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We introduce a new method of estimation of parameters in semi-
parametric and nonparametric models. The method is based on es-
timating equations that are U-statistics in the observations. The U-
statistics are based on higher order influence functions that extend
ordinary linear influence functions of the parameter of interest, and
represent higher derivatives of this parameter. For parameters for
which the representation cannot be perfect the method leads to a
bias-variance trade-off, and results in estimators that converge at a
slower than y/n-rate. In a number of examples the resulting rate can
be shown to be optimal. We are particularly interested in estimating
parameters in models with a nuisance parameter of high dimension or
low regularity, where the parameter of interest cannot be estimated
at y/n-rate, but we also consider efficient /n-estimation using novel
nonlinear estimators. The general approach is applied in detail to
the example of estimating a mean response when the response is not
always observed.

1. Introduction. Let X1, Xs,..., X, be a random sample from a den-
sity p relative to a measure p on a sample space (X, .A). It is known that
p belongs to a collection P of densities, and the problem is to estimate the
value x(p) of a functional x: P — R. Our main interest is in the situation of
a semiparametric or nonparametric model, where P is infinite dimensional.

Estimating equations have been found a good strategy for constructing
estimators in semiparametric models [2, 34, 40]. Because the model is of
(much) higher dimension than the parameter of interest, setting up a good
estimating equation often requires an initial estimator 7, of a “nuisance
parameter”, and an estimating equation for § = x(p) may take the form

Here P, f is short for n '3, f(X;), and © — 9 ,(z) is a given measurable
map, for each (0, 7). In the present paper it will be more convenient to work
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2 ROBINS ET AL.

with a one-step version of this estimator, defined by the method of Newton-
Rhapson from a linearization of the map 6 +— P,y 5, around an initial
estimator én, leading to an estimator of the form én + Vn_lpnwémﬁn, for V,,
an estimate of the derivative of the estimating equation. In more general
notation such an estimator can be written as

(1-1) Xn = X(ﬁn) + PnXﬁm

for p,, an initial estimator for p, and  — x,(x) a given measurable function,
for each p € P.

One possible choice in (1.1) is x;, = 0, leading to the plug-in estimator
X(Prn). However, unless the initial estimator p, possesses special properties,
this choice is typically suboptimal. Better functions x; can be constructed
by consideration of the tangent space of the model. To see this, we write
(with Py shorthand for [ x;(x)dP(z))

(1.2) Xn —X(P) = [X(Bn) — x(p) + Pxp,] + (Pn — P)x3,-

Because it is properly centered, we may expect the sequence \/n(P, —P)x;,
to tend in distribution to a mean-zero normal distribution. The term between
square brackets on the right of (1.2), which we shall refer to as the bias term,
depends on the initial estimator p,, and it would be natural to construct the
function x;, such that this term does not contribute to the limit distribution,
or at least is not dominating the expression. Thus we would like to choose
this function such that the “bias term” is at least of the order Op(n~1/2). A
good choice is to ensure that the term Py, acts as minus the first derivative
of the functional x in the “direction” p, — p. Functions = — x,(z) with
this property are known as influence functions in semiparametric theory
[16, 22, 35, 5, 2], go back to the von Mises calculus due to [33], and play an
important role in robust statistics [14, 11], or [40], Chapter 20.

For an influence function we may expect that the “bias term” is quadratic
in the error d(p,, p), for an appropriate distance d. In that case it is certainly
negligible as soon as this error is of order 0p(n*1/ 4). Such a “no-bias” con-
dition is well known in semiparametric theory (e.g. condition (25.52) in [40]
or (11) in [20]). However, typically it requires that the model P be “not too
big”. For instance, a regression or density function on d-dimensional space
can be estimated at rate n~1/* if it is a-priori known to have at least d/2
derivatives (indeed o/ (2ac+d) > 1/4 if a > d/2). The purpose of this paper
is to develop estimation procedures for the case that no estimators exist
that attain a Op(n~'/%) rate of convergence. The estimator (1.1) is then
suboptimal, because it fails to make a proper trade-off between “bias” and
“variance”: the two terms in (1.2) have different magnitudes. Our strategy
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HIGHER ORDER ESTIMATING EQUATIONS 3

is to replace the linear term IP,,x, by a general U-statistic Uy, x,, for an ap-
propriate m-dimensional influence function (z1,...,Tm) — Xp(ZT1, ..., Tm),
chosen using a von Mises expansion of p — x(p). Here the order m is adapted
to the size of the model P and the type of functional to be estimated.

Unfortunately, “exact” higher-order influence functions turn out to exist
only for special functionals . To treat general functionals y we approximate
these by simpler functionals, or use approximate influence functions. The
rate of the resulting estimator is then determined by a trade-off between
bias and variance terms. It may still be of order 1//n, but it is often slower.
In the former case, surprisingly, one may obtain semiparametric efficiency
by estimators whose variance is determined by the linear term, but whose
bias is corrected using higher order influence functions.

The conclusion that the “bias term” in (1.2) is quadratic in the estima-
tion error d(pn,p) is based on a worst case analysis. First, there exist a large
number of models and functionals of interest that permit a first order in-
fluence function that is unbiased in the nuisance parameter. (E.g. adaptive
models as considered in [1], models allowing a sufficient statistic for the nui-
sance parameter as in [38, 39], mixture models as considered in [19, 24, 36],
and convex-linear models in survival analysis.) In such models there is no
need for higher-order estimating equations. Second, the analysis does not
take special, structural properties of the initial estimators p,, into account.
An alternative approach would be to study the bias of a particular estima-
tor in detail, and adapt the estimating equation to this special estimator.
The strategy in this paper is not to use such special properties and focus on
estimating equations that work with general initial estimators p,.

