition ,(s) < s does not
affect the rate of the estimator. It is only necessary to get control over the tail of the rescaled LS
estimator.

3.2 Limiting distribution of the Least Squares estimator

Our methods also allow us to derive non-standard limiting distributions for the Least Squares
estimator. These limiting distributions only exist when fy is somehow “regular” near 0. The
precise conditions are described in the following theorem and will use Lemma 2.3l We start with
the rate equations: for ¢ > 0 and C' > 0 we define a, r,,b and 7, by

Fy(rq) = arq, Fo(—r3) = bry and r}/2q = r;/zb = Ce.

Theorem 3.4 Suppose that

with ~ € [0,00). Furthermore, suppose that for s > 0,

Fy(st)
1m
tl0 Fy(t)

«

for o> 1 (see also Lemmal2.3). Then, if Wy (s € R) denotes twosided standard Brownian motion,

lim P(f(0) > a) = P <ir<1f)(Ws + Oy [P — Cs) < inf (W, + Clal” = 03>)

e—0
If lim. 074 /7mp = +00, then R
lim P(£(0) > 0) = 0.

e—0
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Proof: We start with assuming that v > 0. Since r,/r, — 7 and aré/ 2 = brg/ 2, we see that

a/b — "2 and Fy(rq)/Fo(—rp) — 7v'/? (since Fy(rq) = ar, and Fy(—ry) = bry). For each n > 0,
we have that (y —n)ry < rq < (v + n)rp, for € small enough. Therefore
Fo(rg F «
lim sup 2007) < i, P+ 7)) _ <7+77> ‘
e=0 Fo(yre) ~e=0 Fo(re) gl
We used that, since ¥,(s) > 0 for s € (0,1], we have that r, — 0 and r, — 0. The inequality holds
for all n > 0, and we can show a similar inequality for the liminf, which means that
Fo(’r'a) .
im =
e—0 Fy(yrp)

Since r, and 1, are decreasing continuous functions of €, we have shown that in fact

Fo(v1) 1/2.

0o Fo(—t)

This in turn implies that
Fo(—st) o Fo(—i-’yst) o

im = lim =
tlo Fo(—t) o Fy(+t)
So the rescaled behavior of Fy to the left of zero is equal to the behavior of F{y to the right of zero.

The rest of the proof is based on Equation (B.3):

P(f(0)>a) = P < inf (W +e 'r7 V2 Fy(res) — Cs) <

—rg 1 <s<0

inf (W, +e ', YV2Fy(rgs) — CS)) .

0<s§r§1
Here, W, is twosided Brownian motion. Note that we can rewrite this equation as
IP’(f(O) >a)=P ( argmin (W + s_lr;1/2F0(ras) —Cs) < 0> .
sE[—rgl,rgl}

Using Lemma 23] we conclude that there exists a family of functions 7:(s) on [0,00), such that
1 — 0 uniformly on compacta as t — 0, with

F()(St) = SaFo(t) + T]t(S)F()(t) (t € ]R)
This shows that for s € [0, 00), we have

We+e 7 2Ey(ras) = Cs = W+ Cs® 4 Cny(s) — Cs
— Ws+ Cs®* —Cs,

uniformly on compacta. For s € (—o0,0], we have to be a bit more careful:

Ta “ o -1 -
E_lrgl/zFo(ras) = 5_17‘;1/2 (T_b> |s|“Fo(—rp) + € 17‘aUzm(!s]ra/rb)Fo(—rb)
.o\ e 1/2 12 .o\ 12 12
— (T_b> |s|°‘5_1rb b+ <7’_b> nt(|s|ra/rb)s_1rb b

N C,Ya—l/2‘s‘a7
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uniformly on compacta. We have shown that uniformly on compacta

Ws+ Cs®—Cs for s > 0,

-1,.-1/2 _
W5+E Ta FO(TQS) Cs— { WS+CVQ—1/2‘3‘O‘—CS for s < 0,

Now we wish to use Theorem 2.7 from |[KiM,POLLARD (1990)], p.198. This Theorem implies that
the location of the minimum of the process Wy +¢ 1ry 1/ 2F0 (rqs) — C's converges in distribution to
the location of the minimum of its limiting process, provided that this location is O,(1). To show
this last condition, we consider for M > 1

P < argmin (W, + e 1, Y2 Fy(res) — Cs) > M) <P < lilj\f/[(WS + e 2Ry (res) — Cs) < 0> .

se[-ratral]

Now we use that for e small enough, Fy(Mr,) > M*Fy(r,) — Fo(rs), so for s > M using convexity
of Fy, we get
Fo(sryq) > sFy(Mry)/M > M* tarys — ares /M.

Using this we get

P ( i;ﬂ{/[(Ws +e T2 Ry (res) — Cs) < 0> < P < (Ws+CM* s —Cs/M — Cs) < 0> .

inf
s>M

Clearly, this last probability goes to zero exponentially fast as M — oo, since a > 1. Now we
have to check the lower bound for the location of the minimum:

P < argmin (W, + e 1, 2 Fy(res) — Cs) < —M) < P < inf (W, 4 e 1r V2 EFy(rqs) — Cs) <
se

1 - <-M
[~7a 17Ta 1} S

< IP’< inf (WS—CS)<O>.
s<—M

This last probability again goes to zero exponentially fast as M — 4o00. This proves the Theorem

for v > 0. When v = 0, so r,/r, — 0, the above reasoning goes through, except for the convergence

of the process Wy + 6_17‘;1/2}70(7“@3) — Cs for s € (—00,0]. We need to show that

5_17‘;1/2}70(7*,13) — 0,

uniformly on compact subsets of (—o0,0]. Fix a compact set [—M, 0] and choose ¢ so small, that
Mrq <. Then for all s € [-M, 0],

o o r
e lral/zFo(ras)] < ¢ lra1/2F0(—rb)]s]T—:

r 1/2
< C(—“) M
Th
— 0.

