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Abstract

The paper deals with asymptotic properties of the adaptive pro-
cedure proposed in the author paper, 2007, for estimating a unknown
nonparametric regression. We prove that this procedure is asymptot-
ically efficient for a quadratic risk, i.e. the asymptotic quadratic risk
for this procedure coincides with the Pinsker constant which gives a
sharp lower bound for the quadratic risk over all possible estimates.
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1 Introduction

The paper deals with the estimation problem in the heteroscedastic non-
parametic regression model

y; = S(x;) +0,(5)¢;, (1.1)

where the design points x; = j/n, S(-) is an unknown function to be esti-
mated, (§;);<;<, is a sequence of centered independent random variables with
unit variance and (0,(5)),<;<, are unknown scale functionals depending on
the design points and the regression function S.

Typically, the notion of asymptotic optimality is associated with the op-
timal convergence rate of the minimax risk (see e.g., Ibragimov, Hasmin-
skii,1981; Stone,1982). An important question in optimality results is to
study the exact asymptotic behavior of the minimax risk. Such results have
been obtained only in a limited number of investigations. As to the nonpara-
metric estimation problem for heteroscedastic regression models we should
mention the papers by Efromovich, 2007, Efromovich, Pinsker, 1996, and
Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov, 2005, concerning the exact asymptotic be-
havior of the L,-risk and the paper by Brua, 2007, devoted to the efficient
pointwise estimation for heteroscedastic regressions.

Heteroscedastic regression models are largely used in financial mathe-
matics, in particular, in problem of calibrating (see e.g., Belomestny, Reiss,
2006). An example of heteroscedastic regression models is given by economet-
rics (see, for example, Goldfeld, Quandt, 1972, p. 83), where for consumer
budget problems one uses some parametric version of model (1) with the
scale coefficients defined as

0]2.(5) = o+ 115 + 5% (x;) (1.2)

where ¢, ¢; and ¢, are some unknown positive constants.

The purpose of the article is to study asymptotic properties of the adap-
tive estimation procedure proposed in Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov, 2007,
for which a non-asymptotic oracle inequality was proved for quadratic risks.
We will prove that this oracle inequality is asymptotically sharp, i.e. the
asymptotic quadratic risk is minimal. It means the adaptive estimation pro-
cedure is efficient under some the conditions on the scales (0;(5)),<;<, which
are satisfied in the case (L2)). Note that in Efromovich, 2007, Efromovich,
Pinsker, 1996, an efficient adaptive procedure is constructed for heteroscedas-
tic regression when the scale coefficient is independent of S, i.e. 0;(S) = 0;.
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In Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov, 2005, for the model (1) the asymptotic
efficiency was proved under strong the conditions on the scales which are not
satisfied in the case (L2). Moreover in the cited papers the efficiency was
proved for the gaussian random variables (£ j)lg j<n that is very restrictive for
applications of proposed methods to practical problems.

In the paper we modify the risk. We take a additional supremum over the
family of unknown noise distributions like to Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov,
2006. This modification allows us to eliminate from the risk dependence on
the noise distribution. Moreover for this risk a efficient procedure is robust
with respect to changing the noise distribution.

It is well known to prove the asymptotic efficiency one has to show that the
asymptotic quadratic risk coincides with the lower bound which is equal to
the Pinsker constant. In the paper two problems are resolved: in the first one
a upper bound for the risk is obtained by making use of the non-asymptotic
oracle inequality from Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov, 2007, in the second
one we prove that this upper bound coincides with the Pinsker constant.
Let us remember that the adaptive procedure proposed in Galtchouk, Perga-
menshchikov, 2007, is based on weighted least-squares estimates, where the
weights are proper modifications of the Pinsker weights for the homogeneous
case (when 01(S) = ... =0,(5) = 1) relative to a certain smoothness of the
function S and this procedure chooses a best estimator for the quadratic risk
among these estimators. To obtain the Pinsker constant for the model (L))
one has to prove a sharp asymptotic lower bound for the quadratic risk in the
case when the noise variance depends on the unknown regression function.
In this case, as usually, we minorize the minimax risk by a bayesian one for
a respective parametric family. Then for the bayesian risk we make use of
a lower bound (see Theorem 6.1) which is a modification of the van Trees
inequality (see, Gill, Levit, 1995).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we construct an adap-
tive estimation procedure. In Section [3] we formulate principal the condi-
tions. The main results are presented in Section @ The upper bound for
the quadratic risk is given in Section Bl In Section [6]l we give all main steps
of proving the lower bound. In Subsection we find the lower bound for
the bayesian risk which minorizes the minimax risk. In Subsection we
study a special parametric functions family used to define the bayesian risk.
In Subsection we choose a prior distribution for bayesian risk to maxi-
mize the lower bound. Section [7]is devoted to explain how to use the given
procedure in the case when the unknown regression function is non periodic.



In Section [8 we discuss the main results and their practical importance. The
proofs are given in Section [d The Appendix contains some technical results.

2 Adaptive procedure

In this section we describe the adaptive procedure proposed in Galtchouk,
Pergamenshchikov, 2006. We make use of the standard trigonometric basis

(6,);51 In L2[0,1], ie.
hu@) =1, ¢;(@) = VaTr(2nlj/2e), j =2, (2.1)

where the function Tr;(z) = cos(z) for even j and Tr,(x) = sin(x) for odd
J; [x] denotes the integer part of .

To evaluate the error of estimation in the model (LLI]) we will make use
of the empiric norm in the Hilbert space £,[0, 1], generated by the design
points (7;), <<, of model (LI]). To this end, for any functions v and v from
L,[0,1], we define the empiric inner product

1 n
(), = = 3 ule) vl
=1
Moreover, we will use this inner product for vectors in R™ as well, i.e. if
u=(uy,...,u,) and v = (vy,...,v,), then

n
(u, v) —lu'v—lg U v
’ n n nll )

The prime denotes the transposition.
Notice that if n is odd, then the functions (¢;),,, are orthonormal with
respect to this inner product, i.e. for any 1 <17,7 <n,

(62 000 = = 3 6,(a1)oy () = K,y 22

where Kr;; is Kronecker’s symbol, Kr;; =1 if i = j and Kr;; = 0 for 1 # j.
Remark 2.1. Note that in the case of even n, the basis [2.1)) is orthogonal
and it s orthonormal except the nth function for which the normalizing con-
stant should be changed. The corresponding modifications of the formulas for

even n one can see in Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov,2005. To avoid these
complications of formulas related to even n, we suppose n to be odd.
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Thanks to this basis we pass to the discrete Fourier transformation of

model ([LT)):

~ 1

where gjn =Y, 0), Y =W, 59.) 0, = (S, 9;), and

£, = % ; 01(8)6 (1)

We estimate the function S by the weighted least squares estimator
Sy =Y Ai)8;.9; (2.4)
j=1

where the weight vector A = (A(1),...,A(n)) belongs to some finite set A
from [0, 1] with n > 3.

Here we make use of the weight family A introduced in Galtchouk, Perga-
menshchikov, 2008, i.e.