The motivation for our new estimators stems from studies in epidemiology
and econometrics that include covariates whose influence on an outcome of
interest cannot be reliably modelled by a simple model. These covariates may
themselves not be of interest, but are included in the analysis to adjust the
analysis for possible bias. For instance, the mechanism that describes why
certain data is missing is in terms of conditional probabilities given several
covariates, but the functional form of this dependence is unknown. Or, to
permit a causal interpretation in an observational study one conditions on a
set of covariates to control for confounding, but the form of the dependence
on the confounding variables is unknown. One may hypothesize in such
situations that the functional dependence on a set of (continuous) covariates
is smooth (e.g. d/2 times differentiable in the case of d covariates), or even
linear. Then the usual estimators will be accurate (at order Op(n~/2))
if the hypothesis is true, but they will be badly biased in the other case.
In particular, the usual normal-theory based confidence intervals may be
totally misleading: they will be both too narrow and wrongly located. The
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4 ROBINS ET AL.

methods in this paper yield estimators with (typically) wider corresponding
confidence intervals, but they are correct under weaker assumptions.

The mathematical contributions of the paper are to provide a heuristic
for constructing minimax estimators in semiparametric models, and to apply
this to a concrete model, which is a template for a number of other models
(see [27, 37]). The methods connect to earlier work [13, 21] on the estimation
of functionals on nonparametric models, but differs by our focus on func-
tionals that are defined in terms of the structure of a semiparametric model.
This requires an analysis of the inverse map from the density of the observa-
tions to the parameters, in terms of the semiparametric tangent spaces of the
models. Our second order estimators are related to work on quadratic func-
tionals, or functionals that are well approximated by quadratic functionals,
as in [10, 15, 3, 4, 17, 18, 6, 7]. While we place the construction of minimax
estimators for these special functionals in a wider framework, our focus dif-
fers by going beyond quadratic estimators and to consider semiparametric
models.

Our mathematical results are in part conditional on a scale of regularity
parameters, through a dimension (8.9) and partition of this dimension that
depends on two of these parameters. We hope to discuss adaptation to these
parameters in future work.

General heuristics of our construction are given in Section 3. Sections 4-8
are devoted to constructing new estimators for the mean response effect in
missing data problems. In Section 9 we briefly discuss some other problems,
including the problem of estimating a density at a point, where already first
order influence functions do not exist and our heuristics naturally lead to
projection estimators. Section 10 collects technical proofs. Sections 11, 12
and 13 (in the supplement [26]) discuss three key concepts of the paper:
influence functions, projections and U-statistics.

2. Notation. Let U, denote the empirical U-statistic measure, viewed
as an operator on functions. For given k < n and a function f: X* — R on
the sample space this is defined by

0 = s S S K ),

1<117$127$ Fip<n

We do not let the order k show up in the notation U, f. This is unnecessary,
as the notation is consistent in the following sense: if a function f: X! — R
of | < k arguments is considered a function of k£ arguments that is constant
in its last k —[ arguments, then the right side of the preceding display is well
defined and is exactly the corresponding U-statistic of order [. In particular,
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HIGHER ORDER ESTIMATING EQUATIONS 5

U, f is the empirical distribution P, applied to f if f: X — R depends on
only one argument.

We write P"U,f = PFf for the expectation of U, f if X1,..., X, are
distributed according to the probability measure P. We also use this operator
notation for the expectations of statistics in general.

We call f degenerate relative to P if [ f(x1,...,2x) dP(z;) = 0 for every
i and every (z;:j # 1), and we call f symmetric if f(x1,...,z) is invariant
under permutation of the arguments x1, ..., ;. Given an arbitrary measur-
able function f: X* — R we can form a function that is degenerate relative
to P by subtracting the orthogonal projection in Ly(P¥) onto the functions
of at most k — 1 variables. This degenerate function can be written in the
form (e.g. [40], Lemma 11.11)

(2.1) (Dpf)(Xio s Xp)= 3 (=1 MEp f(Xl,...,Xk)|Xi:i€A],
AC{L,...k}

where the sum if over all subsets A of {1, ..., k}, including the empty set, for
which the conditional expectation is understood to be P¥f. If the function
f is symmetric, then so is the function Dpf.

Given two functions g, h: X — R we write g X h for the function (x,y) —
g(z)h(y). More generally, given k functions g, . . ., gr we write g1 X - - X g, for
the tensor product of these functions. Such product functions are degenerate
iff all functions in the product have mean zero.

A kernel operator K:L.(X,A,u) — L.(X, A pn) takes the form
(Kf)(z) = [ K(z,y)f(y)du(y) for some measurable function K: X? — R.
We shall abuse notation in denoting the operator K and the kernel K with
the same symbol: K = K. A (weighted) projection on a finite-dimensional
space is a kernel operator. We discuss such projections in Section 12.

The set of measurable functions whose rth absolute power is u-integrable
is denoted L, (), with norm || - ||, ., or || - || if the measure is clear; or also
as L, (w) with norm || - ||, if w is a density relative to a given dominating
measure. For r = 0o the notation || - || refers to the uniform norm.