Finally we need to prove the last statement. For this, we directly use Equation (3.2)):

P(f(0) > 0) =P (_l-gtfso(gwt +Ro0) < inf (W, + Fo(t))> .

14
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Now we take the usual rescaling, replacing ¢ by r,s and multiplying with r, 12,

P(f(0)>0) = P < inf (W +e 7 V2Fy(res)) < inf (W, +€_1T;1/2F0(ras))> .

—rg 1<s<0 0<s<rg?!

Choose ¢ small such that r, > ry. Then if s < —ry/r,, we have Fy(rys) > |s|Fo(—rp)ra/Ts, whereas
if —ry/rq < s <0, we still have that Fy(res) > 0, so

R 1/2
P(f(0) > 0) < 1@( inf (Ws+<ﬁ> C’|s|)§0in£1Ws+C’s)

—r;lﬁsg—rb/m Ty

—HP’< inf Ws < inf W5+CS>.
0<s<1

—7p/Ta<s<0

Since rq/r, — +00, these two probabilities clearly go to zero, since info<s<1 Wy + Cs < 0 with
probability 1. Note that for this last result, we do not need any other assumptions on Fj. O

As before, we introduce the auxiliary function Gy and Hy, but now on a full neighborhood of 0: fix

d >0 and for t € (—4,0)
Go(t) = Fo(t)/t and  Hy(t) = ty/|Gy ()],

As before, we have that both G¢ and Hy are strictly increasing functions on (—6,0). We also know
that the rate equations (B.1]) imply that

Hy(a) =Ce and Hy(—b) = —Ce.

Corollary 3.5 Suppose

with v € [0,00). Furthermore, suppose that for s > 0,

FQ(St)
1m
tl0 Fo(t)

JENN s %

for o> 1 (see also LemmalZ.3). If W; (s € R) denotes twosided standard Brownian motion, define
the process
] W+ s for s >0,
Xle)= { Wi+~ 2[s|* for s <0,

and the process X (s) as the greatest convexr minorant of X. Then

20—1
> 200—2
dX “

= Ho(f(0) % sgn (%«D) =

Here, sgn(x) denotes the sign of x € R.

15



Proof: We start by considering P(e 1 Hy(f(0)) > C), for C > 0. We get
P Ho(f(0) 2C) = P(f(0) 2 a)
— P (igg(ws + Oy 2|5 — Cs) < inf (W + Cls|* - Cs)> :

according to Theorem 34l Now replace s by C%/(1=2%) s multiply left and right by C—1/(1=2¢) and
use Brownian scaling to get

P(e" Hy(f(0)) > C) — P <13£(Ws AT 2|g)e L oBattg) < inf (W, + || - 05338)> .

Using the switch relation for the greatest convex minorant, we see that

P(e "' Ho(f(0) 2C) — P (%(0) > cii?>

When ~ = 0, the proof is finished, since in that case

dX
P{—(0)>0] =

( ds (0)= >
Now suppose v > 0. We have seen in the proof of Theorem [3.4] that the scaling of Fy to the left of
0 is the same as the scaling to the right, so for all s > 0

Fy(st)
im =
t—0 Fo(t)

«

Consider for C' > 0
P(e"'Ho(f(0) < =C) = P(f(0) < -b)
s P (V. + Oy VA - C8) < (W, + Ol - C)).
using Theorem [3.4] for the left hand side of the origin (that is, interchange a and b and replace

v by 1/7). Now replace s by —~C%/(=20) 5 multiply left and right by v~ /2C~1/(1-29) and use
Brownian scaling to get

P(e™ Ho(f(0)) < =C) — P (iEE(Ws +[s|* + C2s) < inf (W + 712 + ng?s)) ‘

Note that the two infima have switched sides because of the scaling with a negative constant. Again
using the switch relation we get

ds
dX
) el
sgn ( 7 (0)>

16
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This proves the corollary. O

The condition that Fj is regularly varying around 0 with parameter o > 1, implies that the function
Hy is regularly varying around 0 with parameter 5 = (2a —1)/(2a — 2), so for all s > 0
H
im o(st) =5’
t—0 H(](t)

It is well known from the theory of regularly varying functions that this limit is uniform for s €
[1/M, M], for any M > 1. This will help us prove the next corollary:

Corollary 3.6 With the conditions and notations from Corollary (3.4, we can show that
[0 4 dX £(0)_ 4 dX

Ho_l(e) — E(O)Jr and 7—H0_1(—€) — E(O)_.
Proof: We wish to show that
; sen(f ’
HO(‘(};(O)) . ( g( ()f( ) ) sgn(f(0)) = 1 in probability. (3.5)

Suppose 7 > 0. Using Corollary B3], there exists M > 1 such that for all e small enough
P (Ho(f(o)) € [~eM,—e/M] U [e/M, EM]) >1-np

If Hy(f(0)) € [e/M,eM], we know that

Hy'(e/M) _ _f(0) _ Hy'(eM)
Hy'(e) ~ Hy'(e) = Hy'(e)

Since H ! is regularly varying around 0 with parameter 1 /B, we then know that for £ small enough,

L6 < f() < oMV/P.
2 Hg ' (e)

A similar reasoning shows that if Ho(f(0)) € [—e/M, —eM], then for & small enough,

Lype < _JO _oppus,
2 Hy ()
Now consider
1(0)
Hy ' (sgn(f(0))e)
Since Hy(st)/Hy(t) — s° uniform for s in compact subsets of (0, 00), we can conclude with proba-
bility higher than 1 — n, that for £ small enough,

e~ Hy(f(0)) = sgn(f(0))Ho ( '(sgn(f(0))e) )/Ho(H(Tl(Sgn(f(O))E))-

(0
) (sen(f

8
e Ho(£(0)) —sgn(f(O))< 0): )> <n/M and ‘e_lHo(f(O)) > 1/M.

