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About Adaptive Coding on Countable Alphabets

Dominique BontempsStéphane BoucheroérElisabeth Gassiat

Abstract—This paper sheds light on adaptive coding with re- by Q™ and the ideal codeword length when encoding messages
spect to classes of memoryless sources over a countable @pbt produced byP". In the language of mathematical statistics, it

defined by an envelope function with finite and non-decreasim ; ; ; ; i@
hazard rate (log-concave envelope distributions). We pray that is also thecumulative entropy risluffered by estimating?

the auto-censuring @c) code introduced by Bontemps (2011) using Qn o

is adaptive with respect to the collection of such classes.h& Notice that the definition of redundancy uses badega-
analysis builds on the tight characterization of universalredun-  rithms. Throughout this texiog z denotes the bas2 loga-
dancy rate in terms of metric entropy by Haussler and Opper rithm of = while In = denotes its natural logarithm.

(1997 and on a careful analysis of the performance of theac- Universal coding attempts to develop sequences of codin
coding algorithm. The latter relies on non-asymptotic bourls g P P Seq 9

for maxima of samples from discrete distributions with finite Probabilities(Q™), so as to minimize expected redundancy

and non-decreasing hazard rate. over a whole known class of sources. Thaximal redundancy
Index Terms-countable alphabets, redundancy, adapti\ge]; f(i:r?:éng probability" with respect to source class is
compression, minimax. y
RT(Q™,A™) = sup D(P", Q™).
I. INTRODUCTION PeA
A. From universal coding to adaptive coding The infimum of RT(Q™, A™) is called theminimax redun-
This paper is concerned with problems aflaptive that dancywith respect toA,
is twice universalor hierarchical universalcoding over a RT(A™) = inf RT(Q", A™).
countable alphabet (say the set of positive integekg, or QreM(xn) ’

the set of integerl). Sources over alphabat are probability  aq the design of almost minimax coding probabilities is
distributions on the sek’™ of infinite sequences of 5ymb0|5usually not a trivial task, looking for an apparently more
from X'. In this paper, the symbol will be used to denote ympitious goal,adaptivity may seem preposterous. Indeed,
various collections of sources on alphabit The symbols \yhereas universality issues are ubiquitous in losslesingod
emitted by a source are denoted by a sequeXcef X- heory Csiszar and K6rnerl981 Cover and Thomag997),
valued random variablX = (X.,), . - If P'is the distribution 54 adaptivity has been a central concept in Statisticsiguri
of X, P denotes the distribution of the first symbols ihe |ast two decades (Sdickel et al, 1998 Barron et al,
Xip = (X1, Xp), and we letA” = {P" : P € A}, 1999 Donoho and Johnstonel994 Donoho et al. 1996

Throughout the paper, we will rely on the corresponspamavich et al. 200§ Tsybakoy 2004 and references
dence between non-ambiguous codes and probability d'SEH'erein), the very word adaptivity barely made its way in

butions and refer to codes through coding probabilitie® (Sgye |exicon of Information Theory. Nevertheless, adaptivi

Cover and Thomas199] for a gentle introduction to the jsges have been addressed in coding theory, sometimes usin
notion of coding probability). Theexpected redundancgf gifferent expressions to name things. Adaptive coding is

any (coding) distributiorQ” € 9, (X™) with respect ta is  sometimes called twice universal codirRyabka 1984 1990
equal to the Kullback-Leibler divergence (or relative epfy) Ryabko and Topsge€002 Ryabko et al. 2008 or hierarchi-

between™ and Q", cal universal coding Nlerhav and Feder1998. We pursue
noAny n P (x) this endeavour.
D", Q") = ZnP {x}log 0" (x) A sequence(Q™),, of coding probabilities is said to be
xed Pr(x asymptotically adaptivesith respect to a collectiof\,,, ) mem
= Epn [1Og #Xl”))] . of source classes if for ath € M,
" 1:n
R*(Q",A},) = sup D(P",Q") < (1+ 0, (1))RF(A},)

Up to a constant, the expected redundancgdfwith respect

to P is the expected difference between the length of code- s .
. . . aspn tends to infinity. In words, a sequence of coding prob-

words defined by encoding messages as if they were produced.,. ~ . . .
abilities is adaptive with respect to a collection of source

§The material in this paper was presented in part a2tié Intern. Meeting ~ classes if it asymptotically achieves minimax redundanr o
on Probabilistic, Combinatorial, and Asymptotic Methods the Analysis of g|| classes. Note that this is a kind of first order requiremen

Algorithms (AofA'12), Montréal, Québec, Canada, June 2012
%supported by Institut de Mathématiques de Toulouse, Usiiéerde the 0,,(1) term may tend td) at a rate that depends on the

Toulouse source class\,,.

*supported by Network of ExcellenaascAL 11, Laboratoire de Probabi- This is not the only way of defining adaptive compression
lités et Modeles Aléatoires, Université Paris-Diderot ’

Tsupported by Network of Excellenceascac 11, Laboratoire de Mathé- more_ stringent fjefinitions are pOSSibl? (S@atoni .29_04
matiques d’Orsay, Université Paris-Sud Section 1.5). This last reference describes oracle inémsal

PeA.,,
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for the context-tree weighting methodV{llems, 1998, a Boucheron, Garivier, and Gassig2009 related the summa-

successful attempt to achieve adaptivity with respect to &ility of the envelope function and the minimax redundancy

infinite collection of source classes on a finite alphabetxed of the envelope class. They proved almost matching upper and

by their memory structureQatonj 20049. lower bounds on minimax redundancy for envelope classes.
The present paper describes another successful attempthe next theorem provides an upper-bound on the minimax

achieve adaptivity with respect to an infinite collection ofedundancy of envelope classes and suggests general design

source classes on a countable alphabet. principles for universal coding over envelope classes and f

adaptive coding over a collection of envelope classes.

B. Adaptive coding with respect to a collection of envelo

Ffheorem 1. (Boucheron, Garivier, and Gassid2009 If A is
classes

an envelope class of memoryless sources, with the tail@owel
Pioneering results by Kieffer (1978, functionF then:
Gyorfi, Pali, and van der MeulefL993 1999 show that, as
soon as the alphabet is infinite, finite minimax redundancy, R™(A") < inf nF(u)loge +

that is the possibility of achieving universality, is notravial =
property even for classes of memoryless sources.

-1
u2 logn| +2.

If the envelopeF is known, if the message length is
Proposition 1. If a class A of stationary sources over aknown, the following strategy is natural: determinesuch
countable alphabett’ has finite minimax redundancyhen that F(u) ~ %; choose a good universal coding probability
there exists a probability distributiofy over X' such that for for memoryless sources over alphabft, ..., u}; escape

every P € A with lim, H(P")/n < oo where H(P") = symbols larger than. using 0 which does not belong to
Yxex —P"(x)logP"(x) (finite Shannon entropy rateX? the source alphabet; encode the escaped sequence using the
satisfiesD(P', Q) < oc. good universal coding probability; encode all symbols éarg

This observation contrasts with what we know about tht an u l_JSing a coding probabili_ty '_cailored_ to the envelope
finite alphabet setting where coding probabilities asympto 'Stf'b”“o”- I .th.e upper bound is tight, this strategy slib
. gahleve the minimax redundancy rate. If the message length

(Xie and Barron200Q Barron et al, 1998 Yang and Barron IS not known in advance, using a doubling technique should
1998 Xie and’Barron 1997 Clarke and Barron 1994 allow to derive an online extension. As naive as this apgroac

This even contrasts with recent delicate asymptotic rg;_]ay I%OIE’] ii thhas a!re_zady pr(()jve(ilj fruitfuBfonltemps(EO]} ) db
sults for coding over large finite alphabets with unknown 1OW€ at the minimax redundancy ol classes defined by

size Gzpankowski and Weinberge2012 Yang and Barron exponentially vanishing envelopes is half the upper bound

2013 obtained by choosing so asF(u) ~ 1/n.