3. Heuristics. Our basic estimator has the form (1.1) except that we
replace the linear term by a general U-statistic. Given measurable functions
Xp: X — R, for a fixed order m, we consider estimators x, of x(p) of the

type
(3-1) )ACn = X(ﬁn) + UnXﬁn'

The initial estimators p, are thought to have a certain (optimal) conver-
gence rate d(pn,p) — 0, but need not possess (further) special properties.
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6 ROBINS ET AL.

Throughout we shall treat these estimators as being based on an indepen-
dent sample of observations, so that the stochasticities in (3.1) present in
pn and U, are independent. This takes away technical complications, and
allows us to focus on rates of estimation in full generality. (A simple way to
avoid the resulting asymmetry would be to swap the two samples, calculate
the estimator a second time and take the average.)

3.1. Influence functions. The key is to find suitable “influence functions”
Xp- A decomposition of type (1.2) for the estimator (3.1) yields

(3.2) Xn — X(P) = [x(Pn) — x(p) + P"xp,] + (Un — P")x;,-

This suggests to construct the influence functions such that —P™y;, repre-
sents the first m terms of the Taylor expansion of x(p,) — x(p). First this
implies that the influence function used in (3.1) must be unbiased:

P"xp = 0.

Next, to operationalize a “Taylor expansion” on the (infinite-dimensional)
“manifold” P we employ “smooth” submodels ¢ — p; mapping a neigh-
bourhood of 0 € R to P and passing through p at ¢t = 0 (i.e. pg = p). We
determine x, such that for each chosen submodel

& @’

—_— - m _
dti \t:OX(pt) B dti |t:OP Xpi» ] 1, e, M.

A slight strengthening is to impose this condition “everywhere” on the path,
i.e. the jth derivative of £ — x(p;) at ¢ is the jth derivative of h — —P™xp, .,
at h = 0, for every t. If the map (s,t) — PJ"xp, is smooth, then the latter
implies (cf. Lemma 11.1 applied with x = f and g(s,t) = —P"xy,)

d’ d’

(33) dt’ |t=0X(pt) dt? |t=o0

P xp, j=1,...,m.

Relative to the previous formula the subscript ¢ on the right hand side has
changed places, and the negative sign has disappeared. Under regularity
conditions equation (3.3) for m = 1 can be written in the form

d

3.4 —
(34) dt |t=0

x(pe) Pixp = Pxpg,

 dt =0

where g = (d/dt)i—opt/p is the score function of the model t — p; at t = 0.
A function y,, satisfying (3.3) is exactly what is called an influence func-
tion in semiparametric theory: a function in L (p) whose inner products with
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HIGHER ORDER ESTIMATING EQUATIONS 7

the elements of the tangent space (the set of score functions g of appropriate
submodels t — pg ) represent the derivative of the functional ([40], page 363,
or [2, 22, 39, 35]). For m > 1 equation (3.3) can be expanded similarly in
terms of inner products of the influence function with score functions, but
higher-order score functions arise next to ordinary score functions. Suitable
higher-order tangent spaces are discussed in [27] (also see [37]), using score
functions as defined in [43]. A discussion of second order scores and tangent
spaces can be found in [28]. Second order tangent spaces are also discussed
in [23], from a different point of view and with a different purpose.

Here we take a different route, defining higher order influence functions
as influence functions of lower order ones. Any mth order, zero-mean U-
statistic can be decomposed as the sum of m degenerate U-statistics of
orders 1,2,...,m, by way of its Hoeffding decomposition. In the present
situation we can write

1

where X}(,j ). X7 S Risa degenerate kernel of j arguments, defined uniquely
as a projection of x, (cf. [42] and (2.1)). (At m = n the left side evaluates
to the symmetrized function y,, which is expressed in the functions Xéj ).)
Suitable functions XI(Jj ) in this decomposition can be found by the following
algorithm:

[1] Let 1 — )‘(él)(:nl) be a first order influence function of the functional

px(p).

[2] Let x; — )21(,] )(wl, ...,x;) be a first order influence function of the
functional p )Zéjil)(xl,...,xj_l), for each z1,...,2;_1, and j =
2,...,m.

[3] Let X,(Qj ) = Dp)ZI(,j ) be the degenerate part of )’(:gj) relative to P, as

defined in (2.1).

See Lemma 11.2 for a proof. Thus higher order influence functions are con-
structed as first order influence functions of influence functions. Somewhat
abusing language we shall refer to the function Xz(aj ) also as a “jth order
influence function”. The overall order m will be fixed at a suitable value; for
simplicity we do not let this show up in the notation x,.

Because only inner products with scores matter, an “influence function”
is unique only up to projections onto the tangent space and (averaging over)
permutations of its arguments. With any choice of influence functions the
algorithm produces some influence function. In particular, the starting in-

fluence function )Zz(yl) in step [1] may be any function x, that satisfies (3.4)
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8 ROBINS ET AL.

for every score g; it does not have to possess mean zero, or be an element
of the tangent space. A similar remark applies to the (first order) influence
functions found in step [2]. It is only in step [3] that we make the influence
functions degenerate.