A={)\,ac A}, A={1,.. k'} x{t1,....tm}, (2.5)

where t, = ic and m = [1/£%]. We suppose that the parameters k* > 1 and
0 <e <1 are functions of n, i.e. k* =k* and € = ¢, such that,

k*
li kr = Ii —= =0
Moo Py = 100, iy o0 Inn ’ (2.6)
lim,, e, =0 and lim,,  n"e, = +o00,

for any v > 0. For example, one can take for n > 3
e, =1/Inn and k' =k+Vinn,

where k is any nonnegative constant.
For each o = (,t) € A we define the weight vector A, = (A, (1),...,A,(n))
as

A J) = 1{1§j§j0} + (1 - (j/w(a))ﬁ) 1{j0<j§w(a)} . (2.7)
Here jo = jy(a) = [w(@) €,] with
w(a) =W+ (Ay 1)/ ORI (2.8)
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where W is any nonnegative constant and

4 - B+DE5+1)
B 57;26 :

Remark 2.2. Note that the weighted least squares estimators ([24) have
been introduced by Pinsker, 1981, for continuous time optimal signal filter-
ing in the gaussian noise. He proved that the mean-square asymptotic risk
is minimized by weighted least squares estimators with weights of type (2.1)).
Moreover he has found the sharp minimal value of the mean-square asymp-
totic risk, which was called later as the Pinsker constant. Nussbaum, 1985,
used the same method with proper modification for efficient estimation of the
function S of known smoothness in the homogeneous gaussian model (L)),
i.e. when 01(S) =...=0,(5) =1 and (§;),<;<, is i.i.d. N(0,1) sequence.

To choose weights from the set (2Z5]) we minimize the special cost function
introduced by Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov, 2007. This cost function is as
follows

T, =Y NG)E, —2> M) 0, + pP, (N (2.9)
j=1 j=1
where .
io_m 1o oo &
0;n =05, — —n with ¢, = 05 (2.10)

j=1,+1

and [, = [n'/® + 1]. The penalty term we define as

5 MIQA 2 _ 2 1
P (A A A7 ( d p=
where L, > 0 is any slowly increasing sequence, i.e.
. . L,
lim L, =400 and lim — =0, (2.11)
n—00 n—oo NV
for any v > 0.
Finally, we set
A= argmin, _, J,(A) and S, = :9\3. (2.12)

The goal of this paper is to study asymptotic (as n — 00) properties of
this estimation procedure.



Remark 2.3. Now we explain why does one choose the cost function in the
form ([29). Developing the empiric quadratic risk for estimate (2.4), one
obtains

1Sy = SI2 =" N8, =2 > A1) 6,0, +ISI2
j=1 j=1

It’s natural to choose the weight vector N for which this function reaches
the minimum. Since the last term on the right-hand part is independent of
A, it can be droped and one has to minimize with respect to \ the function
equals the difference of two first terms on the right-hand part. It’s clear that
the minimization problem cann’t be solved directly because the Fourier coeffi-
cients (Gj’n) are unknown.To overcome this difficulty, we replace the product
@,n 0; . by its asymptotically unbiased estimator @;n (see, Galtchouk, Perga-
menshchikov, 2007, 2008). Moreover, to pay this substitution, we introduce
into the cost function the penalty term ]3n with a small coefficient p > 0. The
form of the penalty term is provided by the principal term of the quadratic
risk for weighted least-squares estimator, see Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov,
2007, 2008.The coefficient p > 0 means, that the penalty is small, because
the estimator 0, approzimates in mean the quantity 0,0, . asymptotically,
as n — oo.

Note that the principal difference between the procedure ([212)) and the
adaptive procedure proposed by Golubev, Nussbaum, 1993, for a homogeneous

gaussian regression, consists in presence of the penalty term in the cost func-

tion (2.9]).

Remark 2.4. As it was noted at Remark[2.3, Nussbaum, 1985, has shown
that the weight coefficients of type ([2710) provide the asymptotic minimum of
the mean-squared risk at the regression function estimation problem for the
homogeneous gaussian model ([L1I), when the smoothness of the function S is
known. In fact, to obtain an efficient estimator one needs to take a weighted
least squares estimator (2.4) with the weight vector \,, where the indexr «
depends on smoothness of function S and on coefficients (0;(5)),<;<,, (see
(B2) below), which are unknown in our case. For this reason, Galtchouk,
Pergamenshchikov , 2007, 2008, have proposed to make use of the family of
coefficients (25), which contains the weight vector providing the minimum
of the mean-squared risk. Moreover, they proposed the adaptive procedure
212) for which a non-asymptotic oracle inequality (see, Theorem [{.1] below)
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was proved under some weak conditions on the coefficients (0,(S))1<j<p- It
is important to note that due the properties of the parametric family (2.0)),
the secondary term in the oracle inequality is slowly increasing (slower than
any degree of n).

3 Conditions

First we impose some conditions on unknown function S in the model (I.TI).
Let C}’;@T (R) be the set of 1-periodic £ times differentiable R — R func-
tions. We assume that S belongs to the following set

k
Wh={feck (R : > [f)<r}, (3.1)
=0
where || - || denotes the norm in £,[0, 1], i.e.

wwzfﬁww (3.2)

Moreover, we suppose that » > 0 and k£ > 1 are unknown parameters.
Note that, we can represent the set Wf as an ellipse in £,[0, 1], i.e.

W= {feL,0,1] : i a;607 <r}, (3.3)
where ) _
6= (.6 = [ 0,0 (3.4)
and i i
a; =Y IV = Z(2w[j/2])2i- (3.5)

Here (¢,),>, is the trigonometric basis defined in (2.1]).
Now we describe the conditions on the scale coefficients (¢;(5)),>;-

H,) 0,(5) = g(x;,S) for some unknown function g : [0,1] x L£,[0,1] — R,

which 1s square integrable with respect to x such that

lim sup % > gz, 8) —<(9)] =0, (3.6)
=1

n—0oo geWwk
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where (S) 1= fol g*(z, S)dz. Moreover,

g, = inf inf ¢*(x,S5) >0 (3.7)
0<z<1 Sewk
and
sup ¢(5) < 00, (3.8)
Sew}k
For any = € [0,1], the operator g*(x,-) : C[0,1] — R is differentiable

in the Fréchet sense for any fizved function f, from C[0,1] , i.e. for any
f from some vicinity of f, in C[0, 1],

92(:(:’ f) = 92(x7 fO) + Lgc,fo(f - fO) + T(LL’, f07f)7

where the Fréchet derivative L, ; : C[0,1] — R is a bounded linear
operator and the residual term Y(x, fy, f), for each x € [0,1], satisfies
the following property:

|T($a f0>.f)| — O
17 ~Foloo=0 11f = folloo ’

where || f |l = supy, <, [f(H)]-

There exists some positive constant C* such that for any function S
from C[0,1] the operator L, ¢ defined in the condition H,) satisfies the
following inequality for any function f from C[0,1]:

L, (Nl < C(1S@) f (@) + [+ ISIHIAD (3.9)

where |f], = [/ f(t)|dt.

The function gy(-) = g(-,S,) corresponding to S, = 0 is continuous on
the interval [0,1]. Moreover,

lim sup sup |g(x,S)—g(z,5,) = 0.
0=0 0<z<1 |8 <0

Remark 3.1. Let us explain the conditions Hy)-H,). In fact,this is the
reqularity conditions of the function g(x,S) generating the scale coefficients

(Uj(S))1gjgn-



Condition Hy) means that the function g(-,S) should be uniformly in-
tegrable with respect to the first argument in the sens of convergence (B.0]).
Moreover, this function should be separated from zero (see inequality (37))
and bounded on the class [B1)) (see inequality ([B.8)). Boundedness away
from zero provides that the distribution of observations (y;),< <, isn't degen-
erate in R™, and the boundedness means that the intensity of the noise vector
should be finite, otherwise the estimation problem hasn’t any sens.