~ This promptedBoucheron, Garivier, and Gassi009 to  |f we face a collection of possible envelope classes and the
investigate the redundancy of specific memoryless souigfvelope is not known in advance, we face two difficulties:
classes, namely classes defined byeamelopefunction. there is no obvious way to guess a reasonable threshold; once

Definition 1. Let f be a mapping fromN, to [0,1], with a threshold is chosen, there is no obvious way to choose a

1 < .. f(j) < co. Theenvelope class; defined by the coding probability for escaped symbols.
function f is the collection of stationary memoryless sources thare gre

L , R . reasons to be optimistic. Almost adap-
with first marginal distribution dominated by,

tive coding techniques for the collection of source

Ay — {]P’ . VzeNg, Pz} < f(2) classes defined by power law envelopes were intro-
d " o ’ duced in Boucheron, Garivier, and Gassia2009. More-
andP is stationary and memoryle%s_ over, Bontempsdesigned and analyzed threc-code (Auto-

Censuring code) (described in Sectibpand proved that this
An envelope function defines amvelope distributionThe simple computationally efficient online code is adaptiverov
minimax redundancy of the source classes we are interesggdl union of classes of sources with exponentially decngasi
in is, up to the first order, asymptotically determined by thenvelopes (see DefinitioB). As theac-code does not benefit
tail behavior of the envelope distribution. from any side information concerning the envelope, it is
Definition 2. Let f be an envelope function. The ashatural to ask yvhether it is_ adaptive to a larger cla_ss of
sociated envelope distributionhas lower endpointl; = SOUICES. '_I'hat klnd_o_f question has been addressed in data
max{k: Zj>k £(j) > 1}. The envelope distributiot is compression bsz?mwer (200§ who proved that Contgxt-
defined byF"(k) = 0 for k < I;, and F(k) = 1 — Zj>k 70) Tree-Weighting W|Ilems_, 1,998 Cato_nl 2009 is _ad_apt|ve
for k > I;. The tail functionF is defined byF — 1 — F. over reneyval source€giszar and Sh|elq199© while it had
The associated probability mass function coincides itior been designed to COMPreSS SOUrces W.'th b_ounded memory. In
u> 1y and is equal toF (i) < f(Iy) atu = ;. a brpader context,_ |nv§s_t|gat|ng the 5|tuat|0r_ls where an ap
: : pealing procedure is minimax motivates tmaxisetapproach
This envelope probability distribution plays a specigbioneered in Cohen et aJ. 2001, Kerkyacharian and Picard
role in the analysis of the minimax redundan&y*(A’}). 2002.



C. Roadmap i:1 < i< n,letm; = maxi<j<;zj. The i symbol is a
This paper shows that thec-code is adaptive over the'ecordif m; #m;_. Let nf be the number of records up to

collection of envelope classes that lie between the expondtdexi. Thej" record is denoted by:;. From the definitions,

tial envelope classes investigated Bo(icheron et a).2009 0 = m; for all i. Let mo = 0 and letm be derived from

Bontemps 2011 and the classes of sources with finite alphéhe sequence of differences between records and terminated

bets (Theoreng). The relevant envelopes are characterized B 8 1, m = (m; — mi—1 + 1)1<;<no 1. The lastl in the

the fact that they have non-decreasing hazard rate (seleSect€duence serves as a terminating symbol. The symbais in

). This distributional property implies that the corresgimy  are encoded using Elias penultimate coBéas 1975. This

envelope distributions fit nicely in the framework of extremSequence of codewords fornig;. The sequence of censored

value theory (See SectioN-B), smoothed version of the SYMbOISz1., is defined byz; = zl;,<m,_,. The binary string

envelope distribution belong to the so-called Gumbel doma$'s iS obtained by arithmetic encoding of..,.0.

of attraction, and this implies strong concentration props

for maxima of i.i.d. samples distributed according to eopel Remark 1. Letz;., € N} be

distributions. As theac-code uses mixture coding over the

observed alphabédh a sequential way, the intuition provided 5158130712184715151713412 12,

by Theoreml suggests that thec-code should perform well (records are italicized) them,.,, is

when the largest symbol in a message of lengtis close to
the quantile of orderl — 1/n of the envelope distribution. 515151530 303030303030 303030 303030303030

This concentration property is a consequence of the nofhq z,.,.0 is parsed intod substrings terminated b§
decreasing hazard rate assumpti®@oycheron and Thomas

2012. Moreover we check in the Appendix (see Sectdh D 0 810712184715151713412120

that if the sampling distribution has the non-decreasirmaté i di i iv

rate property, on average, the size of the largest symbatrend while 77, is 611 16 1.

number of distinct symbols in the sample differ by a constant
The non-decreasing hazard rate assumption has far reachi

implications concerning the slow variation property of th

guantile function of the envelope distribution (SectigfB)

Mhe coding probability used to (arithmetically) encade,0

that prove instrumental in the derivation of matching lower ., . - = ~

bounds for the minimax redundancy of the corresponding Q" (@1n0) = Qna (0] 21:m) H Qir1(Titr | 214) -
envelope classes. In SectioV, we revisit the powerful =0

results concerning extensions of minimax redundancy Wt

Haussler and Oppe(1997. Advanced results from regular ~ ) nZ +§

variation theory shed new light on the small classes whege th Qi+1 (Xiﬂ =J | X = xl:i) Y

lower bounds fromHKaussler and Oppef997) are known to ‘ 2

be tight wheren! is the number of occurrences of symhoamongst

In words, borrowing ideas from extreme value theorthe firsti symbols (inz,.;). We agree om;, = 0 for all j > 0.
(Falk et al, 2011 de Haan and Ferreird006 Beirlant et al, If i < n, the event{X;;; = 0} = {X; 11 = M;y1 > M;}
2004 Resnick 1987, we prove that if the envelope distribu-has conditional probabilit@Hl(XiH =0]| Xy, = xl;i) =
tion function has finite and non decreasing hazard rate (etdafi%, Note that0 is always encoded as a new symbol:
in Sectionlll): i) an explicit formu_la _con_nects__ the minimax;g Zii1 = j > ma, the Ac-code encodes 8, but nf rather
redundan_cy and the envelope_ _dlstr|but|on; ii) the-cod_e thann? is incremented.
asymptotically achieves the minimax redundancy, that & th
Ac-code is adaptive with respect to the collection of envelopein words, the mixture code consists of progressively en-
classes with finite and non decreasing hazard rate. larging the alphabet and feeding an arithmetic coder with

The paper is organized as follows. Sectiindescribes Krichevsky-Trofimov mixtures over the smallest alphabetse

the Ac-code. Sectionlll provides notation and definitionsso far (SeeCesa-Bianchi and Lugas2006 for a gentle intro-
concerning hazard rates. The main result concerning the-adauction to Krichevsky-Trofimov mixtures).

tivity of the Ac-code over classes with envelopes with finite

and non-decreasing hazard rate is stated in SedtioiThe = Bontemps(2011) describes a nice simple way of interleav-
minimax redundancy of source classes defined by envelofieg the Elias codewords and the mixture code in order to
with finite and non-decreasing hazard rate is characteiizedperform online encoding and decoding. Substrings @f,,0
SectionV. SectionVI is dedicated to the characterization oterminated by are fed online to an arithmetic coder over the
the redundancy of thec-code over source classes defined biglevant alphabet using properly adapted Krichevsky-Tfirot

envelopes with finite and non-decreasing hazard rate. mixtures, after eacld, the corresponding symbol fromu is
encoded using the self-delimited Elias code and transthitte

Il. THE AC-CODE The alphabet used to encode the next substring,of0 is
The Ac-code encodes a sequeneg,, = z1,...,x, Of enlarged and the procedure is iterated. The last symbgt of

symbols fromN; = N\ {0} in the following way. For is al, it signals the end of the message.