3.2. Bias-variance trade-off. Because it is centered, the “variance part”
in (3.2), the variable (U,, — P")xp, , should not change noticeably if we re-
place p,, by p, and be of the same order as (U,, — P")x,. For a fixed square-
integrable function Y, the latter centered U-statistic is well known to be of
order Op(n~1/?), and asymptotically normal if suitably scaled. A completely
successful representation of the “bias” R, = x(pn) — x(p) + P x5, in (3.2)
would lead to an error R, = Op (d(ﬁn, p)m+1), which becomes smaller with
increasing order m. Were this achievable for any m, then a \/n-estimator
would exist no matter how slow the convergence rate d(p,,p) of the initial
estimator. Not surprisingly, in many cases of interest this ideal situation is
not real. This is due to the non-existence of influence functions that can
exactly represent the Taylor expansion of x(pn) — x(p). The technical rea-
son is that multi-linear maps (even smooth ones) may not be representable
through kernels.

In general, we have to content ourselves with a partial representation.
Next to a remainder term of order Op (d(ﬁn, p)mH), we then incur a “rep-
resentation bias”. The latter bias can be made arbitrarily small by choice
of the influence function, but only at the cost of increasing its variance.
We thus obtain a trade-off between a variance and two biases. This typi-
cally results in a variance that is larger than 1/n, and a rate of convergence
that is slower than 1/y/n, although sometimes a nontrivial bias correction
is possible without increasing the variance.

3.3. Approrimate functionals. An attractive method to find approxi-
mating influence functions is to compute exact influence functions for an
approximate functional. Because smooth functionals on finite-dimensional
models typically possess influence functions to any order, projections on
finite-dimensional models may deliver such approximations.

A simple approximation would be x(p) for a given map p ~ p mapping the
model P onto a suitable “smaller” model P (typically a submodel P C P).
A closer approximation can be obtained by also including a derivative term.
Consider the functional y: P — R defined by, for a given map p — p,

(3.5) X(p) = X(7) + P,

(A more complete notation would be p(p); the right hand side depends on p
in three ways.) By the definition of an influence function the term —ng)
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HIGHER ORDER ESTIMATING EQUATIONS 9

acts as the first order Taylor expansion of x(p) — x(p). Consequently, we
may expect that

(3.6) X(p) = x(p)] = O(d(@,p)?).

This ought to be true for any “projection” p + p. If we choose the projection
such that, for any path t — p,

(3.7) (x@) + Pixy)) =0,

dt =0

then the functional p — X(p) will be locally (around py) equivalent to the

functional p — X(ﬁo) —i—PXg) (which depends on p in only one place, pg being

(0]
fixed) in the sense that the first order influence functions are the same. The
first order influence function of the second, linear functional at pg is equal
)
Po N
function of the functional p — X(p) will be

to x» ', and hence for a projection satisfying (3.7) the first order influence

(3.8) W=,

In words, this means that the influence function of the approximating func-
tional X satisfying (3.5) and (3.7) at p is obtained by substituting p for p in
the influence function of the original functional.

This is relevant when obtaining higher order influence functions. As these
are recursive derivatives of the first order influence function (see [1]-[3] in
Section 3.1), the preceding display shows that we must compute influence
functions of

P X (@),

i.e. we “differentiate on the model P”. If the latter model is sufficiently
simple, for instance finite-dimensional, then exact higher order influence
functions of the functional p — X (p) ought to exist. We can use these as
approximate influence functions of p — x(p).

4. Estimating the mean response in missing data models. Sup-
pose that a typical observation is distributed as X = (Y A, A, Z), for Y and
A taking values in the two-point set {0,1} and conditionally independent
given Z.

This model is standard in biostatistical applications, with Y an “outcome”
or “response variable”, which is observed only if the indicator A takes the
value 1. The covariate Z is chosen such that it contains all information
on the dependence between the response and the missingness indicator A,
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10 ROBINS ET AL.

thus making the response missing at random. Alternatively, we think of
Y as a “counterfactual” outcome if a treatment were given (A = 1) and
estimate (half) the treatment effect under the assumption of no unmeasured
confounders.

The model can be parameterized by the marginal density f of Z (relative
to some dominating measure v) and the probabilities b(z) = P(Y = 1| Z = 2)
and a(z)™! = P(A = 1| Z = 2). (Using a for the inverse probability simplifies
later formulas.) Alternatively, the model can be parameterized by the pair
(a,b) and the function g = f/a, which is the conditional density of Z given
A = 1, up to the norming factor P(A = 1). Thus the density p of an
observation X is described by the triplet (a, b, f), or equivalently the triplet
(a,b,g). For simplicity of notation we write p instead of pgp, f Or pgp g, With
the implicit understanding that a generic p corresponds one-to-one to a
generic (a, b, f) or (a,b,g).

We wish to estimate the mean response EY = Eb(Z), i.e. the functional

X(p)—/bfdu—/abgdy.

Estimators that are y/n-consistent and asymptotically efficient in the semi-
parametric sense have been constructed using a variety of methods (e.g.
[30, 31]), but only if a or b, or both, parameters are restricted to suffi-
ciently small regularity classes. For instance, if the covariate Z ranges over
a compact, convex subset Z of R%, then the mentioned papers provide y/n-
consistent estimators under the assumption that a and b belong to Holder
classes C*(Z) and C?(Z) with a and 8 large enough that

o B
+ > .
2a+d  28+d~ 2

(See e.g. Section 2.7.1 in [41] for the definition of Holder classes). For mod-
erate to large dimensions d this is a restrictive requirement. In the sequel
we consider estimation for arbitrarily small o and .