17



This proves (3.3]). Corollary then immediately shows that

sa(fO)/0)_ a, dX )
Hy'(sgn(f(0))e)  ds

This can be written in a nicer way when we look at f(0)4 and f(0)_:

f0)y a dX
Hy'(e)  ds

(0)+

and . N
fO)— 4 dX

“Hyie)  ds

Suppose fy is differentiable in 0 with f;(0) > 0. Then

Fo(st)  5s*2f3(0) + o(t?)
Fo(t) _ 2%t2f6(0) n O(tz) — 32 (t — 0).

Furthermore, Go(t) = Fy(t)/t = 4 f5(0)t + o(t), which implies that Gy (t) = 2£5(0)~1t + o(t), so
Ho(t) = V2£5(0)"Y23/2 4 o(¢3/2).
This means that

1/3
H' @) = (5H0)) 4o

Define X (s) = W, + s2, with W, twosided Brownian motion, and define X as the greatest convex
minorant of X. Then Corollary tells us that

—1/3 A
(350) =204 o,

in accordance with the classical result by Brunk in [[BRuNK (1970)], when translated to the white
noise model, except that we do not need a continuous derivative of fy in a neighbourhood of 0, we
just need the existence of the derivative in 0.

3.3 Optimality of the rate

We wish to show that the rate for the LS-estimator is “locally optimal” in the following (non-
precise) sense: for each monotone L?-function fy, there exists a sequence of alternative monotone
L2-functions fi, such that the rate of the LS-estimator for fy and f; cannot both be significantly
improved by any other estimator. To be more precise, we will prove the following theorem:

18



Theorem 3.7 Choose two significance levels a € (0,1) and 8 € (0,1/2). There exist n > 0, such
that for all € > 0 small enough, we can find a monotone L*-function f1 (close to fo), and we can
find a rate y(g) with

limsup max Py, (1£(0) = £i(0) = 4(5)) < a

e—0 7’:07

and
liminf inf max Py, (|é(Y) — fi(0)| =n- ’7(6)) > 3,

e—0 6 1=0,1
where O(Y) is any estimator of f(0) based on the data Y .

Remark 1: One may want to choose different rate-functions g and ~; for the two different
functions fo and f1, but it seemed natural to take them equal. In any case, this statement is
stronger.
Remark 2: Choose an event A C C([—1,1]) such that Py, (Y € A) > 1/2 and Py, (Y ¢ A) > 1/2.
Define the estimator X

BY) = folO)La(Y) + f1(0)1ac(Y).

Then for any choice of n and v, we would have

)

N —

max Py, (100) = £:(0)] =2 0-1(0)) <

which is why in Theorem B.7] we choose 8 € (0,1/2).
Proof of Theorem [3.7t Choose ¢ > 0 small enough such that the equations
_ ) /2, _ 1/2p
Fo(rq) = are, Fo(—ry) =bry and r/“a=r""b=Ce

have solutions for some fixed C > 0 with

< .

2
VorC
Suppose that for this €, a > b. The case a < b can be handled analogously. Define for some fixed

0<d<1
At = da if t >0 and fy(t) < da,
W7 fo()  otherwise.

Then f; is a monotone L2-function. Note that f; will be discontinuous in 0. Define
v(g) = 2a.

Then Theorem B.1] together with Lemma 2.2] shows that (remember that a > b)

Pr, (1£0) 2 7(9)) <

Since f1 > fo, it easily follows that

1
Vor '

Py, (f(o) _da < —2a> <Py, (f(o) < —a) <

19



Now we focus on Py, (f(O) >(2+ 5)&). Define

0= [ nsas

We can use Equation (B3] for the situation where the underlying function is f:
{f(0)>2a} = { inf (r7"PWi,s+e g P Fi(res) — 267y as) <
—rg  <s8<0

inf  (r;YPW o4+ s V2 F (rgs) — 26711t 2as))
0<s§r;1
Again we have that Fi(s) > 0 for s < 0. Define s, = inf{t > 0 : fo(t) > a}. Clearly,
S50 < rq. We easily check that for s > s5,, F1(s) = dasse + Fo(s) — Fo(ssq). This implies that
Fi(rq) < (14 6)ar, < 2ar,. Since F is convex, we conclude that for 0 < s <1,

Fi(rqs) < 2args.