I1l. HAZARD RATE AND ENVELOPE DISTRIBUTION distribution. The functiori/: [1,00) — R is defined by

The envelope distributions we consider in this paper are Ult) = F71(1—1/t) 1)
characterized by the behavior of their hazard functior- ’
—In F(n). The probabilistic analysis of the performance ofvhere F is the smoothed envelope distribution.
the Ac-code borrows tools and ideas from extreme value The main result may be phrased as follows.
theory. As the theory of extremes for light-tailed discret . . .
random variables is plagued by interesting but distractirj:Fheorem 2._TheAc-code IS adap_tlve_vv_lth respect to source
paradoxes, followingAnderson(1970), it proves convenient cfasses defined by envelopes with finite and non-decreasing
to define a continuous distribution function starting frane t hazard Elate. _ . i )
envelope distribution functioft’. This continuous distribution Ic‘jet?] b,? t.he codmgl proba}tak]lllty asdsomateq er;[h th(;-
function will be called thesmoothed envelope distribution code,t. eniff is an en\;e ?_pec\j/vg nonr-] ecreasing hazard rate,
it coincides with the envelope distribution d¥i. Its hazard @ndU: [1,00) — R is defined by1), then
function is defined by linear interpolation: theazard rate L m. AT "U(z)
that is the derivative of the hazard function is well-defimed RHQ™AY) < (1+ 0f(1>)(10g6)/1 2z dz
R4 \N and it is piecewise constant. The envelope distributionsn.

. . . while

we consider here are such that this hazard rate is non-

decreasing and finite. The essential infimum of the hazaed rat R (A}) > (1+0s(1))(loge) /" Ulz) da
isb= —InF(ly) > 0. Notice that the hazard rate is finite on B 12z
[lf —1,00) if and only if f has infinite support. asn tends to infinity.

We will also repeatedly deal with the quantile function of ) o
the envelope distribution and even more often with the gleantRémark 3. Note that theac-code is almost trivially adap-
function of the smoothed envelope distribution. As theetaig {ivé over classes of memoryless sources with alphabet
continuous and strictly increasing over its support, thergile  {1---»k},k € Ny: almost-surely eventually, the largest
function of the smooth envelope distribution is just thecirse SYmPol in the sequence coincides with the right-end of the
function of the smooth envelope distribution. The quantigource distribution, and the minimaxity (up to the first ajde
function of the piecewise constant envelope distributiothe Of Krichevsky-Trofimov mixtures settles the matter.

left continuous generalized inverse: The following corollary provides the bridge with
Fp) = inf{k: k € N, F(k) > p}. Bontemp%s work on classes defined by exponentially

decreasing envelopes (See Definiti®n
If the hazard rate is finite, thelim,,; F~1(p) = co. Note

that the smoothed envelope distribution has supjpprtl, o). Corollaryll. The Ac-code is adaptive with respect to sub-
Recall that if X is distributed according to the smoothed en@Xponential envelope classes>1 s>0,y>14(a; 5,7). LetQ"
velope distribution X | +1 and [ X | are distributed according P& the coding probability associated with the-code, then

to the envelope distribution. RT(Q™ A", 8,7)) < (1 + 0a.5~(1) BT (A" (e, B,7))
Remark 2. Assume thaf" is a shifted geometric distribution:
for somel € N, someq € (0,1), for all k > [, F(k) =
(1 —¢)*~!, so that the hazard function ig — 1) In1/(1 — q) Bontemps (2011 showed that theAc-code is adap-
for k > [. The corresponding smooth distribution is the shiftetive over exponentially decreasing envelopes, that is over
exponential distribution with tail function— (1 — ¢)*~! for Ug0,,>1A(1,3,v). Theorem1 shows that theac-code is
t>1. adaptive to both the scale and the shape parameter.

The next equation helps in understanding the relation be-
een the redundancy of threc-code and the metric entropy:

asn tends to infinity.

The envelopes introduced in the next definition provide
examples where the associated continuous distribution- fuf’
tion has non-decreasing hazard rate. Poisson distritsutitiar LU (x) U(t) In(tF(z))
other examples. /1 5y 9% :/0 —y dz @

Definition 3. The sub-exponential envelope claséth pa- The elementary proof relies on the fact— U(e!) is the
rametersar > 1 (shape),5 > 0 (scale) andy > 1is the jnverse of the hazard function of the smoothed envelope
setA(a, B,v) of probability mass function§(k))r>1 on the distribution — In 7', it is given at the end of the appendix.

positive integers such that The left-hand-side of the equation appears (almost) nitura
7(@)& in the derivation of the redundancy of thec-code. The
Vk > 1, p(k) < f(k), wheref(k) =~e F right-hand-side or rather an equivalent of it, appearsmiyuri

Exponentially vanishing envelopeBgucheron et al2009 the computation of the minimax redundancy of the envelope

Bontemps 2011 are obtained by fixingy = 1. classes considered in this paper.
The proof of Theoreni is organized in two parts: Propo-
IV. MAIN RESULT sition 6 from SectionV gives a lower bound for the minimax

In the text, we will repeatedly use the next shorthand feedundancy of source classes defined by envelopes with finite
the quantile of ordet — 1/¢,¢ > 1 of the smoothed envelopeand non-decreasing hazard rate.



The redundancy of thexc-coding probability Q™ with Proof of Theorend: Choose a priotr that is uniformly
respect taP" € A} is analyzed in SectioWl. The pointwise distributed over an /2-separated set of maximum cardinality.
redundancy is upper bounded in the following way: Such a set has cardinality at led3t = D.(A').

F hP, in the ¢/2- ted,
—log Q" (X1.p,) + log P™(X1.p,) or eachP; in the ¢/2-separate

ney., 3, (P1,Py) 1 D.—1 e
< U(Cg)+4(Crn) +logP™(X1.p) - B S P <_ en;) '
0} @ D, D,

Proposition10 asserts thati} is negligible with respect to Averaging overp; leads to
RT (A’}) and Propositiori1 asserts that the expected value of

(1) is equivalent toR* (A%). RT(A") > ~log (5 et >

€

2
> log e sup min (’HE(A), nl) —1.

V. MINIMAX REDUNDANCIES 8

[ ]

Up to this point, no assumption has been made regarding the

The minimax redundancy of source classes defined bghavior of{.(A) ase tends to0. Recall that a measurable
envelopesf with finite and non-decreasing hazard rate ifunction f: (0,00) — [0,00) is said to beslowly varying
characterized using Theorem 5 frorkaussler and Opper at infinity if for all x > 0, hmm—>+oo% = 1 (See
1997. This theorem relates the minimax redundancy (tt®ingham et al. 1989 for a thorough treatment of regular
minimax cumulative entropy risk in the language ofariation).
Haussler and Oppgrto the metric entropy of the class of Assuming thatr — #,/,(A) is slowly varying at infinity
marginal distributions with respect to Hellinger distanBe- ajlows us to solve equatio®.(A) = ne?/8 asn tends to
call that the Hellinger distance (denoted djy) between two jnfinity.
¢, distance between the square roots of the correspondingatisfyingn/8 = 22g(x) or equivalently
probability mass functiong; andp,:

& (PP =Y (pl(k)1/2 _p2(1<;)1/2‘)2 . 1= W\/g ((n/&lﬂm) : 3

keN

A. The Haussler-Opper lower bound

The next lower bound on minimax redundancy can b%_ssumethay is slowly varying. A Theorem by De Bruijn (See

extracted from Theorem 5 irHaussler and Opped 997, It ingham et_ al.1989_Thec;[em 1.5.13) isserts th#::\t there exists
. : slowly varying functionsg” such thaty™ (z)g(zg™ (z)) ~ 1
relies on the fact that the Bayes redundancy is never larger S .
L Sz tends to infinity. Moreover all such functions are asymp-
than the minimax redundancy. : : - :
totically equivalent, they are called De Bruijn conjugatég.