Throughout we assume that the parameters a, b and g are contained in
Holder spaces C%(Z), C#(Z) and C7(Z) of functions on a compact, convex
domain in R?. We derive two types of results:

(4.1)

(a) In Section 7 we show that a y/n-rate is attainable by using a higher
order estimating equation (of order determined by ~) as long as

wib 4

2 4
This condition is strictly weaker than the condition (4.1) under which
the linear estimator attains a y/n-rate. Thus even in the y/n-situation

(4.2)
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HIGHER ORDER ESTIMATING EQUATIONS 11

higher order estimating equations may yield estimators that are appli-
cable in a wider range of models. For instance, in the case that o = (3
the cut-off (4.1) arises for a« = > d/4, whereas (4.2) reduces to
a=L42>d/2.

(b) We consider minimax estimation in the case (o + ()/2 < d/4, when
the rate becomes slower than 1/y/n. It is shown in [29] that even
if g = f/a were known, then the minimax rate for a and b rang-
ing over balls in the Holder classes C®(Z) and CP?(Z) cannot be
faster than n—(2a+20)/(e+28+d) 1y Section 8 we show that this rate
is attainable if g is known, and also if g is unknown, but is a-priori
known to belong to a Holder class C7(Z) for sufficiently large ~, as
given by (8.11). (Heuristic arguments, not discussed in this paper, ap-

pear to indicate that for smaller v the minimax rate is slower than
n—(20+28)/(20-+26+d) )

After reviewing the tangent space and first order theory in Section 4.1,
we discuss the second order estimator separately in Section 5. The preceding
results are next obtained in Sections 7 (y/n-rate if (a« + 8)/2 > d/4) and 8
(slower rate if (a + 3)/2 < d/4), using the higher-order influence functions
of an approximate functional, which is defined in the intermediate Section 6.

ASSUMPTION 4.1.  We assume throughout that the functions 1/a,b,g and
their preliminary estimators 1/a, b, § are bounded away from their extremes:
0 and 1 for the first two, and 0 and oo for the third.

4.1. Tangent space and first order influence function. The one-
dimensional submodels ¢ — p; induced by paths of the form a; = a + ta,
by = b+ tf, and f; = f(1 4 t¢) for given directions «,  and ¢ (where
[ ¢f dv = 0) yield score functions

Aa(Z) -1

Bpa(X) = o(Z)(a— 1)(Z)oz(Z), a — score,
_A(Y —b(2))

Bf) (X) b(Z)(l—b)(Z)B(Z)’ b — score,

BIJ:(ﬁ(X) =¢(2), f — score.

Here Bg,Bf,,Bg are the score operators for the three parameters, whose
direct sum is the overall score operator, which we write as By,: By(a, 5, ¢)(X)
is the sum of the three left sides of the preceding equation. The first-order
influence function is well known to take the form

(4.3) Xy (X) = Aa(Z) (Y = b(Z)) +b(Z) = x(p)-
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12 ROBINS ET AL.

Indeed, it is straightforward to verify that this function satisfies, for every
path t — p; as described previously,

d
— x(pt) = EpX;(al)(X) Bp(a, 8, ¢)(X).
dt |t=0
The advantage of choosing a an inverse probability is clear from the form of
the (random part of the) influence function, which is bilinear in (a, b). The
corresponding “first order bias” can be computed to be

(4.4) x(®) — x(p) + sz(al) = - /(d —a)(b—"b)gdv.

In agreement with the heuristics given in Sections 1 and 3 this bias is
quadratic in the errors of the initial estimator.

Actually, the form of the bias term is special in that square estimation
errors (@ — a)? and (b — b)2 of the two initial estimators @ and b do no
arise, but only the product (& — a)(b — b) of their errors. This property,
termed “double robustness” in [34], makes that for first order inference it
suffices that one of the two parameters be estimated well. A prior assumption
that the parameters a and b are o and 3 regular, respectively, would allow
estimation errors of the orders n=®/(2a+d) and n~8/(28+d) If the product of
these rates is O(n~1/2), then the bias term matches the variance. This leads
to the (unnecessarily restrictive) condition (4.1).

If the preliminary estimators a and b are solely selected for having small
errors ||é — al| and ||b — b|| (e.g. minimax in the Ly-norm), then it is hard
to see why (4.4) would be small unless the product || — al|||b — b|| of the
errors is small. Special estimators might exploit that the bias is an integral,
in which cancellation of errors could occur. As we do not wish to use special
estimators, our approach will be to replace the linear estimating equation by
a higher order one, leading to an analogue of (4.4) that is a cubic or higher
order polynomial of the estimation errors.

It may be noted that the marginal density f (or g) does not enter into
the first order influence function (4.3). Even though the functional depends
on f (or g), a rate on the initial estimator of this function is not needed for
the construction of the first order estimator. This will be different at higher
orders.

5. Second order estimator. In this section we derive a second order
influence function for the missing data problem, and analyze the risk of the
corresponding estimator. This estimator is minimax if (a4 3)/2 > d/4 and

200+ 25 @ 8

A — — .
d+2a+28 2a+d 28+d

T >

1
5.1 =
(5.1) 2v4+d — 2
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HIGHER ORDER ESTIMATING EQUATIONS 13

In the other case, higher order estimators have smaller risk, as shown in
Sections 7-8. However, it is worth while to treat the second order estima-
tor separately, as its construction exemplifies essential elements, without
involving technicalities attached to the higher order estimators.