Now we can follow the exact same steps as in the proof of Theorem Bl starting at Equation (3.3]),
to conclude that

Py, (f(O) > 2a> 2\/%0

This clearly shows that
Pr, (1£(0) = £10) > 7(0)) = Pp, (£(0) > @ +0)a) + Py, (f(0) < —(2 = d)a) <

So we have shown that our rate «y satisfies the first requirement of the theorem.
Now define p as the probability measure on C([—1,1]) that corresponds to standard two-sided

Brownian motion, and denote with Py and P; the measures corresponding to the model with fj
and f respectively. It is well known that
Therefore

d
di( —exp< /fz £)dW (t —2/f2 dt)
P,

d_PO(W):exp (a_l/(ﬁ() fo(t))aw _2/f1 )'dt + E_Q/fo dt)

This means that

dP, 2
P —Pl? < Ep|-sW)-1
IP-RIE < En(Gpon-1)

ap, 2

= 5, (o (= [n0 - ponawve - [ aera 5= [ et ) -1
= exp (%2 Jeno - nepa -2 [ et e | fo<t>2dt) -
— o (= [0~ po)Par) -1

20



We immediately see that
[0 = otw)?an < Pass, < e,

so we conclude that
|Py — Byl < v/exp(C?62) — 1.

Choose ¢ € (0, 1] small enough, such that ||y — Fp[| <2—43. Choose ) = §/4. Denote with p; the
density of P; with respect to u (i = 0,1). We have that for any estimator 6

=0,

1
max Py, (16(Y) - £,(0)] > 2na) > %;w (160v) = £:(0)] > 2na)

1
= 5B (1{\é<Y>\zzna}p0(W> + 1{|é(y>_5a\22na}p1(W))

1 .
5 B (min(po(10), p1 (W)))
1 1
- (1—=||P— P
5 L= 5lP = Boll)
B.
This proves the theorem. O
4 The LS-estimator with measurements on a grid
In this section we wish to show that in the model
Y; = fo(xi) + i,

where z; = i/n (i = —n,...,n) (so our measurements are taken on a grid) and ¢; iid, we will get
results analogous to the white noise model. The key observation is that when we take measurements
on a grid, we can represent the least squares estimator f as the derivative of a greatest convex
minorant, just as we did with the white noise model. When we define

g(t) = Z }/il{xi71<t§xi}7

i=—n

with x_,,_1 = —1—1/n, and for s € [-1 — 1/n, 1]

we can define
F(t) = sup{é(t) | ¢ affine and V — 1 — % <s<1:¢(s)<G(s))

Finally, the least squares estimator is defined as

s F(t)—F(t—h)
f(t)—lgfol W :
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Define a and b, depending on n, as follows:

Fo(re) = ara, Fo(—rp) =bry and rl/%a = r;pb =Cn~ 12 (4.1)

a
Here, as before, C > 0 is some fixed constant. We have the following result:

Theorem 4.1 With the notations as above, suppose Var(g;) = 02 < +o00. Then

limsup P(f(0) > a) <P <inf W, — gs < inf W, — %(S - ¢r(s))>

n—00 s<0 o 0<s<1

and
limsup P(f(0) < —b) <P <inf Ws — gs < inf Wi C(s - 1/11(3))> .

n—00 s<0 0<s<1 o

Proof: We start by bounding P(f(0) > a); the bound for P(f(0) < —b) follows completely analo-
gously. As in (3.2)), we note that

(fO)>al=1{ inf (G(t)—at) < inf (é(t)—at)}.

—1-1/n<t<0 T0<t<1
Define n
fO(t) = Z f0($i)1{xi71<t§xi}'

1=—n
We now use a similar rescaling as with the white noise model, so t = r,s and multiplying left and
right with n/2r, /2 Then f(0) > a precisely when

—1 inf (7’;1/2711/2/ ) Zgi1{$i71<tg-’ﬂi} dt+r;1/2n1/2/ ) fO(t) dt — (Tan)1/2a3> <
—rq (14+1/n)<s<0 0 i—0 0

inf (7‘;1/2111/2/ a Zeil{mﬂ@tﬁm} dt + 7‘;1/2111/2/ ' JEO(t) dt — (ran)l/za's) - (42)
0 0

0<s<rg! 1

Since fy is increasing, it is not hard to see that for s > 0
TaS -
| 0t < Fatras) + 07 ol 1)
0
Here, [r,s] signifies the first grid-point bigger than r,s. As before, we can use Lemma 2T} for any
7 € (0,1) there exists a positive continuous function n with Fy(t) = 0 = n(t) = 0, such that for

s €[0,7]
FO(TaS) < FO(Ta)wr(S) + FO(Ta)T/(Ta)’

Here, n(r,) — 0. This means that for 0 < s <7

ry 20/ / oty dt < Cuns) + Onlra) + 172 2 o ras)).
0
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Furthermore, when ¢ < 0, fo(t) < 0. This means that ([2) implies

res — T
;gg <7”;1/2n1/2/0 Z €il{p,  <t<a;} At — C’S) <
i=0

) B rqs M a
inf (Ta V12 /0 Z €il{a; y<t<a;} dt + C(s —r(s)) + Cn(ra) + = fol[ras] )) :
1=1

0<s<t C

Note that the process
rqs T
s Ta—1/2n1/2 / Z €il{z, i <t<a;} dt
0 i=—n

converges to oWy, in the topology of uniform convergence on compacta, where Wy is twosided
standard Brownian motion; this is because nr, = C?a~2 — +o00. Also, a — 0 and 7(r,) — 0 as
n — oo, so we conclude that

lim sup P (f(()) > a) <P <inf (Ws - @> < inf W, +C(s— wr(s))> :

n—00 s<0 o 0<s<r

Since this holds for any 7 € (0, 1), we have proved the theorem. O

4.1 Optimality of the rate

We wish to prove an analog of Theorem B.7] for the model with observations on a grid. We need
an extra condition on the distribution of ;. This makes sense, because suppose that ¢; € Z with
probability 1, then it would be very easy to distinguish fy and f; if f1(0)— fo(0) ¢ Z. The condition
we need is the following;:

(C1) The distribution of &;, with Var(e;) = 02 < +00, has a density ¢ with respect to the Lebesgue
measure, such that there exists M > 0 with

VacR: /OO (672t —a) ~ ")) dy < Ma?.