Theorem 3. Using notation and conventions from Section If g is slowly varying, so is,/g, and we may consider its De

for any prior probability distribution on A4, Bruijn conjugate(\/g)#.
a2,(Py.Py) Any sequencéz,,),, of solutions of Equation3) is such that
RY(A") > Eg, |—logEpe "™ 2 : z,/+/n/8 is asymptotically equivalent tq/g" ((n/8)"/?).

Hencee, = 1/x, ~ (n/8)~'/2(\/g" (n/8)"/?))~". We may
wherem = o = w and P, ~ m,P» ~ m are picked deduce that
independently. 9

TA™) > nen
For the sake of self-reference, a rephrasing of the proafi fro RE(A") 2 (1+o(1)) loge 8

N . : 9
(H;’;lussler and Oppel 997 is given in the Append|x.1 _ — loge (\/E#((n/g)lﬂ)) _ (4)
or a source class, Let #.(A) be thee-entropy ofA' with
respect to the Hellinger metric. That i%.(A) = InD.(A) The computation of De Bruijn conjugates is usually a dedicat
whereD, (A) is the cardinality of the smallest finite partition oftopic (see agaiBingham et al. 1989, but strengthening the
A into sets of diameter at mostwhen such a finite partition slow variation assumption simplifies the matter. We have not
exists. been able to find a name for the next notion in the literature,
The connection between the minimax redundancy’ofind although it appears in early work bojanic and Seneta
the metric entropy ofA' under Hellinger metric is a direct (197]). We nickname itvery slow variationin the paper.

consequence of Theored Definition 4. A continuous, non decreasing function

Theorem 4. Lete, > 0 be such that g: (0,00) — [0,00) is said to bevery slowly varyingat
2 infinity if for all n > 0 and x > 0,
"% > 9, (M)
s =M e 9lElg@))
im =1.
then zotoo g(z)

R*(A") > log(e)He, (A) — 1. Note that not all slowly varying functions satisfy these



conditions. For exampley +— exp((Inz)?) with g > 1/2 If £ belongs to the Gumbel max-domain of attraction, then
does not (se®ingham et al. 1989. t — F~1(1 —1/t) is slowly varying at infinity.

Remark 4. If g is very slowly varying, then for all, 3 > 0, Remark 5. Under the so-called Von Mises conditiopsmay
the function defined by — (g(2”))® is also very slowly be chosen as the reciprocal of the hazard rate.

varying. Proof of Proposition2: (i) As t — F~1(1 —e?!) is the
Bojanic and Senethave proved that ify is a very slowly inverse of the hazard functionln F, its derivative is equal to
varying function, the De Bruijn conjugates gfare asymptot- the reciprocal of the hazard rate evaluatedat (1—e~*). As
ically equivalent tol /g (SeeBingham et al. 1989 Corollary the hazard rate is assumed to be non-decreasing, the derivat
2.3.4). Hence, ifg is very slowly varying, the De Bruijn of F~1(1 —e?) is non-increasing with respect to
conjugates ofr — ,/g(x) are asymptotically equivalent to(ii) As we consider an absolutely continuous distributiam,

1/\/g(x). may and do assume that using the notation of TheoBem
Taking advantage of the very slow variation property allowst) is constant and that) is the reciprocal of the hazard
us to make lower bound transparent. rate and that it is differentiable. The functianis a positive

non increasing function, thus its derivative converged)to
at infinity. Hence, by Theoren®, the smoothed envelope
distribution belongs to the Gumbel max-domain of attractio
This entails that — F~1(1—1/t) is slowly varying at infinity.
RT (A™) > (loge)H,,-1/2(A) (1+0(1)) asn tends to+oo. [ ]

The next Theorem fronBojanic and Senetél971) can be

In order to lower bound the minimax redundancy of sourGe | din Bingham et al.1989 Theorem 2.3.3). It asserts that

ﬁlass%s d?fln_edthby envtelop(t? d|str|butl(t'jmbl\{w:]htrr:otnt—r(]jec:plhrl:‘:,;“ai,}If g is slowly varying and if for somer > 0, g(tz)/g(t)
tazar o rg(f), I the next section we establish that he lomc Iconverges sufficiently fast towardstheng is also very slowly
|_>

1 ——dz has the very slow variation property, then ir{/arying.
SectionV-C we check thatff @dx ~ Hi(A).

Theorem 5. (Haussler and Opperl997 Theorem 5) Assume
that the function ovelfl,cc) defined byx — H;,,(A') is
very slowly varying, then

Theorem 7. If g varies slowly at infinity and for somee R

B. Slow variation and consequences . [ g(tx) _
lim { == —1]lng(t)=0
Let us now state some analytic properties that will prove tooe \ g(t)
useful when checking that source classes defined by enveloghen g is very slowly varying,
with finite and non-decreasing hazard rate are indeed small. o
" . o i ((EOON) )y
Proposition 2. Let F' be an absolutely continuous distribution t—o00 g(t)

with finite and non-decreasing hazard rate. L&t [1,00) —
R be defined by/(t) = F~1(1 — 1/t). Then
(i) the inverse of the hazard function, that is the function on The next proposition establishes thatffis an envelope
10, 00) defined byt s U(e!) = F~1(1—e~*) is concave. distribution with finite non-decreasing hazard raté&(t) =
’ . t T C e
(i) The functionU is slowly varying at infinity. F~1(1 = 1/t), then the functiont — [ “dx satisfies
the condition of TheorenY. As a byproduct of the proof,

Thg proof relies on some classical results from regulg‘}re show thatl/ () In U () is asymptotically negligible with
variation theory. For the sake of self-reference, we repced respect toft Ulz)

. dx ast tends to infinity. Both properties are
1 =z
;_hgossge c:(reisr?lgehli;ea{np;gfi:ﬁ;r;% (;‘g%md Bingham et al. instrumental in the derivation of the main results of thipga

Theorem 1.2.6 iWle Haan and Ferreif@006 characterizes First the sequence/, == dz)y is asymptotically equivalent

) . to H,/,,1/2(A}) and thus to the lower bound on the minimax
the so-called domains of attraction of Extreme Value Theorgdundancy Tate fon;; second, by Propositiofid, it is also

thanks to an integral representation of the hazard functl(r)n : : .
— equivalent to the average redundancy of the mixture engodin
—1In F'. We reproduce here what concerns the Gumbel domaj S .
. S : produced by thexc-code (the negligibility ofU (¢) In U (¢) is
of attraction as the envelope distributions we deal witlobgl : e . .
o this domain used in the proof); third, the cost of the Elias encoding of

censored symbols does not grow faster tham).

locally uniformly inx € R.

Theorem 6. A distribution function/” belongs to the Gumbel
max-domain of attraction, if and only if there existg < .
F~1(1)ande: [to, F~1(1)) — R, and a continuous function ) U InU(t)
¥ such thatlim, ,p-11)c(t) = c. € Ry such that for i
t € [to, F~1(1)),

Proposition 3. Using notation from Propositio2.