To find a second order influence function, we follow the strategy [1]-[3] of
Section 3.1, and try and find a function XI()2): X? — R such that, for every
x1 = (y1a1,a1, 21), and all directions «, 3, ¢,

d
3t o 0 (@) x(pr)| = Epx2) (@1, X2) Byla, B, 9)(Xe).

Here the expectation E, on the right side is relative to the variable X5 only,

with 7 fixed. This equation expresses that x5 — XI(,Q) (z1,x2) is a first order

influence function of p — X,(Jl)(xl) + x(p), for fixed z1. On the left side
we added the “constant” x(p¢) to the first order influence function (giving
another first order influence function) to facilitate the computations. This is
justified as the strategy [1]-[3] works with any influence function. In view of
(4.3) and the definitions of the paths t — a+ta, t — b+tf and t — f(1+t¢),
this leads to the equation

a1 (y1 — b(zl))a(zl) — (ala(zl) — 1)ﬁ(z1)
(5.2) = E,x{? (21, X2) By(e, B, )(Xa).

Unfortunately, no function XI(,Q) that solves this equation for every (a, 3, ¢)
exists. To see this note that for the special triplets with § = ¢ = 0 the

requirement can be written in the form

Xo (21, X2) 1= Asa(Z)

a(z1) =E, a (yl _ b(zl)) a(Zs)(a —1)(Z3)

Oé(Z2).

The right side of the equation can be written as [ K(z1,22)a(22) dF(22),
for K (z1,Z2) the conditional expectation of the function in square brackets
given Zy. Thus it is the image of o under the kernel operator with kernel K.
If the equation were true for any «, then this kernel operator would work as
the identity operator. However, on infinite-dimensional domains the identity
operator is not given by a kernel. (Its kernel would be a “Dirac function on
the diagonal”.)

Therefore, we have to be satisfied with an influence function that gives
a partial representation only. In particular, a projection onto a finite-
dimensional linear space possesses a kernel, and acts as the identity on
this linear space. A “large” linear space gives representation in “many”
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14 ROBINS ET AL.

directions. By reducing the expectation in (5.2) to an integral relative
to the marginal distribution of Zs, we can use an orthogonal projection
I1,: L2(g) — L2(g) onto a subspace L of La(g). Writing also 11, for its ker-
nel, and letting Soh denote the symmetrization (h(X1, Xo) + h(X2, X1))/2
of a function h: X? — R, we define

(53) X;E,Q) (Xl, XQ) = —252 [Al (Yl - b(Zl))Hp(Zl, ZQ) (AQCL(ZQ) — 1):| .

LEMMA 5.1.  For XéQ) defined by (5.3) with I1,, the kernel of an orthogonal
projection I1,: Ly(g) — Lo(g) onto a subspace L C La(g), equation (5.2) is
satisfied for every path t — py corresponding to directions (a, 3, ¢) such that
a€Ll and B € L.

PRrROOF. By definition E(A|Z) = (1/a)(Z) and E(Y|Z) = b(Z). Also
var(Aa(2)| Z) = a(Z) — 1 and var(Y'| Z) = b(Z)(1 — b)(Z). By direct com-
putation using these identities, we find that for the influence function (5.3)
the right side of (5.2) reduces to

ay (y1 — b(zl))Hpa(zl) — (ala(zl) — l)HpB(zl).
Thus (5.2) holds for every (a, 3, ¢) such that I[l,a = o and I, = 5. =

Together with the first order influence function (4.3) the influence function
(5.3) defines the (approximate) influence function x, = xg,l) + % x;(f). For an
initial estimator p based on independent observations we now construct the

estimator (3.1), i.e.

(5.4) o = X(0) + Bax$ + 21U
Unlike the first order influence function, the second order influence function
does depend on the density f of the covariates, or rather the function g = f/a
(through the kernel II,, which is defined relative to Ls(g)), and hence the
estimator (5.4) involves a preliminary estimator of g. As a consequence, the
quality of the estimator of the functional y depends on the precision by
which g (as part of the plug-in p = (a, b, g)) can be estimated.

Let Ep and var, denote conditional expectations given the observations
used to construct p, let || - || be the norm of L,(g), and let ||II||, denote the
norm of an operator II: L,(g) — L,(g).

THEOREM 5.1.  The estimator X, given in (5.4) with influence functions
Xél) and X}(,Q) defined by (4.3) and (5.3), for 11, the kernel of an orthogonal
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HIGHER ORDER ESTIMATING EQUATIONS 15

projection in Lo(g) onto a k-dimensional linear subspace, satisfies, for r > 2
(with r/(r —2) = oo if r =2),

~

By = x(0) = Op (Il 1051l 1@ = allr b = bl 115 = glle/r—) )

+0p (| (1 =) (@ = )|, ||(7 — 11,) (b~ B)

):

Vary,Xn = Op(% + %)

The two terms in the bias result from having to estimate p in the second
order influence function (giving “third order bias”) and using an approx-
imate influence function (leaving the remainders I — II, after projection),
respectively. The terms 1/n and k/n? in the variance appear as the variances
of Unxz(,l) and Unxl(f), the second being a degenerate second order U-statistic
(giving 1/n?, see (13.1)) with a kernel of variance k.