Conditions Hy) and Hy) mean that the function g(x,-) is reqular, at any
fired 0 < x < 1, with respect to S in the sens, that it is differentiable in the
Fréchet sens (see e.qg., Kolmogorov, Fomin, 1989) and moreover the Fréchet
derivative satisfies the growth condition given by the inequality ([39]) which
permits to consider the example (I.2).

Last the condition H,) is the usual uniform continuity the condition of
the function g(-,-) at the function S,.

Now we give some examples of functions satisfying the conditions H,)-
H4)-
We set

1
Pz, 8) = ¢, + o, + ¢,5%(x) + ¢, / S2(t)dt (3.10)
0

with some coefficients ¢, > 0, ¢, > 0,72 =1,2,3.
In this case

1
S(S) = ¢, + % + (¢, +c3)/ S2(1)dt
0

The Fréchet derivative is given by

L, o(f) = 25(0)f(a) +2 | S@Fe)at.

It is easy to see that the function (B.I0) satisfies the conditions H;)-H,).
Moreover, the conditions H;)-H,) are satisfied by any function of type

Pz, 8) = G, S(x) + / V(S(t))dt, (3.11)

where the functions G and V satisfy the following the conditions:
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e Gisal0,1] x R— [¢,, +00) function (with ¢, > 0) such that

lim max sup|G(u,y) — G(v,y)| =0 (3.12)
6—0 lu—v[<8 yeRr
and

B G, (x,y)]
my = sup sup —————
0<z<1 y€eR |y|

< 0] (3.13)

e V is a continuously differentiable R — R function such that

o sap W)

< 00,
yeR ]-*_|y|

where V(-) is the derivative of V.

In this case
G(S):/ G(t,S(t))dt+/ V(S(t))dt
and

n

iy ey, 8) — ol9)

j=1

n T

SZ/J Gz, 8(x,)) — G(t, S(1))] dt

T4

j=1

SAR—Fi/
j=1

xT

7|6, S() — Gt ()] dr

J

where A, = max),_, <1/, SUP, g |G (u,y) — G(v,y)|. Now to estimate the last
term in this inequality note that

Gt 5(z,) ~ Glt,5) = [ G,(t.5(2) $(:) d.
t
Therefore, from the condition (B.13) we get

|G(t,5(z;)) = G(t, 5(1)] < my /mj [S(2)]18(2)] dz,

Jj—1
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and through the Bounyakovskii-Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any S € Wf,

n-! Z 92(xj,5) —5(9) < Z /mj ‘G(xj,S(xj)) — G(t, S(t))‘ dt

m 1 -
SAn+—1/ 1S(1)]5(t)|dt
nJy
<A, + ||S|| HS|| <A, +—r

Now, the condition (3.12) implies H,).
Moreover, the Fréchet derivative in this case is given by

L, () = Gy (o S fa) + [ V(SN0

One can check directly that this operator satisfies the inequality (3.9) with
C* =m; +m,.

4  Main results

Denote by P, the family of distributions p in R" of the vectors (&;,...,&,)" in
the model (ILT]) such that the components & ; are jointly independent, centered

with unit variance and
max E& <1, (4.1)

1<k<n

where [* > 3 is slowly increasing sequence, that is it satisfies the property
2.11).

It is easy to see that, for any n > 1, the centered gaussian distribution
in R” with unit covariation matrix belongs to the family P,. We will denote
by ¢ this gaussian distribution.

For any estimator S we define the following quadratic risk

R.(S,8) = sup Eg |5 — S|?, (4.2)

peEP,,

where Eg  is the expectation with respect to the distribution Py of the
observations (y, . ..,,) with the fixed function S and the fixed dlstrlbutlon
p € P, of random variables (¢;),<;<,, in the model (LI]).
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Moreover, to make the risk independent of the design points, in this paper
we will make use of the risk with respect to the usual norm in £,[0, 1] (3.2)
also, i.e.

T.(5,8) = sup Eg |5 — S|I*. (4.3)

peEP,

If an estimator S is defined only at the design points ., then we

(7;)1<j<
extend it as step function onto the interval [0, 1] by setting § (x ) T(S ( ),
for all 0 < x < 1, where

T(f) (@) = f)) L (2 +Z F@i) L, oy (@) (4.4)

In Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov, 2007, 2008 the following non-asymptotic
oracle inequality has been shown for the procedure ([2.12) .

Theorem 4.1. Assume that in the model (L) the function S belongs to W
Then, for any odd n > 3 and r > 0, the estimator S, satisfies the following

oracle inequality

RAiﬂ)Sli%lﬁlmmR(%ﬁ%+%&@% (4.5)

1-3p AEA
where the function B, (p) is such that, for any v > 0,

lim B, (p)

n—00 ny

Remark 4.1. Note that in Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov, 2007, 2008, the
oracle inequality is proved for the model (L1l), where the random variables
(SJ)ISJSn are independent identically distributed. In fact, the result and the
proof are true for independent random wvariables which are not identically
distributed, i.e. for any distribution of the random vector (&, ...,&,)" from

P

n*

= 0. (4.6)

Now we formulate the main asymptotic results. To this end, for any
function S € Wf , we set

W(S) = Tprae (g(S))2/ @+ (4.7)

where

— (2k + 1) (k/(r (k4 1))@
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It is well known (see e.g., Nussbaum, 1985) that the optimal rate of
convergence is n**/**1) when the risk is taken uniformly over W*.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that in the model (LII) the sequence (0,(5)) fulfills
the condition Hy). Then the estimator §* from (2.12) satisfies the inequalities

lim sup n?+1 sup Ro(5:, 5) <1 (4.8)
n—00 Sewk Y (S)
and R
lim sup R sup 7.(5.,5) <1. (4.9)
n—00 SGWT]? fyk(S)

The following result gives the sharp lower bound for risk (4.2) and show
that v, (S) is the Pinsker constant.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that in the model (L)) the sequence (0;(S)) satisfies
the conditions Hy)— Hy). Then the risks (£2) and [@3]) admit the following
asymptotic lower bounds

~

liminf 21 inf sup RulSw9) 5 4 (4.10)
n—roo Sn SEVVTI‘C f}/k(S)

and R
liminf nZ+ inf sup ACATINY (4.11)
oo S, Sewk V(5)

Remark 4.2. Note that in Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov, 2005, an asymp-
totically efficient estimator has been constructed and results similar to Theo-
rems[{.4 and[f.3 were claimed for the model (ILI)). In fact the upper bound is
true there under some additional condition on the smoothness of the function
S, i.e. on the parameter k. In the cited paper this additional condition is not
formulated since erroneous inequality (A.6). To avoid using this inequality
we modify the estimating procedure by introducing the penalty term pﬁn()\)
in the cost function (2.9). By this way we remove all additional conditions
on the smoothness parameter k.

Remark 4.3. In fact to obtain the non-asymptotic oracle inequality (A3,
it isn’t necessary to make use of equidistant design points and the trigono-
metric basis. One may take any design points (deterministic or random) and
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any orthonormal basis satisfying (2.2). But to obtain the property (L6]) one
needs to impose some technical conditions (see Galtchouk, Pergamenshchikov,

2008).
Note that the results of Theorem [{.4 and Theorem [.3 are based on
equidistant design points and the trigonometric basis.