This condition would follow from Hellinger differentiability at 0 of the model a — ¢(- — a).

Theorem 4.2 Suppose Condition (C1) holds. Choose two significance levels o € (0,1) and § €
(0,1/2). There exist n > 0, such that for all n large enough, we can find a monotone increasing
function f1 (close to fy), and we can find a rate ~, with

limsup max Py, (]f(()) — fi(0)| > ’Yn) <o
n—oo 1=0,1
and

liminf inf max Py, <|é(Y) — f:(0)| > 77'7n> > f3,

n—00 g =0,1

where (Y is any estimator of f(0) based on the data Y .
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Proof: We just follow the steps as in the proof of Theorem [B.7, so we define a,r,,b and 7}, as in
(#T) with C > 0 such that

20
< a.

V2rC T

For fixed n, suppose that a > b. Then we define
TYn = 2a
and for some fixed 0 < 6 <1

B da ift >0 and fo(t) < da,
h(t) _{ fo(t) otherwise.

Theorem [£.1] shows that (remembering that a > b)

Py, (170) = fo(0)] = 7)<
Since f1 > fy, we again have that

1
Vor '

To bound Py, ( f0)> 2+ 5)&), we follow the proof of Theorem [.1], but with fj replaced with f;.
Define

Py, (f(o) _da < —2a> <Py, <f(0) < —a) <

fl(t) = Z fl(xi)]‘{xi71<t§xi}

i=—n

and

Fl(t):/o fi(s)ds.

Then, in the model using f1, f(0) > 2a precisely when

inf <T;1/2n1/2 / a Z €ilfa, i <t<a;} dt + 7‘;1/277,1/2 / ' ]Fl (t)dt — (Tan)1/22a3> <

—rg H(141/n)<s<0

inf (T;1/2n1/2 / Z Eil{z;_ <t<w;} dt + 7”[:1/2711/2 / fl (t)dt — (Tan)1/22a3> :
0 i=1 0

0<s<rg!

Now, following the steps after Equation (4.2]), and using the fact that, as in the proof of Theorem
B for 0 <s <1,
Fl(T‘aS) < 2(157

we conclude that -, satisfies the first requirement of the theorem.
Now we have to note that in the model with measurements on a grid, the data Y € R?"*1. As a
dominating measure p we just take the Lebesgue measure, and we get that the density p; of the

data Y, when we are in the model
Yj = fi(z;) + ¢,
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is given by

Hqs — filz)).

j=-n

Define
Aj = /_Oo (¢1/2(y—f1(9€j)) —¢1/2(y—f0(xj))>2 dy
— /_OO <¢1/2(y = (f1(z5) = folzy))) — ¢1/2(y)>2 dy.

Let H?(pg,p1) denote the squared Hellinger distance between py and p;. Then it is a standard
property of the Hellinger distance that

H p07p1 Z A (43)
j=—n

But note that when we define s, = inf{t > 0 : fo(t) > a} < rq, we get that A; = 0 whenever
j <0orj>nss. Furthermore, using Condition (C1), we have that

Aj < M§?a®. (4.4)
This shows that
[PL = Polli < 2/ H?(po,p1)

< 2v/(nssq + 1)M62a2 (4.5)

< 2V/4nr,a?26?2M

= 4Cov M.
It follows that we can choose 6 > 0 small enough such that ||P; — Py||; < 2 — 4. The rest of the
proof now follows the proof of Theorem [B.71 O

5 The LS-estimator with measurements on random points

In this section we consider the model

Y; = fo(Xi) + &4,

where X1, ..., X, is an iid sample in [—1, 1] with distribution function G, independent of the &;’s.
We again wish to estimate fy(0), but our LS-estimator is slightly more complicated now. The idea
is to identify the order statistic X(; with 4, and calculate the least squares estimator as if the
measurements were done on the grid 1,...,n. So we define for 0 <t < n:

= Z Yilyi1<e<iy

i=1
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and

Furthermore, we define

F(t) =sup{¢(t) | ¢ affine and V0 < s <n:¢(s) < H(s)}

and

S F(t)—F(t—h)
ﬂﬂ—%} . :

Finally, our estimator of fj is defined by
ft) = f(m) with X(,_1) <t < X

Here, X(;,) is the m™ order statistic of X7,...,X,. In order to control the rate of this estimator,
we need some control on how the measurement points behave around 0. We assume the following
condition:

(C2) The distribution G of X; has a density g with respect to the Lebesgue measure in a neigh-
borhood of 0, such that g is continuous in 0 and g(0) > 0.

As before, our rate is defined by
Fy(re) = arq, Fo(—rp) =bry and rl/2q = r;mb =Cn~2,
where C > 0 is some fixed constant.