The proof of the theorem is deferred to Section 10.1.

Assume now that the range space of the projections II, can be chosen
such that, for some constant C,

65 lo-ak<c()" pomp<o()”

Furthermore, assume that there exist estimators a and b and g that achieve
convergence rates n~®/(2etd) n=B/(2f+d) anq p=/(27+d) | regpectively, in
Ly(g) and L, ;—2)(g), uniformly over these a-priori models and a model

for g (e.g. for r = 3), and that the preceding displays also hold for a and b.
These assumptions are satisfied if the unknown functions a and b are “reg-
ular” of orders o and 3 on a compact subset of R? (see e.g. [32]). Then the
estimator X, of Theorem 5.1 attains the square rate of convergence

k

We shall see in the next section that the first of the four terms in this
maximum can be made smaller by choosing an estimating equation of order
higher than 2, while the other three terms arise at any order. This motivates
to determine a “second order ‘optimal” value of k by balancing the second,
third and fourth terms. We next would use the second order estimator if vy is
large enough so that the first term is negligible relative to the other terms.

For (a+/)/2 > d/4 we can choose k = n and the resulting rate (the square
root of (5.6)) is n~'/2 provided that (5.1) holds. The latter condition is
certainly satisfied under the sufficient condition (4.1) for the linear estimator
to yield rate n=1/2.

1\ 20/ (2a+d)+28/(2B+d)+27/(2v+d) 1\(2a+28)/d 1 k
oo () otk
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16 ROBINS ET AL.

More interestingly, for (o + 3)/2 < d/4 we choose k ~ n?¥(d+2a+28) apq
obtain the rate, provided that (5.1) holds,

n—(20+28)/(d+20+28)
This rate is slower than n~1/2, but better than the rate n—¢/(2a+d)—8/(26+d)
obtained by the linear estimator. In [29] this rate is shown to be the fastest
possible in the minimax sense, for the model in which a and b range over
balls in C%(Z) and C?(Z), and g being known.

In both cases the second order estimator is better than the linear esti-
mator, but minimax only for sufficiently large . This motivates to consider
higher order estimators.

6. Approximate functional. Even though the functional of interest
does not possess an exact second-order influence function, we might proceed
to higher orders by differentiating the approximate second-order influence
function X1(02) given in (5.3), and balancing the various terms obtained. How-
ever, the formulas are much more transparent if we compute exact higer-
order influence functions of an approximating functional instead. In this
section we first define a suitable functional and next compute its influence
functions.

Following the heuristics of Section 3.3, we define an approximate func-
tional by equation (3.5), using a particular projection p — p of the param-
eters. We choose this projection to map the parameters a and b onto finite-
dimensional models and leave the parameter g unaltered: p is mapped into
an element p of the approximating model, or equivalently a triplet (a,b, g)
into a triplet (Zi,g, g) in the approximating model for the three parameters
(where g is unaltered). (Even though this is not evident in the notation, the
projection is joint in the three parameters: the induced maps (a,b,g) — a
and (a,b,g) — b do not reduce to maps a — a and b — E, but @ and b
depend on the full triplet (a,b,g).)

As “model” for (a,b) we consider the product of two affine linear spaces

(6.1) (a+alL) x (b+0bL),

for a given finite-dimensional subspace L of Lo(v) and fixed functions
a, a, B, b: Z — R that are bounded away from zero and infinity. (Later the
functions @ and b are taken equal to the preliminary estimators; one choice
for the other functions is @ = b = 1.) The pair (a,b) of projections are
defined as elements of the model (6.1) satisfying equation (3.7). In view of
(4.4), for any path p; <> (?it,gt,g) = (Zi—{—tgl,fﬂ— tbl', g), for given 1,I' € L,

(6.2) @) + Py = x(p) - /(a +tal —a)(b+tbl' —b) gdv.

bt
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HIGHER ORDER ESTIMATING EQUATIONS 17

Equation (3.7) requires that the derivative of this expression with respect
to t at t = 0 vanishes. Thus the functions @ and b must be chosen to satisfy
the set of stationary equations, for every [,I’ € L,

[~ , _ a—a a—ay, ;
(6.3) 0_/(a )bl g dv /( . ; )Z@du, e,

(6.4) oz/az(’é—b)gd;j:/(bbb—bbb) abgdv, le L.

Because the functions (@ — @)/a and (b — b)/b are required to be in L, the
second way of writing these equations shows that the latter two functions
are the orthogonal projections of the functions (a — @)/a and (b —b)/b onto
L in Ls(abg).

As explained in Section 3.3, as it satisfies (3.7) the projection (a,b, g) —
('d,g, g) renders the first order influence function of the approximate func-
tional ¥ equal to the first order influence function of y evaluated at the
projection. Furthermore, the difference between x and ¥ is quadratic in the
distance between p and p (see (3.6)). The following theorem summarizes the
preceding and verifies these properties in the present concrete situation.

THEOREM 6.1. For given measurable functions a,a, l; b: Z — R with a
and b bounded away from zero and infinity, define a map (a,b,9) — (a, b, g)
by letting (@—a)/a and (b—b)/b be the orthogonal projections of (a — a)/a
and (b—b) /b in Ly(abg) onto a closed subspace L. Let p correspond to (a, b, 9)
and define X(p) = x(p) + PXZ%)' Then X has influence function

(6.5) YW(X) = Aa(Z) (Y —b(2)) +b(Z) - x(P).