5 Upper bound

In this section we prove Theorem To this end we will make use of
the oracle inequality (4.5). We have to find an estimator from the family
(24)-2.5) for which we can show the upper bound (4.8]). We start with the
construction of such an estimator. First we put

I =inf{i>1:ie>7(S)}Am and 7(S)=r/s(S5), (5.1)

where a A b = min(a, b).
Then we choose an index from the set A, as

a=(ki,), (5.2)

r'n

where k is the parameter of the set W* and t = Zle. Finally, we set

S=5; and A=)\, (5.3)
Now we show the upper bound (48] for this estimator.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that the condition Hy) holds. Then

limsup n?+1 sup Ra(5, 5) <1. (5.4)
n—00 Sewk fYk(S)

Remark 5.1. Note that the estimator S belongs to the family (Z4)-(25),
but we can’t use directly this estimator because the parameters k, r and 7(.5)
are unknown. We can use this upper bound only through the oracle inequality

(L) proved for procedure (2.12).

Now Theorem .1l and Theorem [5.1] imply the upper bound (&.8). To
obtain the upper bound (4.9) we need the following auxiliary result.
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Lemma 5.2. For any 0 < d < 1 and any estimate §n of S € Wf,

1S, = SII2 = (1= HIT,(S) = SII* = (57" = )r/n*,

-~

where the function T, (S)(-) is defined in (A4).

Proof of this Lemma is given in Appendix [A1l
Now inequality (4.8) and this lemma imply the upper bound (4.9). Hence
Theorem

6 Lower bound

In this section we give the main steps of proving the lower bounds (4.I0)
and (L£II). In common, we follow the same scheme as Nussbaum, 1985.
We begin with minorizing the minimax risk by a bayesian one constructed
on a parametric functional family introduced in Section ( see ([6.9)) and
using the prior distribution (6.10). Further, a special modification of the van
Trees inequality (see, Theorem [6.1]) yields a lower bound for the bayesian risk
depending on the chosen prior distribution, of course. Finally, in section [6.3]
we choose parameters of the prior distribution (see (6I0)) providing the
maximal value of the lower bound for the bayesian risk. This value coincides
with the Pinsker constant as it is shown in Section [0.2]

6.1 Lower bound for parametric heteroscedastic re-
gression models

Let (R™, B(R"), Py, 9 € © C R!) be a statistical model relative to the obser-
vations (y;);<;<, governed by the regression equation

y; = Sy(;) + 0;(0) & (6.1)

where &, ... ¢, are i.i.d. N(0,1) random variables, ¥ = (,...,9;) is a
unknown parameter vector, Sy(z) is a unknown (or known) function and
o;(0) = g(z;,Sy), with the function g(z,S) defined in the condition H,).
Assume that a prior distribution py of the parameter ¥ in R is defined by

the density ®(-) of the following form

(I)(Z) = (I)(Zlv SRR Zl) = H@i(%) )



where ¢, is a continuously differentiable bounded density on R with

22
I; = / S0i(u)du < 00
r ©i(u)
Let 7(-) be a continuously differentiable R! — R function such that, for any
1< <,

lim 7(2)p,(z) =0 and /R e B <00, (62)

|2;|—00

where

7,(2) = (0/0z) 7(2).
Let 7,, be an estimator of 7(J) based on observations (y;),<;<,. For any
B(R"™ x R!) - measurable integrable function G(z, z),z € R", z € R!, we set

EG(Y,¥) = / E,G(Y,z)®(z)dz,

R!
where E; is the expectation with respect to the distribution P of the vector
Y = (y;,...,y,). Note that in this case

E,G(Y,?) :/ G,9) f(v,9)dv,

n

where

('Uj — Sz(x]))2 } . (63)

- 1
f@w)zll—zgaz5am{— =

We prove the following result.

Theorem 6.1. Assume that the conditions Hy) — Hy) hold. Moreover, as-
sume that the function S, (-) with z = (21, ..., 2,)" is uniformly over0 < z <1
differentiable with respect to z;, 1 <11 <1, i.e. for any 1 < i <[ there exists
a function S’ ; € C[0,1] such that

lim max (Sz+he_(:c) — 8.(z) — S;i(:c)h) /h‘ ~0, (6.4)
h—0 0<z<1 i )
where ; = (0, ....,1,...,0), all coordinates are 0, except the i-th equals to 1 .
Then for any square integrable estimator 7., of 7(¥) and any 1 <i <1,
~ 2 7’
E(7 —7(¥)" > —A—— 6.5
=) > T (65
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where T; = [o 7/(2) @(2)d2, F; =377, w (5L ,(x;)/0;(2 )2 ®(2)dz and
L2 (2; S
Z/ d(2)dz,
R! ]
L(z,z2) = L, s (5.,), the operator L, g is defined in the condition Hs).
Proof is given in Appendix [A.2]

Remark 6.1. Note that the inequality ([63) is some modification of the van
Trees inequality (see, Gill, Levit, 1995) adapted to the model ([6.1]).

6.2 Parametric family of kernel functions

In this section we define and study some special parametric family of kernel
function which will be used to prove the sharp lower bound (£.10).
Let us begin by kernel functions. We fix n > 0 and we set

_ u—zx
X, (%) =1 1/Rl(|ug1_n)v< ) du, (6.6)

Ui

where 1,4 is the indicator of a set A, the kernel V' € C*°(R) is such that

1
V(u)=0 for |ul>1 and / V(u)du=1.
-1
It is easy to see that the function Xn(x) possesses the properties :
0<x,<1, x,(z)=1 for |z/|<1-2p and
X,(z) =0 for [z]>1.

Moreover, for any ¢ > 0 and v > 0

[ i@ [ s

We divide the interval [0, 1] into M equal subintervals of length 2h and
on each of them we construct a kernel-type function which equals to zero at
the boundary of the subinterval together with all derivatives.

lim  sup =0. (6.7)

120 f 2| fll o <e
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It provides that the Fourier partial sums with respect to the trigonometric
basis in £4[—1, 1] give a natural parametric approximation to the function
on each subinterval.

Let (e;);5; be the trigonometric basis in L5[—1,1], i.e.

e =1/V2, ej(e) = Try(nlj/2) , §>2, (6.5)

where the functions (17;);-, are defined in (2.1).
Now, for any array 2 = {(2,, j)1<m<m .1<j<n )} We define the following
function

Son@)=>Y"2,,D, (x), (6.9)

where D, (7) = ¢; (vm(2)) X,, (Vi (2)),
Um(z) = (x — Zp) /b, , Tm=2mh, and M, =[1/(2h,)]—1.

We assume that the sequences (N,),~; and (h,,),~, satisfy the following
conditions.
A,) The sequence N, — o0 as n — oo and for any v >0

lim N”/n = 0.

n—oo

Moreover, there exist 0 < 0, < 1 and 6y > 0 such that
h, = O(n™") and ht= O(n) as n— 0.

To define a prior distribution on the family of arrays, we choose the following
random array U = {(9,, ;)1<m<nr, 1<j<n, b With

v, . =1

m,j m,j Cm,j ’

(6.10)

where (¢, ;) are i.i.d. N/(0,1) random variables and (t,, ;) are some non-
random positive coefficients. We make use of gaussian variables since they

possess the minimal Fisher information and therefore maximize the lower

bound (G.0). We set
N,

tf = t .. 60.11
: 1<I£133§1n21 -y (6.11)
J:
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We assume that the coefficients (¢
conditions.
A,) There exists a sequence of positive numbers (d,,),~, such that

n-s00 h% ] ZZ t,, 207 =0, ldim \/d, 1 =0, (6.12)

lim
n—oo

» » satisfy the following
m,j/1<m<M, ,1<j<N,

m=1 j=1
moreover, for any v > 0,

lim n” exp{—d,/2} =0.
n—oo
A;) For some 0 < e <1

9\ 2
2 ok
hmsup h% - ZZt md <(1—¢r (W) .

m=1 j=1

A,) There exists €, > 0 such that

lim h4k 2+sO ZZ 47J. -

n—00
m=1 j=1

Proposition 6.2. Let the conditions A,)-A,). Then, for any v > 0 and
for any 6 > 0,

lim n” max P(HSg I >5> =0.

n—00 0<i<k—1

Proposition 6.3. Let the conditions A,)-A,). Then, for any v > 0,
lim n"P(Sy, ¢ WF) =0.

n—oo

Proposition 6.4. Let the conditions A,)-A,). Then, for any v > 0,
) v 2 _
im0 B8, (Lgs,, ewsy + 1=;) =0.