Theorem 5.1 With the notations as above, suppose Var(e;) = 0% < +oo and suppose that (C2)
holds. Then

. ; . Cy(0)'/%s _ Cyg(0)!/2
> < AN AR Y I A _
lim sup P(f(0) 2 a) <P (;gg W 5 S dnf Wi (s = ¥x(s))
and
, R , Cg(0)'/2%s , Cg(0)/?
hﬁgpMﬂmS—@SPQ%qu—;——s&gjn——jr—w—wwb-

Proof: We start by bounding P(f(0) > a); the bound for P(f(0) < —b) follows completely analo-
gously. Define m such that X, 1) <0 < X(,,); with probability tending to 1 we can assume that
1 < m < n (this follows from Condition (C2)). Note that

{f(0)>a} = {f(m)>a}
= { inf (H(t)—at)< inf (H(t)—at)}

0<t<m—1 m<t<n
— {oﬁiéli_l (Ht)—H(m—1)—a(t—m)) < mlgl%f%n (H(t) — H(m — 1) — a(t —m))}.
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We again use a similar rescaling to the one we used for the grid model, namely ¢t = m + nry,s and
multiplying left and right with n=/2r, 2 Then f(0) > a precisely when

m-+nrqes m—1
inf r;1/2n_1/2 / Z gil{i—1<t§i} dt +

—m(ran) 1 <s<—(ran)~! m1 =

m4nrgs M—1
ra‘l/zn‘l/Q/ > folX) Lo 1<eziy dt — (Tan)l/Qas) <

m—1 i=1
m4nrqes M
i -1/2,,-1/2 1. .
Ogsg(ni?rf)(ran)fl <Ta n /Wl_l ;ngzl{l—l<tfl} dt +
m-+nrqs
7’;1/271_1/2/ ) Z Jo(X @) im1<t<iy dt — (Tan)1/2a3> . (5.1)
As before, we have that
m4nres T
S > 7";1/271_1/2 / Z 6i1{i—1<t§i} dt
m=l =

converges to oWy, with Wy two-sided standard Brownian motion. Also, for i < m—1, fo(X, (,-)) <0.
Finally, suppose that r, > n > 0 for all n > 1. Then fy = 0 on [0,7], and it becomes very easy
to bound the right-hand side of (5.1) if we limit s to this interval, which would get us the desired
result (in this case we would have a parametric rate). Now assume that r, — 0; then we need that

(n —m)(ren) ™t — +o0.
This is true with probability 1, since with probability 1
m/n — P(X; <0) < 1.
Furthermore, and most importantly, we need to bound for 0 < s < g(0)
mt [nras)

m+nrqgs 1
/ S foXi) i< dt < Y folXa).

m—1 i_mn

Define k = [nrys]+1 and D = X(,,4). When we condition on D, we know that Xy, . .. X(mir—1)
is an iid sample from G restricted to [0, D]. This implies, using Chebyshev,

1 m+k—1 k1/2 D Df D2dC )
]P’( Tz Z:Z;n Jo(X@@y) — W/O fo(t)dG(t)| > A D) < % < fo(D)2A72.

It is not hard to see that D — 0 almost surely when n — +oo, uniformly for s € [0, ¢(0)], which
proves that

m+[nrqs] 1/2 _1/2 D
1212 ;ﬂ fo(X(n):%/o Fo(t)dG(t) + op(1). (5.2)
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Now D is the position of the k + 1-th sample point after 0, and since k — oo and k/n — 0, it is
not hard to see, keeping in mind Condition (C2), that

_ 1/2,,-1/2
D= oy * a1,
Therefore,
G([0, D]) = ras(1 + 0p(1))
and
ri/ 12 | [t HOpra/ %) 2r,s _
(0, D) / fo(t)dG(t)| < fo< © )>g(0)(1+op(1)) = 0,(1).
So (5:2)) becomes
m+[nrqs]
12172 Z Fo(X () = ra /21 29(0) Fy (;{”5) (14 0p(1)) + 0p(1).

Now we use Lemma 2.1} for any 7 € (0, 1), there exists a continuous increasing function 7 on [0, 1]
with Fy(t) =0 = n(t) = 0, such that for 0 < s < 7¢(0)

3 (m> < r(5/9(0)) Fo(ra) + n(ra) Fo(ra).

So finally we conclude that

. r > < J— —_—
hgl_}SotipIP’ (f(O) > a) < <;gg (ocWs —Cs) < 0<5121ng(0) oWs —C(s g(O)?[)AS/g(O))))
1/2 1/2
= P <1nf Wy — C9(0) s < inf W, — Co0) 7 (s — wr(s))> .
s<0 o 0<s<t g
Since this holds for any 7 € (0,1), the theorem follows. 0

5.1 Optimality of the rate

We have an analogue to Theorem for this setting as well:

Theorem 5.2 Suppose Conditions (C1) and (C2) hold. Choose two significance levels a € (0,1)
and B € (0,1/2). There exist n > 0, such that for all n large enough, we can find a monotone
increasing function fi (close to fy), and we can find a rate v, with

lim sup max Py, (]f( ) — fi(0)] zfyn) <a

n—o0
and .
liminf inf max Py, (|0(Y,X) — f:(0)| > 77'7n> > 3,

n—oo é 1=0,1

where (Y, X) is any estimator of f(0) based on the data (Y, X).
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Proof: We can follow the proof of Theorem [.2] (and of Theorem B.7]), choosing the same alternative
function f7, also using the steps in the proof of Theorem [B.1] for the alternative f1, right up to the
point where we need to bound ||P; — FPyl|. In the random design case, our data consists of ¥ and
X, but when we condition on X, we can use the inequalities (A3]) and (4), just by replacing x; by
X;. The only difference is that the number N of X;’s in the interval [0, s5,] is random. However,
we have excellent control on NN, and by looking at Equation (4.3]), we can see that the relevant
bound is given by

E(VN) < \/4r,ng(0) for all n big enough.