AT,

t

— 1
~InF(t) = —Inet) + to uJ(s)dS slowly varying.

iy The functionk: [1,00) — R, h(t) = ffz %dx is very

wherelim;_, p-1(1y ¢’ (t) = 0 andlimy_, p-1 (1) ¥ (t) = 0 when A functiong: R, — R, has theextended regular variation
F71(1) < . property, if there existsy € R and a measurable function



a: Ry — R4 such that for ally > 1 =0

lim 9w —9(®) _ /y e where the first inequality comes from the fact tfiatis non-
too  at) 1 decreasing, the second inequality from i), the third indiua
If v = 0, g has the extended slow variation propertyTom the first intermediate result in the proof of ).
The functiona is called the auxiliary function. We refer to u

(Bingham et al. 1989 or (de Haan and Ferreir2006 for a

thorough treatment of this notion. Basic results from ragulc Minimax rate

variation theory assert thatjfhas the extended slow variation ™

property, all possible auxiliary functions are slowly vimmy  The e-entropy of envelope classes defined by envelope

and thatlim a(t)/q(t) = 0. distributions with finite and non-decreasing hazard rate is
t—o0 a(t)/g(t)
Proof of Proposition3: To prove i), note that by relatedto the t_)ehgviorofthe quantile function of the srhedt
concavity oft - Ufet), envelope distribution.
L U(z) Int Proposition 4. Let f be an envelope function. Assume that
/ — 4 Z/ Ul(e)ds the smoothed envelope distributiafi has finite and non-
! 1§(t) decreasing hazard rate, let/(t) = F~'(1 — 1/t) be the
> —=U(t). quantile of orderl —1/¢ of the smoothed envelope distribution,
2
then
Plugging this upper bound leads to HA) = (14 (1))/1/62 U(I)d
€ o — 0 X
U@UH) _,UOLUE) _,bU) ! ) 2

[f8@ g, — 7 Ut)In() 7 In(t) as e tends to0.

which tend to 0 as ¢ tends to infinity (Again by  The proof follows the approach oBéntemps2011). It is
de Haan and Ferreir2006 Proposition B.1.9, Point 1). stated in the appendix.
ii) We first prove that jlt Uiz)da: has theextended slow ~ The next lower bound fofz* (A’}) follows from a direct

variation property with auxiliary functiori/(t), that is for all application of Theorens and Propositior8:
y=>1,

Proposition 5. Using notation from Propositio#d,
[T qp - U@ gy

i J1 T 1 @ _ n " U(x)
) o) =logy. RAAJ) = (14 0;))lloge) [ o
Indeed asn tends to+oc.
ty t Y
/ M dx _/ @ de = / Ultz) dx A concrete corollary follows easily.
1 x I 1 T
Y U(tz) 1 Proposition 6. The minimax redundancy of the sub-
=U( )/1 Ult) = x exponential envelope class with parametgrss, v) satisfies

Now the desired result follows from the Uniform Convergence p+ (A™(e, B,7))
Theorem from regular variation theory:{f is slowly varying,

« 1/ 1+1/a
then [{J((tf)) converges uniformly td for z € [1,y] ast tends = 2o+ 1)5 (In(2))""" (logn) (1+0(1))
to infinity. asn tends to+oc.
In order to invoke Theorerd to establish ii) it suffices to _ o ) )
notice that " Proof: Indeed, iff is a sut;—exp}onennal envelope function
lty U@ g,  U(a) with parametergc, 8,~) one has, for > 1,
AL, jmm;;—lmﬂ-;—mf Bn(v4)"/* =1 <U®) < B(In(xyt) /" =1 (5)
. flty U;z) de — lt @ de U(t) hlflt @ da wherer = 1/(1 —exp(—a/B%)).
:tlg(r)lo i0) U@ The lower bound follows fromF(k) < f(k+ 1) =
Ji = de vexp(—((k +1)/8)*) which entailsF(k) < 1/t = k +1 >
i U(t)In flt @ dz BIn(yt))/e.
IR bserved in the introduction, Th id N
_ UW)In (U () As observedin em_trp uction, Theordmrovides an easy
<Iny lim e upper-bound on the minimax redundancy of envelope classes,
free i =2 da R*(A}l) <2+ loge+ @ log n. For envelope classes with
. U@)IU(®) . U®)Inln(t) non-decreasing hazard rate, this upper-bound is (asymptot
<Iny tlggo m S m cally) within a factor of2 of the minimax redundancy. Indeed,
x x n Inn
. Inln(t) / U(x)dx = l/ U(e¥)d
glnytlggo 2Int 1 2z 2 Jo (") dy



1U(n)Inn

> = statistics (Seale Haan and Ferreir&2006 Chapter 2). The
2 2 next theorem rephrases this classical result.
U(n)lnn

- 4 ) Theorem 8. (RENYI'S REPRESENTATION Let

where the inequality comes from concavity and positivity dfX 1 -+ Xn.n) denote the order statistics of an
y — U (e¥). Hence, by Propositiors, for such envelope independent sample picked according to a distribution
function F. Then (Xi,,...,X,,) is distributed as

classes
REAT > (1 ] U(n)logn (U(exp(E1n)), ..., U(exp(Epn))) whereU: (1,00) — R
(A7) = (1 +o0s(1)) 4 ' is defined byU(t) = inf{z: F(z) > 1 — 1/t} and
The merit of theac-code is to asymptotically achieve thelEin;---, En.n) are the order statistics of am-sample of

minimax lower bound while processing the message onliff2€ €xponential distribution with scale parameterAgreeing
and without knowing the precise form of the envelope. Th@ £o.n = 0, (Ein — Ei—1n)1<i<n are independent and

is established in the next section. exponentially distributed with scale parametef(n + 1 —i).
We will also use the following general relations on moments
VI. REDUNDANCY OF AC-CODE of maxima of independent random variables.
The length of theac-encoding ofz1.,, is the sum of the proposition 8. Let (Y} . ..., Y,.,) denote the order statistics

length of the Elias encodingx of the sequence of differencesof an independent sample picked according to a common
between recordm and of the length of the mixture encodingyrobability distribution, then

C); of the censored sequenag.,,0. In order to establish ) ) )
Theoreml, we first establish an upper bound on the average ~ ElYin] < (BYnn)? +E [(Yin — Yo1.0)?] .

length of C's (Proposition10). and if the random variablegY;),<,, are non-negative,

(Yn,n - Yn—l,n)2

A. Maximal inequalities E[Y,nInY, »] <EY, ,In(EY, ,)+E v
n—1,n
Bounds on the codeword length of Elias encoding and on ) N @) »
the redundancy of the mixture code essentially rely on beund !N the proof of this propositionE'’ denotes conditional

on the expectation of the largest symhahx(X,...,X,) ©€xpectationwith respectt,...,Y; 1,Yiy,..., ¥, and for

collected in the next propositions. In the sequd), denotes €achZ; denotes the maximum df;, ..., Y1, Yiy1,..., Va,
the n" harmonic number that is Y, , if ¥; < Y,, andY,_, otherwise. Order
" statistics are functions of independent random variafiies.
In(n) < H, = Zl <lIn(n)+1. next theorem, the proof of which can be found lredoux
im1 200) has proved to be a powerful tool when investigating

the fluctuations of independent random variables (See for
exampleEfron and Stein1981; Steele 1986 Massart 2007,
dBoucheron et al.2013 .

Proposition 7. Let Y7,...,Y,, be independently identically
distributed according to an absolutely continuous digitibn
function F' with densityf = F’ and non-decreasing hazar

rate f/F. Letb be the infimum of the hazard rate. L[é(l?) = Theorem 9. (SUB-ADDITIVITY OF VARIANCE AND EN -
F~'(1-1/t)andYy; < ... <Y, , be the order statistics. TRoPY.) Let Xi,...,X, be independent random vari-
Then, ables and letZ be a square-integrable function ok =
(X1,...,X,). For eachl < i < n, let Z; be a square-
< . : ,
E[Yn.n] < Ulexp(Hx)) integrable function of X = (Xi,...,X; 1, Xi11,X,).
]E[YnQ,n] < E[Yn,n]Q + 2/172 Then
E[YonIn(Ynn)] < (EY,..) In(EY,,,)) +2/b* if Y; > 1 as.