Proposition 6.5. Let the conditions A,)-A,). Then for any function g
satisfying the conditions [3.1) and H,)

lim sup E |g7? (z,89.,) — 95 (@) =0.

n—00 0<z<1

Proofs of Propositions [6.2H6.5] are given in Appendix.

20



6.3 Bayes risk

Now we will obtain the lower bound for the bayesian risk that yields the
lower bound (1)) for the minimax risk.

We make use of the sequence of random functions (Sy,,),>; defined in
(6.9)-(6.10) with the coefficients (¢, ;) satisfying the conditions A,)-A,)
which will be chosen later.

For any estimator S, we introduce now the corresponding Bayes risk

&5 = [ Bo il8, - Sl ), (6.3
R!

where the kernel family (S, ) is defined in (69), p1, denotes the distribution
of the random array ¢ defined by (6.10) in R! with [ = M, N,.

We remember that ¢ is a centered gaussian distribution in R™ with unit
covariation matrix. R

First of all, we replace the functions S, and S by their Fourier series with
respect to the basis

Emi(2) = (1/Vh) €; (0(2)) 110,011

By making use of this basis we can estimate the norm ||§n — S, ,|I? from
below as

M, N,
||Sn - Sz,n||2 Z Z Z (?m,j - Tm,j(z))2 ’

m=1 j=1

where

~

1 1
?m’j:/o Sn(:v)é’mj(x)d:z and Tm’j(Z):/o Sz7n(I)gm,j(I)dz'

Moreover, from the definition ([6.9) one gets

) = VIS 2 [ ey, o) du

It is easy to see that the functions 7, .(-) satisfy the condition (6.2]) for
gaussian prior densities. In this case (see the definition in (6.5])) we have

T = (a/azm,j)Tm,j(z) = \/ﬁéj(Xn%
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where

e;(f) :/_ e?(v)f(v) dv. (6.14)

1

Now to obtain a lower bound for the Bayes risk & (S,) we make use of
Theorem which implies that

£,(S,) > (6.15)

e 2 i g4($i’5ﬂ,n)
with im,j (z,5) =L, g (D,,;). In the Appendix we show that

lim  sup sup
n—=00 1<m<M, 1<j<N,,

1 —_— p— ~
E Fm,j - 6](X727) go 2(xm) =0 (616)

and

1
lim — sup sup B, ; = 0. (6.17)
n—oo nh 1SmSMn ISjSN7L ’

This means that, for any v > 0 and for sufficiently large n,

-2
Fm’j + BmJ» +1

m7j

sup  sup — — — <1+v,
1<m<M, 1<j<N, Phe;(X2)90 (Tm) + tm?j

where 7, is defined in (6.9)). Therefore, if we denote in (6.15)

e,y
mim: nhgo_z(xm)tim and  ¢;(n,y) = - L

2(~2
e;(x})y+1

we obtain, for sufficiently large n,

M, N,

n n

Go@m) D y(n, K2,
1

Jj=1

1
2k o~ n_ 2k+1
nzk+1€ (S ) >

m=
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In the Appendix we show that

N
lim sup  sup 21 Y50 3) -1 =0, (6.18)
=0 N>1 (Y15 yn)ERY \I]N(ylv R yN)
where
Ny
v e = .
N Yn) Z Y+ 1
j=1
Therefore we can write that, for sufficiently large n,
1 l
_2k -~ -V __1_ 2/~ 9 9
n*ig (S)) > T, mz::l 9o @m) Wy (Kpyseoibiy ). (6.19)

~

Obviously, to obtain a ”good” lower bound for the risk &,(S,,) one needs
to maximize the right-hand side of the inequality (6.I9). Hence we choose

the coefficients (k2 .) by maximization the function W, i.e.
m?]

N
max Wy (y,,...,yy) subject to Zyjj% <R.

ylv"'vyN j:l
The parameter R > 0 will be chosen later to satisfy the condition A,). By
the Lagrange multipliers method it is easy to find that the solution of this
problem is given by
v (R) = o (R) j™* 1 (620

with

N
N 1 . .
a(R):ZN m <R+E 12k> and 1<j<N.
i=1

i=1

To obtain a positive solution in (G.20) we need to impose the following

condition
N N
R> NEY b=, (6.21)
i=1 i=1

Moreover, from the condition A,) we obtain that

9HL(] _ )pp h2KH
L =R

R< =
7T2kgo n’

(6.22)
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where

M7L
9o =2h, Y 9(Tm)-
m=1

Note that by the condition H,) the function g,(-) = ¢(-, S,) is continuous on
the interval [0, 1], therefore

1
lim g, — / Pz, 8,)dz = o(S,) with S, =0. (6.23)
0

n—oo

Now we have to choose the sequence (h,). Note that if we put in (6.10)

b = Go(Tim) 4 /y;(R)/\/nhn iLe. K, = y;.‘(R), (6.24)

we can rewrite the inequality (6.19]) as

. 1—v) WPy (B) _ .
n#ng (§) > EHZi " S (6.25)
where v
. (ijlj >
VR =N - D
j=1

It is clear that

k*/(k 4+ 1)* <liminf inf W% (R)/N < limsupsup W% (R)/N < 1.
N—oo R>0 N—oo R>0

Therefore to obtain a positive finite asymptotic lower bound in (G.25) we
have to take the parameter h, as

h, = h,n VDN (6.26)

n

with some positive coefficient h,. Moreover, the conditions (6.21])-([6.22]) im-
ply that, for sufficiently large n,

2%+ ] 2k+1 1 al k 1 Al 2%k
(I—e)r 12k g_oh* > NE+1 Zj T ON2k+L Zj )
n j=1 n j=1
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Moreover, taking into account that for sufficiently large n

N,

IS (L4 2) (S,
goyn; ((G/N)F = (/N < Dk )’

we obtain the following condition on A,

h, > (0GR (6.27)
where -
B CE - o
€ c:(k: +1)(2k+1) € w2¢(S,)

To maximize the function W} (R) on the right-hand side of the inequality
[6.25) we take R = R’ defined in (622)). Therefore we obtain that

liminf inf n?*/ g () > ¢(S,) F(h,)/2, (6.28)

n—oo Sn

where

Pl = L 2% + 1
oz (b 1)2(c(2k + 1)a% 2 4 2)

Furthermore, taking into account that

(¢F(2k +1)(k + 1)z — k)2

Fl(z) = — <0
@) =7 1)2(c(2k + a2 4 )2 =
we get
1+¢&)k
F — F((u /@R ( o\ —1/(2k+1)
h*z(g?)%ﬁ%“) (h*) ((UE) ) k+1 (UE) ’
where .
(e 6.29
S T Oktek+l (6.29)

This means that to obtain in (6.28)) the maximal lower bound one has to

take in (G.26])
h, = (v (6.30)

It is important to note that if one defines the prior distribution s, in the

bayesian risk (6.13) by formulas (6.10), (6.24]), (6.20) and (6.30), then the

bayesian risk would depend on a parameter 0 <e <1,ie. & =¢&_,.
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Therefore, the inequality (6.28) implies that, for any 0 < e < 1,

hmlnf 1nf n2k/(2k+l)g (S\ ) > (1 + E/)(l — E)l/(2k+1)
= en\~n/) =

el 3 (1 1 &)1/

Y6(Sy) 5 (6.31)

where the function 7, (S,) is defined in (A7) for S, = 0.
Now to end the definition of the sequence of the random functions (S, ,,)
defined by (6.9) and (€I0) one has to define the sequence (N,). Let us

remember that we make use of the sequence (S ,,) with the coefficients (t,, ;)
constructed in (6.24) for R = R given in (6.22)) and for the sequence h,, given
by (6.26) and ([6.30]) for some fixed arbitrary 0 < e < 1.