Our conclusion is again that we can choose 6 > 0 such that ||[P, — Py||1 < 2 — 45, after which we
can follow the proof of Theorem [B.7] O

6 The Grenander estimator for monotone densities

In this final section we wish to show that our methods also work for the Grenander estimator of
a monotone density. Consider a sample Xq,...,X,, from a monotone decreasing density fy on
[—1,00). Assume that fj is continuous in 0; we wish to estimate fy(0). Let F,, denote the empirical
distribution function of the sample X1,...,X,,. Define

F(t) = inf{¢(t) | ¢ affine and ¥V s > —1 : ¢(s) > F,(s)},
so F is the smallest concave majorant of IF,,. The Grenander estimator is now defined as

s Ft+h) - F()
f(t)—lgfg Y :

To find the rate of the Grenander estimator, we define

Folt) = /0 (fo(0) — fo(s)) ds. (6.1)

This is a convex function such that F{j(0) = 0. Since fy is decreasing, instead of increasing, when
considering the event {f(0) > fo(0) + a}, we have to look to the left, instead of the right. This
results in reversed rate-equations: define a,b > 0 such that

Fo(ry) = bry, Fo(—ra) = ar, and rY%a =r)*b = Cn=/2,

for some fixed C' > 0. Again we define

¢7‘(8) = hm Sup M and ’I;Z)I(S) — hm Sup FO(St)

tio - Fo(t) o Fo(t)

We have the following theorem:

Theorem 6.1 With the notations as above, we have that if r, — 0 and r, — 0,

limsup P(f(0) >a) <P (inf W, — ¢ s < inf Wy — ¢ (s — 1/11(3))>

N300 <0 fO(O) - Oigﬁl fo(O)
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and

. ; . C . C
lirn sup P(f(0) < =) <P <;gg W, — VoM < pnf Ws— ) (s — %(8))) :

Proof: As before, we will only show how to bound P(f(0) — f(0) > a) (in fact, this corresponds
to the inequality for b in the other proofs). Define

F(t):/o fo(s)ds

and introduce the notation F,(0,t] = F,(t) — F,(0), and likewise F'(0,¢] (which is in fact equal to
F(t)). Note that

A

(GO = fo0)+a} = {_inf (fo(0)t+at =Fu(t)) = inf (Jo(0)t +at —F, (1))}

—1<t<0
= {_inf | (Jo(0)t +at — Fo(0,1) = inf (fo(0)t + at — F,(0.4)}
= {_jnf_(Fo(t) +at+ F(0.1] = Fu(0,4)) = inf (Fy(t) + at + F(0,1] — Fu(0,1])}

We choose the scaling ¢ = r,s and multiply left and right with nl/zr;1/2 to get that f(O) > fo(0)+a
precisely when

inf <n1/27‘;1/2F0(ra8) + Cs —n'2r7V2(F,,(0,745] — F(0, ras])) >
—rg 1 <s<0

inf <n1/2r;1/2Fo(Tas) + Cs —n'?r7V2(F,(0,745] — F(O, ras])> . (6.2)

s>0

Again we use Lemma 2.1] but now for the function ¢;: for any 7 € (0, 1), there exists a continuous
increasing function 7 on [0, 1] with Fy(t) =0 = n(t) = 0, such that for —7 < s <0

F() (ras) S ¢l(—S)F0(—Ta) + ?’](TQ)F()(—TQ).

We conclude that f(0) > fo(0) + a implies
Cinf_ (=2 A F(0,7as] = F(O,1as]) + Cls + i(~5)) ) + Cn(ra) =

inf (CS — 27V (F, (0, 748] — F(O, ras])> .

s>0
What remains is to show that if r, — 0, the process
n
Yo:se nl/zrglﬂ(Fn(O’raS] — F(0,745]) = n_1/2rtz_1/2 Z (1{Xi€(0ﬂ“a8}} o F(O’T“s])
i=1

converges in distribution, in the topology of uniform convergence on compacta, to fo(O)l/ 2W,,
where W, is two-sided standard Brownian motion. It seems that the classical approach to this
problem is the easiest one: the fact that the finite dimensional marginal distributions converge is
a relatively straightforward application of the Central Limit Theorem for triangular arrays, since
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we have written the process as a rescaled sum of independent zero-mean variables; it uses the fact
that F/(0) = fo(0). For tightness of the sequence Y, it suffices to show that for all s; < s < sy in
a compact set, there exists a constant M > 0 such that

E ((¥a(s) = Ya(1)* (Ya(s2) = Yu(s))*) < M(s3 — s1)*. (6.3)

It is not hard to see that the only relevant terms after taking the expectation are

92 _9 2 2 . . .
n”“r,“E (1{Xi€(7"a5177"a5]} - F(rasl,ras]> <1{Xje(,na8,m52” - F(ras,rasﬂ) with i # j,

of which there are of the order n?. Since fy is bounded in a neighborhood of 0, we can find a

constant M > 0 such that for n big enough,
F(rqs1,7rq52] < Mry(so — s1).

This leads to (6.3]). We can finally conclude that

limsupP (£(0) = fo(0) +a) < P < inf_(Jo(0) Wi + (s +ain(—s))) > inf (Cs + f0(0)1/2W3)>

n— 00 —7<s<0
C C
= P(inf [ Wy — s| < inf [ W — (s—i(s)) ] |-
<3§0 < v/ fo(0) ) Oss<t ( fo(0)
Since this holds for any 7 € (0, 1), we have proved the theorem. O

When r, — 19 > 0, the process Y,,(s) does not converge to Brownian motion, but to a rescaled
Brownian bridge, depending on Fy. However, we would still have that when C' — oo,

A~

P(f(0) = fo(0) > a) =0,

so a is still the correct rate (in this case the parametric rate).

6.1 Optimality of the rate

In the monotone decreasing density case we also wish to show that the Grenander estimator has
the by now familiar optimality property.