Var (Z) <

I

N
Il
-

E [(Z - E(i)Z)Q}

E [(Z - Zi)Q} ;

Remark 6. If the hazard rate is strictly increasingy,,, —
U(n) satisfies a law of large numbers (SAaderson 1970.
We refer to Boucheron and Thoma2012 for more results
about concentration inequalities for order statistics. i

M:

1

Remark 7. The upper bound oR[Y;, ,,] may be tight. For ex- and if Z and all Z;, 1 <i < n, are positive,
ample it allows to establish that the expected value of the-ma
imum ofn independent standard Gaussian random variables E[ZIn(Z)] -EZIn(EZ)
is less thany/2H,, —In H,, — In7 (Boucheron and Thomas

< zn: E {E(i) [Zn(Z)] - E(i)Zln(E(i)Z)}
=1

2012.
The proof of proposition7 relies on a quantile coupling " A
argument and on a sequence of computational steps inspired = ZE [Z In (Z) —(Z - Zi)} :
by extreme value theorydé Haan and Ferreird&200§ and =1
concentration of measure theorkedoux 2001). The proof Proof of Proposition8: As E[Y,?,] = Var(Y,,) +

also takes advantage of the Rényi representation of ord&y,, ,,)?, it is enough to boundVar(Y,, ). As Z = Y,



is a function ofn independent random variablés, ... Y,, sampleYy,....Y,, from the envelope distribution, then for any
choosing theZ; asmax(X (), Z; = Z except possibly when non-decreasing function, E[g(M,,)] < E[g(Yn..)]. Using 6)
X; = Z, and thenZ, = Y,,_; ,,. The sub-additivity property one gets the following.

of the variance imply that Proposition 9. Let X;,..., X, be independently identi-

Var(Yyn) <E[(Yin — Ye-1,0)?] - cally distributed according toP € Al(a, 3,7), let M, =

Xi,...,X,,), then,
Using the sub-additivity of entropy with the convention abo max( X1, -, Xn)

Z; EM,, < B (In (kyen))"* .

1/c
E Yy 10 V0] — EY;r In(EY;0 ) E[M; log My] < f (In (kyen))

_ 1 )
<E|Ypnln 2" (Y, - nl,n)] x <M * Em(ln(’”e"))) 2w
n—1,n «
: Y, —Y, . E[M2] < B2 (In (kvyen))?* + 2K2.
S E Ynn hl <1 + o - 7n) (Ynn Ynl,n):| . . .
L Yo-1n ’ It provides a simple refinement of Lemma 4 from
& (Yo — Yn_l,n)Q] (Bontemps 20117).
- Yo-1n Remark 8. From Proposition9, it follows that the number of
asln(l +u) <wu foru > —1. m distinct symbols inX;.,, grows at most logarithmically with.
Proof of Proposition7: Thanks to Rényi’s represen-A simple argument stated at the end of the Appendix shows
tation of order statisticsE[Y,, ,] = E[U(exp(FE, ))], the that, if the hazard rate is non-decreasing, the number of dis
proof of the first statement follows from the concavity ofinct symbols may grow as fast&§n) = F~!(1—1/n) where
t — U(exp(t)), that is from Propositior2. F' is the envelope distribution. This suggests a brute force
By the Efron-Stein inequality (See Propositig)) approach to the analysis of the redundancy of #ecode

) based on the next two informal observations: the redundancy
Var(Yon) < E[(YVan = Ya-10)°] - of Krichevsky-Trofimov mixtures for an alphabet with size

Thanks again to Rényi's representatiof,,, — Y,_ 1., is dis- Mn = Op(logn), should not be larger thail [ *3* | log n; the

tributed likeU (exp (B, ) — U(exp(E,_1.,)). By concavity, COSt of the Elias encoding of records is negligible with exstp

this difference is upper-bounded by to the redundancy of Krichevsky-Trofimov mixture. This $ead
to a simple estimate of redundancy(1 + of(l))@logn
U(exp(En,n)) — Ulexp(En-1,n)) which is always larger thary," %2 dz, but may be within a

F(U(exp(Bn_1.n))) constant of the optimal bound. Indeed, the cautious arabyfsi
= f(U(eXp(En_Jn))) (Enn — En—1n) - the Ac-code pioneered inBontemps2011) and pursued here
’ allows us to recover the exact redundancy rate ofabecode

The t\;\é(]) factors are independent. WhIl&[(E,,, — and to establish asymptotic minimaxity.
En—l,n = 2’

F(U(exp(En—1,n))) l . .

P exp(Fa 1)) - B. Elias encoding

The average length of the Elias encoding for sources from
a class with a smoothed envelope distributiBnwith non-
E[Yy.. n(Y,.)] decreasing hazard rate @3(U(n)) (whereUl(t_) =F 11—
(Yon — Yo 1.0)? 1/t)). It does not grow as fast as the minimax redundancy
AL LA and as far as subexponential envelope classes are congcerned
Yo it contributes in a negligible way to the total redundancy.

By Propositions,

< (EY,.n) In(EY,, »)) + E

2
< (EYy,n) n(EYn,n)) + 2 Proposition 10. Let f be an envelope function with associated

m hon-decreasing hazard rate. Then, for dll € Ay, the

When handling subexponential envelopes classes, PropsPected length of the Elias encoding of the sequence afireco
sition 7 provides a handy way to upper bound the variodgcrements amongst the firstsymbols is upper-bounded by
statistics that are used to characterize the redundandyeof t E[¢((Cg)] < (2log(e) + p)(U(exp(H,)) + 1).

Ac-code. If the source belongs t(«, 3,7), let Y1,..., Y,

be identically independently distributed according toneb- Where p is a universal constant (which may be chosen as
ability distribution with tail functionF'(u) = 1A, ., f(k) P= 2). _ _ _ _ _
where f(u) = yexp(—(u/B)*). The quantile coupling argu- In general if X;,..., X,, are independently identically dis-
ment ensures that there exists a probability space withorandtributed, letting/,, = max(X;, ..., X,), the following holds
variables (X7,..., X/) distributed like (X1,...,X,) and

random variablesY?. ..., Y!) distributed like (Y, ..., Y,) E[(Cp)] < 2Hn(log(2E[Mx + 1) + 0)
and X! <Y/ for all i < n almost surely. For classes defined by power law envelopds, grows like

LetY; , <...<Y,, denote again the order statistics of @ power ofrn, the last upper bound shows that the length of
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the Elias encoding of records remains polylogarithmic withaven? log(M,,) < R, log(max(Y1,...,Y,)). MoreoverR,,

respect tov while the minimax redundancy grows like a poweand max(Y3,...,Y,) are independent, andt, is a sum
of n (Boucheron et al.2009. However theAac-code is not of independent Bernoulli random variables with parameters
likely to achieve the minimax redundancy over classes defing, 1/2,...,1/n. This entails
by power-law envelopes.
The last statement stems from the fact that the Elias codeE[2n log(max(Y1, ..., ¥5))]
length is less than a concave function of the encoded value. = ER,Ellog(max(Y7,...,Yy))]
The average Elias codelength of record differences should "1
not be larger than the Elias codelength of the average record < Z = log(2E max(Y1,...,Y,))
difference which is the maximum divided by the number of =1’
records. < H,log(2(EM,, + 1)).
Proof of Proposition10: The length of the Elias code- m
words used to encode the sequence of record differences
is readily upper-bounded:
0 C. Adaptive mixture coding
UCg) < i(z log (1 + ; — i—1) + p) The_ next prqpositio_n compares the length of the mixture
i—1 encodingC); with the ideal codeword length of.,,.
i L Proposition 11. Let f: Ny — [0,1] be an envelope with
< " 2log(e) (i — fi—1) + pnl finite and non-decreasing hazard rate. The expected diftere
i=1 between the mixture encoding of the censored sequ&nge
< 2log(e) M, + pn, and its ideal codeword length is upper-bounded by

< (2log(e) + p)Mp

for some universal constapt The bound on the length of the
Elias encoding follows from Propositio® asn tends to infinity.
If we were only interested in subexponential envelope - ] ] ]
classes, this would be enough. The next lines may be used N€ Proof of Propositioril is organized in two steps. The
to establish that the length of the Elias encoding remaifl$St Step consists in establishing a pointwise upper bound
negligible with respect to minimax redundancy for large?n the difference between the ideal codeword length and
envelope source classes. codeword length of thec-code (Propositiori2 below). This
Using the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality aanper-bound consists of three summands. The expected value
of the three summands is then upper-bounded under the
assumption that the source belongs to an envelope class with
n? non-decreasing hazard rate.
L(Cg) < QZlog (1+m; —mi_1) +np
1=1
< 2np log(1+ My /ng) +npp.