We will choose the sequence (N,,) to satisfy the conditions A;)-A,). One
can take, for example, N, = [In*n] + 1. Then the condition A,) is trivial.

Moreover, taking into account that in this case

R = MU*N%H _ s(Sp) k N2k

we find thanks to the convergence (6.23))

* N, -2k
lim Rn—i_zjzlj =

1.
n—soo Nk Z;V:nl jk

Therefore, the solution ([6.20), for sufficiently large n, satisfies the following
inequality
max y*(R*)j* < 2N*.
1<j<N, = " "
Now it is easy to see that the condition A,) holds with d,, = /N, and the
condition A,) holds for arbitrary 0 < ¢, < 1. As to the condition A;), note
that in view of the definition of ¢, ; in (6.24) we get

M, N N
1 X - 2 2k 1 ~ - * *\ -2k
h2k—1 Z Z tm,j] - Inh2k+1 9o Z yj (Rn)j
n m=1 j=1 n j=1

= Nakbigyr — (7 (;) |

Hence the condition A,).
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7 Estimation of non periodic function

Now we consider the estimation problem of the non periodic regression func-
tion S in the model (II)). In this case we will estimate the function S on
any interior interval [a, b] of [0, 1], i.e. for 0 <a < b < 1.

It should be pointed out that at the boundary points x = 0 and z = 1,
one must to make use of kernel estimators (see Brua, 2007).

Let now x be a infinitely differentiable [0,1] — R, function such that
x(r) =1for a <z <band x®(0) = x¥)(1) = 0 for all k > 0, for example,

1/°° (x—z)
Xr) = — V 10," ZdZ,
x(z) n) . 1 [ ,b]()

where V' is some kernel function introduced in (6.4]),

b 1 1
%, b':§+§ and n:Zmin(a, 1-0).
Multiplying the equation (1)) by the function x(-) and simulating the i.i.d.
N(0,1) sequence ((;);<;<, one comes to the estimation problem of the peri-

odic regression function S(z) = S(z)x(z), i.e.

gj = §(xg) + 5;'(5) é-ju
where 7,(S5) = | /03(5) + €,

- 0.(9)

J

SEF YT EE Y

J J

and € > 0 is some sufficiently small parameter.

It is easy to see that if the sequence (0;(5)),<;<, satisfies the conditions
H,) — H,), then the sequence (7;(S5)),<;<, satisfies these conditions as well
with

5,(5) = 4w, 8) = /9%, () + €.
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8 Conclusions

In conclusion, it should be noted that this paper completes the investiga-
tion of the estimation problem of the nonparametric regression function for
the heteroscedastic regression model (I.I]) in the case of quadratic risk. It
is proved that the adaptive procedure (2.12) satisfies the non asymptotic
oracle inequality and it is asymptotically efficient for estimating a periodic
regression function. Moreover, in Section [7] we have explained how to apply
the procedure to the case of non periodic function. As far as we know, the
procedure (2.12)) is unique for estimating the regression function at the model
(LI). Let us remember once more the main steps of this investigation. The
procedure (2.12]) combines the both principal aspects of nonparametric es-
timation: non asymptotic and asymptotic. Non-asymptotic aspect is based
on the selection model procedure with penalization (see e.g., Barron, Birgé
and Massart, 1999, or Fourdrinier, Pergamenshchikov, 2007). Our selection
model procedure differs from the commonly used one by a small coefficient in
the penalty term going to zero that provides the sharp non-asymptotic oracle
inequality. Moreover, the commonly used selection model procedure is based
on the least-squares estimators whereas our procedure uses weighted least-
squares estimators with the weights minimizing the asymptotic quadratic
risk that provides the asymptotic efficiency, as the final result. From prac-
tical point of view, the procedure (2.12)) gives an acceptable accuracy even
for small samples as it is shown via simulations by Galtchouk, Pergamen-
shchikov, 2008.

9 Proofs

9.1 Proof of Theorem [5.1]

To prove the theorem we will adapt to the heteroscedastic case the corre-
sponding proof from Nussbaum, 1985.
First, from (24]) we obtain that, for any p € P,,

n

~ ~ 1 < ~
Eg,[S—SI2=> (1)) + - > N.(9), (9.1)
j=1

i=1
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where

(8) =~ S HS)8w).

Setting now w = w(a) with the function w defined in (Z8), the index a
defined in (5.2), jo = [@e, ], j1 = [&/e,] and

_ 1 En 2
- E Ul (S)
=1

we rewrite (O0.I]) as follows

B, S-S =3 (1 -3, (92

with

Z and AM = % Xf (60 () —6,(9))

J=i J

Note that we have decomposed the first term on the right-hand of (9.1]) into
the sum B

-1 _

202 A
Y= N+ A,
j=;0+1
This decomposition allows us to show that Elm is negligible and further to
approximate the first term by a similar term in which the coefficients 6, , will
be replaced by the Fourier coefficients 6, of the function S.
Taking into account the definition of w in (2.8)) we can bound w as

Therefore, by Lemma [A.1] we obtain

. 2%~
lim sup n2+T
n—NX)SEW,]?
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Let us consider now the next term ﬁz,n. We have

~ 1 | <& LIS
[Bonl = PIRACIDPRHCHCAESY
i=1 j=1
< —= sup Z X? (gbf(m) - 1) .
" o<a<1 |55

Now by Lemma and the definition (Z.7) we obtain directly the same
property for A, , ie.

lim sup n7:i \§2n| =0.