Theorem 6.2 Choose two significance levels o € (0,1) and 8 € (0,1/2). There exist n > 0, such
that for all n large enough, we can find a monotone decreasing density f1 on [—1,00) (close to fp),
and we can find a rate -y, with

limsup max Py, (|f(0) — £(0)] > %) <a
n—oo 1=0,1
and R
liminf inf max Py, <|9(Y) — fi(0)| > 77-7”> > f3,

n—00 g =0,1

where O(Y) is any estimator of f(0) based on the data Y .
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Proof: The proof is very similar to the previous ones, but we need to be more careful when choosing
the alternative. Choose n large enough such that the equations

Fo(ry) = bry, Fo(—ra) = ar, and rY/%a =r)*b = Cn~/?,

have solutions for some fixed C > 0 with

2./f0(0) “u
V2r e T

Here, Fj is defined in (G.I)). Suppose that for this n, a > b. The case a < b can be handled
analogously. Define for some fixed 0 < § <1

fo(O) +da ift<0and fo(t) < fQ(O) + da + Nas
fit) =19 fot) —ne ift <0 and fo(t) > fo(0) + da + na,
f()(t) if t > 0.

Then f; is a monotone decreasing density, if we choose 7, such that ff? f1(t)dt = 1. This is always
possible for n big enough, unless r, — ro > 0 (i.e., unless fy is constant on [—rg, 0]). However, in
this case f(0) estimates f5(0) with a parametric rate (since we consider a > b), so the conclusions
of the theorem will follow. From now on we will assume that r, — 0. If b > a, we only define
fi(t) = fo(t) +mp for t < 1 and fo(t) < fo(0) — da — n,; for t > 1 we would define fi(t) = fo(t).
Define

S50 = Inf{t > 0: fo(—t) > fo(0) + da}.

We have seen before that sg, < rg, < rq. Also,
0
[ (00~ fafe) e < s,
—S8a
This gives us an upper bound for 7,: if n is big enough, such that fo(—1/2) > fo(0) + da + 71,4, then

—Séa —1/2
5asaa2/ (fO(t)_fl(t))dtZ/ (fo(t)—fl(t))dtzlna,

1 1 2

so we conclude that for n big enough
Na < 20ar,.

Now define
Yn = 2a.

Then Theorem shows that (remember that a > b)
Py, (1£0) = fo(0)] = 70) <

From the way we defined fi, it is clear that we can define X(!) ~ f; and couple it to X ~ fy, such
that XM = X if X > 0,and X < X (1) < 0 otherwise. So if we consider the empirical distribution
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functions of two samples of X and X, call them F,, and Fg), then Fsll)(t) =F,(t) if t > 0, and
F(t) < Fu(t) if t € [~1,0]. Now note that
{00 < 11(0) ~2a) = {_jnf (H(0) 20t = FD(0)) < inf (12(0)t — 20t ~F (1))}
. o < o
C{_jnf ((0)t = 26t — Fo(0) < nf (1(0)t — 26t — Fa(0)}

= {f(0) = fo(0) < b6a — 2a}.

So we get, using that § <1,

fo(0)
V2rCo

Py, (F0) ~ £10) < —2a) <Py, (f(0) < —a) <

Now we focus on Py, (f(O) >(2+ 5)&). Define

Fi(t) = /0 (£1(0) — fu(s)) ds

and, with a slight abuse of notation,

FO () = /Ot fi(s)ds.

We can use Equation (6.2]) for the situation where the underlying function is f1, using the coupled
sample X}l), o x: £(0) > f1(0) + 2a precisely when

inf <n1/27‘;1/2F1 (ras) +2Cs — 027 2(FMD (0, r,5] — FO(0, ras])> >

—r;lgsg(]

igg (nl/Qra_l/QFl (ras) 4+ 2Cs — n'2r 7 V2(FWM (0, 7,5] — FU (0, ras])> .

Note that since F} is convex, Fi(ry,s) < —Fj(—rg)s for —1 < s <0, apd that Fy(—rq) < Fo(—rq) +
re0a < 2arq. Furthermore, for s > 0, Fy(rgs) > 0. This means that f(0) > f1(0) + 2a implies that

_121620 (—n1/27‘;1/2(15‘£3)(0, rqs] — FU(0, ras])) > ;gg <C’s — 27 V2(FW (0, res] — FU(0, ras])) .

Since the left-derivative of F(!) in 0 equals f5(0)+o0,(1), we can proceed as in the proof of Theorem
to conclude that our rate -y, satisfies the first requirement of the theorem.

33



Now we need to bound ||P; — Py||1, where Py is the distribution of (Xy,...,X,) and P; the distri-
bution of (X }1), e 7Xr(Ll)). We do this by bounding the Hellinger distance between fy and fi:

0
1

H2(f0,f1) = /_<\/f1(s)_\/f0(3)>2d8

2
_ o ( [re [
= hl /_1< 70(0) \/fo(O)) *
1 )2

O (f1(s) = fols)
< 3h0) [ T a
< a6?ss, + ng
- 2£o(0)
< a6?r,
~ fo(0)

For the last inequality we use that for n big enough, r, < 1/2. In the case where b > a, you could
use the fact that for n big enough, fo(ry) > f0(0)/2, to get the first inequality (with a different
constant). It now follows that

|P1 — Polli < 2v/H?(p1,p0) < 28/nH2(fo, f1) < C6/+/ fo(0).

Choose § € (0, 1] small enough, such that ||P, — Fy|| < 2— 4/, and follow the proof of Theorem B.7]
O
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