B [6Ca) +10P(Xan)] < og(e) [ S (1401

0
Soimy (i —mi—1) < M, we also have

Proposition 12. (POINTWISE BOUND) Let iy be the random
integer defined byiy = 1V | M, /4], then,

The average length af; satisfies: —InQ"(X1n) + P (X1.p)
M,(In(M,) +10) Inn =/ M,
< i
E[¢(Cr)] < 5 + = +Z T
< E [TL%(2 log(l —+ Mn/ng) —+ p)] o i=ig
< 2 (E [ng log(2M,)] — Enj (logEn;, — p)) (A1)
by concavity ofz — —zlogx Proof: Let Cy; be the mixture encoding oK., then

(Chr) = —log Q™" (X1.,). The pointwise redundancy can be
) decomposed into

<2 (( Zn: %)Elog@(Mn +1)) — En® (log En® — p)
i=1

< 2In(en)(log(2E[M,, + 1]) + p) . ~InQ"(X1) + InP"(X1.0)
The penultimate inequality comes from the following ob- = —InKTaz,+1(X1:n) + P (X1:n)
servation. Any integer valued random variable can be rep- A

res_ented as the integer par_t of a rea_l vglued random _ann()?l:n)+1nKTMn+1()?lzn)

variable with absolutely continuous distribution. For ex-

ample, X1,...,X,, may be represented as;|,...,|Y,] (B)

whereYi,...,Y, are ii.d. and supported by,cn, [n,n + wWhereKTy, 4, is the Krichevsky-Trofimov mixture coding
1/2]. Any record in X;,...,X, comes from a record probability over an alphabet of cardinalify/,, + 1. Summand

in Y1,...,Y, (but the converse may not be true). Let{a) may be upper bounded thanks to the next bound the proof
ting R, denote the number of records ivi,...,Y,, we of which can be found inBoucheron, Garivier, and Gassiat
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2009, Adding (B.111) to the first summand in the last expression,

(A) = —In(KT z, 11(X1:0)) + In(P™(X1:0)) S VA
M, -~ T (B.lI
< M"2+ L in(n) + 2m(2). Z Git ey T
The second summand (B) is negative, this is the codelength th <M, M; -
Ac-code pockets by progressively enlarging the alphabegrath = Z (2i + 1)2(2) Z 2 + 1)(

than using{0, ..., M,,} as the alphabeBontemps(2011 in -
the proof of Proposition 4) points out a simple and useful 1 Z Mﬁ + M?
2

connexion between the coding lengths un@&randkT a7, +1, £~ (21 +1)?
=10
(B) = —InQ"(X1.,) + InKTas, 11(X1n) < Miz ( | .1 - 1 2) %
pt 21+ 14+ M; <M, (]2\4 %)

The difference between the codelengths can be further upper ‘o ‘o
bounded. < 4Mp.

/2414 M, = M, — M; -
— Z In <7Mn) =— Z In (1 + ”7]\1/[) Proof of Propositionl1l: The average redundancy of the

i1 2i4 1+ M; 2ot 1+ M; mixture code is thus upper bounded by

_nz(zHHM) 1Og(e)<]E{ (1n(2)+10)+m7"}+1@[§<2ﬁ1)}>

We may now use the maximal inequalities from Proposifion
asln 1+:v) >x—:v2/2 for z >0

Z S Ulexp(H;)) + 1
. 21+ 1
< 2i+1 + M; ) =t 1211
— Ulei)+1
e = Z % + 1
=1
" Ulex) Ue) | In(n)
< d .
<z+1+M) —/1 o T T T
(8.1) Meanwhile, lettingb be the infimum of the hazard rate of the
n 2 envelope,
T3 Z<2z+1+M> ' E{Mn(ln(Mn)JrlO)Jrhl_n]
2 2
(B.11) - (U(en) + 1)(In(U(en) +1)+10) 2 Inn
The upper bound ona( can be used to build an upper bound - 2 b2 2
on (A)+(B.1).
Now using Proposition2 and3 and the fact that/ tends to
(A) + (B.1) o S
o : infinity at infinity one gets that
nn
< M, - n
= ( Z 2z+1+M>+ 2 lnn+U(n)an(n)—o</ ;Zx>dx)
- 1
_ z_: 1 1 asn tends to infinity and the result follows.
= \2i 2i+1+M [
n 111(”) B ni:l ER Inn APPENDIX
2 i=t 2i 2 A. Haussler-Opper lower bound
n-l M; +1 H,, 1 Inn Proof of Theo_rerrB: _The proof of tr_le Hau;sl_er-Opper
< Z (20 + 14 M,)(20) N + o N lower bound cpnsusts_ of ingenuously using Fubini’s theorem
and Jensen’s inequality.
n—l M; +1 M,(In(M,)+2) 1Inn Throughout this proof, we think ofA\! as a measurable
<M Z (2i+ 1)( ) o parameter space denoted By endowed with a probability

distribution, 6, 6%, 6, 6 denote random elements 6f picked
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according to the priotr. Each Py define an element oA”™. By Fubini’'s Theorem again,

The model is assumed to be dominated and for ¢beh©,

dPy* denotes the density df;* with respect to the dominating _/ dr(0)1 / AP (. d )
probability. In this paragrapyixn ... should be understood as e m(6)log el "

integration with to the dominating probability. .
Recall that the Bayes redundancy under pricsatisfies = _/@d”(e )IOg/@ drm (0 / \/dPA (X1:0)d PG (X1:0)

Er, [D (P Ex,PL)] = /O dr(6%) log /O dr(@)ap (P;, Py-)"

_/edw(o*)/n dpga(xm)mg/@dw(é)% > —/@dw(t?*)log/@dﬂ'(a)exp (_nd%(Pg,Pe*))'

where6* (resp.f) is distributed according ter; = 7 (resp. The right hand side can written as
mo = m). The next equation o
dy (Pr, Pz)ﬂ

dP’g(Xln)
APy (X1om)

Ex, {— logE,, exp (—n

~ AP (z1.0) 2
Jo dm(0) 75y
/ dﬂ(9*)/ dPg (x1:0) L =1  whereP; (resp.P) is distributed according ta; = 7 (resp.
© " f@ dw(?) % mo = m). The proof is terminated by recalling that, whatever
nr the prior, the minimax redundancy is not smaller than the
is established by repeated invokation of Fubini's Theorsm Bayes redundancy. u
follows:
dP (@10 B. Proof of Propositiord
. o f@ d” m In order to alleviate notatiof, is used as a shorthand for
/@dﬂ(e )/n AP (@1:n) AP (21:0) H(A}). Upper and lower bounds fdk. follow by adapting
f@ drm m the “flat concentration argument” iBontemps(2011). The

diameter less thaais not larger than the smallest cardinality

4 (0" pn f@ dn (6 dP (21.n)
_/@ m( )/n - (1) I dr (@ P2 (¢1) of a covering by Hellinger balls of radius smaller thafo.
Recall thatA} endowed with the Hellinger distance may be

d dP” n considered as a subset Oft:
/ / dr (6 dpen* (%1:n) fO il (i) @*
e Jo dr(8), /P2 (21.0) C = {(Ii)i>05 S a2 = 1}
1>0