N0 gewk
Setting
2k ;1_1 ~ 1 "L~
Fpn(S) = naest Z(l _ Aj)29]2_ +¢,(S)n = Z A?
i=jo =1

and applying the well-known inequality
(a+0)* < (1+68)a®+ (1+1/0)b*

to the first term on the right-hand side of the inequality (0.2)) we obtain that,
for any 0 > 0 and for any p € P,,

Eg, |5 — 8|2 < (1+8)7,,(S) n~2/@+D

+A L+ A, +(1+1/0)A,,, (9.3)
where -
N ji—1
A3,n = Z (ej,n - ej)2'
j=jo+1

Taking into account that £ > 1 and that
J<wet+ (Ak)ﬁ nT{rl(Ejn)_@k-‘rQ)/@k—l—l) 7

we can show through Lemma [A.3] that

. 2k ~
lim sup n2#*+1 A;, =0.
n—o0 SeWk ’
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Therefore, the inequality (9.3]) yields

limsupn% sup Rn(g, S)/(S) < limsup sup 74y ,(S)/7(S)

n—o0 Sewk n—oo  SeWk

and to prove (5.4)) it suffices to show that

limsup sup 7,,(5)/7(S) < 1. (9.4)

n—oo  SeWk

First, it should be noted that the definition (5.I]) and the inequalities (3.1)-
B.8) imply directly
lim sup ‘fn/F(S) —1]=0.

n—=o0 Sewk

Moreover, by the definition of ();),<;<, in (53), for sufficiently large n, for
which ’tvn > 7(S) we find
Y
sup n% % — 7T—2k(Ak/{n)—2k/(2k+l) < 7T_2k(AkF(S))_2k/(2k+l) '
i1 (75)

Therefore, by the definition of the coefficients (a;),~, in (3.9)

limsup n?+1 sup sup w2 (A,7(S))2/ @+ (1 — Xj)z/aj <1.
e SEWF j>jo

Furthermore, in view of the definition (2.7]) we calculate directly

no_ . 1
lim sup n” T ZA?—(AJ(S))W/ (1—2")%dz| =0.
0

n—oo k
Sew} P

Now, the definition of Wf in ([3.3]) and the condition (B.6]) imply the inequality
(@.4). Hence Theorem 5.1 O

9.2 Proof of Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem [£.3] Lemma implies that to prove the
lower bounds (£I0) and (4.11]), it suffices to show

lim inf inf noe Ro(S,) > 1, (9.5)

n—oo S
n
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where R R
RO(Sn) = Sup ES,q ||Sn - S||2/7k(5) :

Sew}k

For any estimator §n, we denote by §2 its projection onto W¥, i.e.

§2 = Per(S\n). Since Wf is a convex set, we get
IS, = SI* > 152 = S|I*.
Now we introduce the following set

- 2
=, o e S0, 6

where (¢, ;) are i.i.d. M(0,1) random variables from (G.I0) and the sequence
(d,)p>1 is given in the condition A,). Therefore, we can write that

Ro(S,) = / Nl (d2)
0(P,) = Le(dz) .
{2:8, ,eWFINE, %(Sz,n) v

Here the kernel function family (S, ) is given in (63) in which N, = [In* n]+1
and the parameter h is defined in (6.26]) and (6.30); the measure p, is defined
in (6.I3). Moreover, note that on the set = the random function Sy, is
uniformly bounded, i.e.

1S9 nlloc = sup [Sy,(2)] <+/d,t,, (9.7)

0<z<1

where the coefficient t* is defined in (E.ITI).

~

Thus, we estimate the risk Ro(S,,) from below as

~ 1
RO(Sn) 2 . ES

. 1S5 = S, nll? 11(d2)
Tn {28, ,eWkIn=,

z,n’q

with
7= sup_ w%(S). (9.8)
1151l oo <A/t
By making use of the Bayes risk (6.13) with the prior distribution given by
formulae (6.10)), (6.24]), (€26) and (€30) for any fixed parameter 0 < ¢ < 1
we rewrite the lower bound for Ro(gn) as

Ro(S,) > E.,,(S9) /7 =29,/ (9.9)
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with
Q, =E(ls, gwry + 1=:)(r+ 115,/
In Section we proved that the parameters in chosen prior distribution

satisfy the conditions A;)-A,). Therefore Propositions [6.3H6.4] and the limit
(A-4) imply that, for any v > 0,

lim n”Q, =0.
n— o0

Moreover, by the condition H,) the sequence v* goes to v(S;) as n — oo.
Therefore, from this, (6.31)) and ([@.9) we get, for any 0 < e < 1,

~ ]_ ! ]. - #ﬂ
lim inf inf nFE Ro(S,) > (+e) 16) :
n—00 s, (]_ —+ g)TJrl

where ¢’ is defined in (6.29). Limiting here ¢ — 0 implies inequality (9.5]).
Hence Theorem O

10 Appendix

A.1 Proof of Lemma

First notice that, for any S € W¥, one has

IS, = SI2 = IT,(S) = S|* + A, + A,
where

83, =2Y [ Bula) - S@)(S() - S(a,)ds
j=17xj1
and A
Ay =3 / " (S(x) = S(z,))%dx.
j=1 "z
For any 0 < 0 < 1, by making use of the elementary inequality
2ab < §a® +67'V?,

one gets R
AT < |T,(S)— S||2 +5_1A’2‘n.

1n
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Moreover, for any S € W* with k > 1, by the Bounyakovskii-Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality we obtain that

. 1 " Z 9 1 <9 r
8,2 [ Sma- <L
j=1"2Tj-1
Hence Lemma 5.2, 0

A.2  Proof of Theorem
For any z = (2,..., %) € R™ we set

1 0
0;(v,2) = W 8—% (f(v,2)®(2)) .

Note that due to the condition (B.1), the density (6.3) is bounded, i.e.
fv,2) < (2mg,) 2.
So through (6.2)) we obtain that
lim 7(2) f(v, 2)p;(z) =0.

|2;|—00

Therefore, integrating by parts yields

B, —r0)e = [ (o) = ()t (70, 2)0(2) dado

— /Rl (aiif(z)) P(2) ( . f(v,z)dv) dz=7,.

Now the Bounyakovskii-Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives the following lower
bound

E(7, — 7(v))* > 72/Eo?.

To estimate the denominator in the last ratio, note that

gi(u,z):ﬁ(u,zwiﬁ%; with  f,(v,2) = (8/0 z)In f(v,2).

i From (G.1) it follows that

B n n S'x;
filv,2) =) (& -1) 20;(2) aaz. AOEDIES ;F(;))
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Moreover, the conditions H,) and (6.4) imply

(0/02)07(2) = (0/02)g*(x;,8.) = Ly(w,2)

Jjrz J?

from which it follows
— 2
E(fr9) =F+B,.

This implies inequality (6.5). Hence Theorem 61 O

A.3 Proof of Proposition

First note that, for 0 < x < 1, we can represent the [th derivative as

SO(@) = L35 () A0, @) Qe va(@) . (A

h
m=1 ;=0

where

Therefore

- 1 M, 1
”San = a1 Z/l
n m=1""

and by the Bounyakovskii-Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain that

(2

l 2
(i) X' (v) Qi,mu,v)) dv
=0

C*(l,n L
1507 < ST S g 0 (A2
n i=0

(2

M, .1
Q) =>"[ @ (zv)dv
m=1 -1
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Now we show that, for any 0 <¢ <k —1and § > 0,

lim n” P (Q,(¥) > 6h>~') =0. (A.3)

%
n—00

To this end note that

Therefore, taking into account the definition of the set =, in (0.6)), the func-
tions (),(¥) with 0 <7 <k — 1 can be estimated on this set as

T\ A 2(k—1)
M= (3) A

m=1 j=1

Q)

and by (612]) we get, for any § > 0 and sufficiently large n,
P (Q,(0) > oh** ) < P (Z°) .
Moreover, for sufficiently large n,
P (Z¢) < M, N, e %/,
Therefore, the condition A ;) implies

lim sup n” P (E;) =0, (A.4)

n—o0

for any v > 0. Hence Proposition6.2. O

A.4 Proof of Proposition

First of all we prove that for € from the condition Aj)

lim n” P (||S§’f,1|| > (1—6/4)7~) ~0. (A.5)
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Indeed, putting in (AJ) I = k we can represent the kth derivative of 5, , as
follows

SU)(x) = S, (x) + 57, (x) (A.6)
with
1 n k—1
SMOESY DS (0 (2)) Qi (2, 0, (2))
m=1 =0
and

S hkzxn 1)) Q2 ()

First, note that, we can estimate the norm of S’ () by the same way as in
the inequality (A.2), i.e.

, C*(k,n —
517 < SN g,
n 1=0

By making use of ([A.3)) we obtain that, for any p > 0 and for any 6 > 0,
lim n”P (HS,Lnll > 5) ~0. (A7)
n—00 ’

Let us consider now the last term in ([A.G). Taking into account that
0< Xn(U) <1 we get

182, = h%lz / ()
m=1" 1
_<§> h2k 122 my 2k m]
m=1 j=1

Therefore from the condition Aj) we get for sufficiently large n

57,02 < @ —e/2r+ (5)" Zg -2+ (3)" 2,
with

_ . 2
m_ 2k IZ m] and Cm] Cm] L.
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We show that for any v > 0 and for any 6 > 0

lim n"P(|Z,|>6)=0. (A.8)

n—o0

Indeed, by the Chebychev inequality for any ¢ > 0
P(|2,]> 6) < E(Z,)"/5*. (A.9)

Note now that according to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality for any
¢ > 1 there exists a constant B*(¢) > 0 such that

E(Z)* < B'()E (Z Zfﬂ) .

Moreover, by putting

(,= max max (>
y m7-7
1<m<M, 1<j<N,

we can estimate the random variable ¢ as

N,
=2 No N\t ks

Therefore, by the condition A,), for sufficiently large n,

E(Z,)" < B*()) N-RoE(
< B*(t)E (¢* — 1)* M, N“*'pto,

where ¢ ~ N (0,1). Now the condition A,) implies, for sufficiently large n,
E(Z,)" <n %002

Thus, choosing in (A9)
L>v/(€ey0,) +2/€,
we obtain the limiting equality (A.8]) which together with (A.G)-([A.7) implies
(A.5)). Now it is easy to deduce that Proposition yields Proposition [6.3]
U
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A.5 Proof of Proposition

First of all, we recall that, due to the condition A,),

M, N, d M, N,
lim » N #2 < lim —rn 3N N =0

n—r00 1 j=1 n—00 hi ——
Therefore, taking into account that
M, N,
1S9,ll® < Ry DD 82 6 (A.10)
m=1 j=1

we obtain, for sufficiently large n,
B8y, 7 (Lis, ows) +12;) Smax BC (Ls, gw +15;) -

Moreover, for any 1 < m < M, and 1 < j < N, , we estimate the last term
as

Eggm' <1{Sﬁ,n¢Wf} + 15;) < nP(S,, ¢ WF)
+nP(E°) +2E Lic2om s

where ¢ ~ N (0,1). By applying now Proposition and the limit ([A.4]) we
come to Proposition O

A.6 Proof of Proposition
Taking into account the inequality (9.7)) and the condition H,) we obtain

E |72, 8,,) —g5° ()| £ max_|g7*(z,5) — g, *(x)]

5]l 0o <A/ £,
+(2/g,) P (E;) )

Conditions A,) and H,) together with the limit relation (A.4]) imply
Proposition 65 O
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A.7 Properties of the trigonometric basis

Lemma A.1. For any function S € W¥,

- 4r
sup sup  m2* ( Z 9]2n> < T - (A.11)

n>1 1<m<n—1 j=m+1

Lemma A.2. For any m > 0,

sup sup N ™ <2m. (A.12)

N>2  z€[0,1]

Z " (¢(@) = 1)
Proofs of Lemma and Lemma [A.2] are given in Galtchouk, Pergamen-
shchikov, 2007.

Lemma A.3. Let 0, and 0; be the Fourier coefficients defined in ([2.3) and
B4), respectively. Then, for 1 < j <mn andn > 2,

sup |0, — 0] < 2m+/rj/n. (A.13)

Sew}

Proof. Indeed, we have

|9j,n - 9j| = 1) — S(x)QSJ(x)) dz

-12/ I + 1508,
= ! / 1 (\S'<z>| 6,(2)] + 1S()] 19,()]) dz

| /\

By making use of the Bounyakovskii-Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

6, = 0,0 < 07" (ISl + 16111S1)
<o (IS0 + 75 0S1)) -

The definition of class W' implies (A13]). Hence Lemma O
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A.8 Proofs of (6.1I6) and (6.17)

First of all, note that Proposition [6.5 the condition (8.7)) and the condition
H,) imply that

lim max sup 1{‘U7H(x)|gl}E‘g_2(:c, Son) — 95°@n)| = 0. (A.14)

n—o0 1<m<M,, g<r<1

Let us show now that for any continuously differentiable function f on [—1, 1]

1 < !
lim su — U (2,)) 1510 (0 —/ v)dv| = 0. (A.15
m lgmspMn h ; f(vm(z;)) {om (z;)|<1} _1f( ) ( )
Indeed, setting
1 < !
B = 32 o) L peppen = [ F0)do.
i=1 -1
we deduce
1 « !
}Anm} = |7 Z f(Um(LUZ>> - f(U)d’U
nh i=i -1
’ UWL(%)
< |f (vm(;)) —f(2)|d2+1‘fn‘g>l<|f(2)l(2—v*+v*),
=i vm(T;_1) 1=

*

where i, = [nZ,, —nh]+ 1, i, = [nZ,, + nhj,

v, = ([nz,, —nh|+1—nz,)/(nh) and v* = ([nz,, +nh] —nz,,)/(nh).

Therefore, taking into account that the derivative of the function f is bounded
on the interval [—1, 1] we obtain that

3maX|z|§1 |f(2)‘ + 2 max, <1 | f£(2)]
nh '

n

}An,m‘ <

Taking into account the conditions on the sequence (h,,),~; given in A) we
obtain limiting equality (A.T5) which together with (A14]) implies (G.16).
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Now we study the behavior of B, ;. Due to the inequality (B.9) we
estimate the Fréchet derivative as

L (2, S5.)1 € C* (185,0(@) Dy (@)] + 1Dy sy + 1S5l 1 Dygll) - (A-16)

Consider now the fisrt term on the right-hand side of this inequality. We
have

E (5,,(2) D, ; (Z Ot €1V, ) e; (v (2))1) (v, ()

N
2 *\2
Z it Lo @<y < (6) Lo )<y -

We recall that the sequence t* is defined in (G.1T). Therefore, property (A.13)
implies

n

max  max —— 3 (S, (5,) Dy (5,))? = O((E)?)

1<m<M, 1<j<N, nh 4 -
1=

As to the second term on the right-hand side of (A1), we get
1 1
1Dy sl = / e (0 (2)) Xy (v ()| dz = A [ e;(v) X, (v)[dv < 2.
0 -1

Similarly, ||D,, ;|[* < h and, by (A.10)

E[S,y,[? < hZZ 2 < ()2

m=1 j=1

Therefore,

1
— max  max |B, .| = O((t)*+h,)

nh 1<m<M, 1<j<N,

and the condition A,) implies (GI7). O
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A.9 Proof of (6.I8)

Indeed, by the direct calculation it easy to see that, for any N > 1 and for
any vector (yy,...,yy)" € RY,

max; (|a§(x,7) — ;0] + [ (x,) — 1I)

min; Ej(Xf?)

Z;’V:I ¢j (7]7 yj)

-1 <
\DN(ylﬁ"wyN)

Y

where the operator €;(f) is defined in (6.14). Moreover, we remember that
1 o o . . .
I L €;(v)dv = 1. Therefore, taking into account the property (6.7) we obtain
U
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