_ / ) (/@ dw(é)dPg’(wl;n)) N {(xi)Do: Vi>0,0<a; < m} :

= / dW(G)/ dPg (21:n) Let N. = U(28) (N, is thel —€?/16 quantile of the smoothed
© " envelop distribution). LetD be the projection ofC' on the

subspace generated by the fir§t vectors of the canonical

Starting from the previous equation, using twice the JensBasis. Any element of' is at distance at mosy4 of D. Any

) cardinality D, of the smallest partition oAl into subsets of

=1.

inequality and the convexity of log leads to e/4-cover forD is ane/2-cover forC. Now D is included in
(x ) the intersection of the unit ball of &.-dimensional Euclidian

_/ dw(@*)/ dpgi(xlm)log/ dw(@) 0 Ln space and of an hyper-rectandl§,, [0,/ f(k)]. An e/4-
e n dp, e*(fl n) cover for D can be extracted from any maximal4-packing

of pairwise disjoint balls of radius/8 can be extracted that
fits into ¢/8-blowup of D. Let B,, be the m-dimensional

. . ~ dP§ (X1:n) Euclidean unit ball (MalB,,) = I'(1/2)™/T'(m/2 + 1) with
—/ dm (0 )10g/ndPe* Tin / dm(6 dPp (X1,)  T(1/2)=/m). By volume comparison,

AP (x1.,) of points fromD. From such a maximal packing, a collection
/dw(@ )/ AP} (21 1og/ dn (6 i
X 0

(71:0)

In the sequelar (Py, Py-) is a shorthand for the Hellinger —
affinity betweenP; and Py-, recall that De x (6/8) Vol (Bn.) U ( Fk) + 6/4) ’
QH(Pg,Pg*)n:aH(Pg\L,PgL*) or
p— n n 8
_ /X AP (@) AP (w10) H. < Zln( F) +¢/1) = nVol(By,) + Neln >
and that

) Let!=U(1) (=1 +1). Fork >1, f(k)=F(k—1)(1 -
1 (Py, Po+) = 1 — dy (Py, Fy-) F(k)/F(k—1)). As the hazard rate of the envelope distribu-
< exp (—d3 (P;, Po+)) . tion is assumed to be non-decreasing, denoting the edsentia
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infimum of the hazard rate by, F(k—1)(1—e7?) < f(k) < D. The number of distinct symbols in a geometric sample
F(k —1). Hence, forl < k < N, \/f(k) = ¢/4V/1—e""  The number of distinct symbols in a geometric sample

Thus has been thoroughly investigated using analytic techsique
ly N, (See Archibald et al, 2006 and related papers). The next
He<d In (\/f(k) + 6/4) + Zln(\/f(k)) elementary argument fromBén-Hamou 2013 shows that
k=1 the number of distinct symbols in a geometric sample is on
N — lf average of the same order of magnitude as the maximum.
— InVoI(By.) + V1i—e?b + N ln € This is in sharp constrast with what is known for sam-
Ne 4 64T ( 1) ples from power-law distributions, Se&iiedin et al. 2007
Zi <7) —In\Vol(By,) for a general survey,Ghannessian and DahleR012 and
=l ©) (Lugosi and Nobel1999 for statistical applications.
N 1 8 ls Assume thatX,, ..., X,, are independently, identically dis-
€ f . . . .. . .
=t lyln—+ Zln (\/f(k) + 6/4). tributed according to a geometric distribution with paréene
vl-—e ¢ = q € (0,1), that isP{X; > k} = (1 — ¢)* for k € N. Let
Following Bontemps(2011), a lower bound is derived by £~ denote the number of distinct symbolsiq, ..., X, and
another volume comparison argument. From any partitiom inf/n = max(Xi,..., Xp).
sets of diameter smaller thanone can extract a covering by 1—gq
balls of radiuse. Then for any positive integen, EM, > EKy, > EMy — ¢
ﬁgf:lm f(k) Proof: Let X; , < X5, < ... < X, , denote the non-
De > W(Bm) : decreasing rearrangement¥f, . . ., X,,. We agree otX ,, =
. 0. The differenceM,, — K,, is upper-bounded by the sum of
Hence, choosing: = N, — iy the gaps in the non-decreasing rearrangement:
N n
He > Zln f(k) =InVol(Bn, ;) 4+ (Ne — lf)ln% M, — K, < Z(an — Xp1m — 1)y
k=1 k=1
< o1 | (F(k - 1)1 - eb)) The expected value dfX},,, — X1, — 1), can be readily
> —In 5 —InVol(By, 1) . on ' ;
— 2 € upper-bounded using Rényi's representation (Thed®grmhe
(7) order statisticsX; , < X»,, < ... < X, ,, are distributed like
|Yin/In(1/(1—q))| whereYy ,, <Ys, <...<Y,, are the
Now, order statistics of a standard exponential sample.jRolN,,
InVol(By,) = [NeIn NJ (14 o(1)) the event| Y/ In(1/(1—¢q))| > j+ [Yi-1,n/In(1/(1—q))]
16 16 is included in the eventy ,, > jIn(1/(1 — ¢)) + Yi—1.n. AS
= [U (€2> InU < )] (1+0(1)) (n —k+1)(Yin — Yi_1.,) is exponentially distributed, the

; last event has probabilityl — ¢)7(»—k+1),
as ¢ tends to 0. Since N. — oo, we have also

InVol(By,_;,) = [NeIn N.] (1 + o(1)), ase tends to0. E[M, — K,]

Now, the termzkf 11 F(k D) n (6) and (7) is treated .
< E[(Xgn— Xg—1n—1
by (2). The desired result follows from the fact th&t and - Z (X P )]

k=
henceU In(U) are slowly varying (Propositio2) and from nl
Proposition3. < Z P{(Xpn — Xp—1.n—1)4 > 5}
k=1j€eN
C. Proof of equation = i
: q Z) - < Z Z (1 _ q)j(n k+1)
Performing the change of variable = U(z) (x = =1 jen,
Fal de _ F' (y) n
1/F(y)’dy (F U))Q) <Z (1_q)k
/ / yF’y B=Ra Uk
F(y) N0t
_ [ Y }U(t) +/U(t) ln(F(y))dy T
2 ly—1 ly—1 2 [ |
Ut U 1n(F(y)) As M,, is concentrated arounthn/In(1/(1 — gq)), this
= Tln(t) + ) Tdy simple argument reveals that for geometrically distridute

Ut) - samples, the number of distinct symbols is close to the &rge
In(tF(x)) )
= — " du, value encountered in the sample.
0 2 This observation can be extended to the setting where the
where the second equation follows by integration by parts. sampling distribution has finite non-decreasing hazarel. rat
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Proposition 13. Assume thatXy, ..., X,, are independently, O. Catoni,Statistical learning theory and stochastic optimiza-
identically distributed according to a distribution withnfie tion, ser. Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag,
non-decreasing hazard rate ové¥ \ {0}. Let K,, denote 2004, vol. 1851, ecole d’Ete de Probabilites de Saint-Flour

the number of distinct symbols ix4,...,X,, and M, = XXXI.
max(Xy,...,X,). Then there exists a constantthat may N. Cesa-Bianchi and G. LugosRrediction, Learning, and
depend on the sampling distribution but not on sample size Games Cambridge University Press, 2006.
such that B. Clarke and A. Barron, “Jeffrey’s prior is asymptotically
EM, > EK, >EM, — k. least favorable under entropy risk]! Stat. Planning and
Inference vol. 41, pp. 37-60, 1994,
Acknowledgment A. Cohen, R. DeVore, G. Kerkyacharian, and D. Picard, “Max-
The authors wish to thank M. Thomas, M. Ohannessian andmal spaces with given rate of convergence for thresholding
the referees for many insightful suggestions. algorithms,” Appl. Comput. Harmon. Analvol. 11, no. 2,
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