Furthermore, for g = abg,

b—bH
b

a—a

X~ x| < || - 1) |a-m)

a HQ,g Q,Q‘

PRrROOF. The formula for the influence function agrees with the combina-
tion of equations (3.8) and (4.3), and can also be verified directly. In view
of (3.5) and (4.4),

W) - x) = [@-a)(E-) gan
We rewrite the right side as an integral relative to g dv, and next apply the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Finally we note that (@ — a)/a = (@ — a)/a —
(a—a)/a= (I —-11L,)((a—a)/a), and similarly for b. =
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18 ROBINS ET AL.

The approximation error Y (p) — x(p) can be rendered arbitrarily small by
choosing the space L large enough. Of course, we choose L to be appropriate
relative to a-priori assumptions on the functions a and b. If these functions
are known to belong to Holder classes, then L can for instance be chosen
as the linear span of the first k& basis elements of a suitable orthonormal
wavelet basis of Ly (v).

To compute higher order influence functions of X we recursively determine
influence functions of influence functions, according to the algorithm [1]-[3]
in Section 3.1, starting with the influence function of p — %1(71)(131) + x(p),
for a fixed x1. We defer the details of this derivation to Section 10.2, and
summarize the result in the following theorem.

To simplify notation, define

Y =AY - b(2))a(Z2),

(6.6) A= (Aa(2) - 1)b(2),
A= Aa(2)b(2).

These are the generic variables; indexed versions }Z,Avi, A;, ... are defined
by adding an index to every variable in the equalities. With this notation
and with @ = b = 1 the second order influence function (5.3) at p = p
can be written as the symmetrization of —2Y11I,(Z;, Z3)As. This function
was derived in an ad-hoc manner as an approximate or partial influence
function of x, but it is also the exact influence function of X. The higher
order influence functions of X possess an equally attractive form.

THEOREM 6.2. An mth order influence function )ng) evaluated at
(X1,...,Xm) of the functional X defined in Theorem 6.1 is the degenerate
(in La(p)) part of the variable

(=1)7715! K1H1,2A2H2,3A3H3,4A4 X -ee X Am_lnmfl,m?m-

Here I1; j is the kernel of the orthogonal projection in Lo(abg) onto L, eval-
uated at (Z;, Zj).

To obtain the degenerate part of the variable in the preceding lemma, we
apply the general formula (2.1) together with Lemma 10.2. Assertions (i)
and (ii) of the latter lemma show that the variable is already degenerate
relative to X7 and X,,, while assertion (iii) shows that integrating out the
variable X; for 1 < i < m simply collapses II;_1 ;4,I1; ;41 into II;_1 ;4. For
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HIGHER ORDER ESTIMATING EQUATIONS 19

instance, with S, denoting symmetrization of a function of m variables,
N2 (X1, Xa) = —255[ A} 5Y5),
6.7)  XP(X1, X2, X3) =653 [21H1,2A2H2,3373 - 1111_[1,3?3},
5(/1(,4) (X1, X2, X3, Xy) = —245, [Z1H1,2A2H2,3A3H3,43~/4

- 21H1,3A3H3,43~/4 - 111H1,2A2H2,45~/4 + E1H1,45~/4} .

As shown on the left, but not on the right of the equations, these quantities
depend on the unknown parameter p = (a,b,g). In the right sides, the vari-
ables Y; and A; depend on p through band @ a, and hence are not observables.
Furthermore, the kernels II; ; depend on g as they are orthogonal projections
in L2 (@g)

7. Parametric rate ((a + 3)/2 > d/4). In this section we show
that the parameter x(p) is estimable at 1/y/n-rate provided the average
smoothness (« + 3)/2 is at least d/4. We achieve this using the estimator

. - I —(m
(7.1) Xn = ()+U((1)+$§))+"'+mxﬁ3 )),

with the influence functions ig ) those of the approximate functional X in
Section 6: they are given in Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 for j = 1, and j = 2,...,m,
respectively. (Because the map p — p maps p into itself, the influence func-
tion for j = 1 in the display is also the first order influence function (6.5) of
of x, when evaluated at p = p.)

We assume that the projections I, and II; map L, (@g) to Ly (@g), for
every s € [r/(r —1),r], with uniformly bounded norms. (For r = 2 this
entails only s = 2; in this case we define 7/(r — 2) = c0.)

THEOREM 7.1. The estimator (7.1), with I1,, a kernel of an orthogonal
projection in La(abg) satisfying (12.1) with sup, IL,(z,z) < k, satisfies, for
a constant ¢ that depends on ||p/p|lec only, and r > 2,

Byt = x(0) = O(lla = allo b = b1l = gl )

+0(]jur -1 25l

m
A i1
VarpXn < E Tc’k] .
j=1 J
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20 ROBINS ET AL.

The first term in the bias is of the order 1 +1+ (m — 1) = m + 1, as to
be expected for an estimator based on an mth order influence function; the
second term is due to estimating Y rather than y; it is independent of m,
and the same as in Theorem 5.1 if a = b = 1. The bound on the variance can

roughly be understood in that each of the degenerate U-statistics Unig ) in

(7.1) contributes a term of order k7~ /n/.

For -, B- and v-regular parameters a,b,g on a d-dimensional domain
the range space of the projections II, can be chosen so that (5.5) holds and
such that there exist estimators &,I;, g of a,b,g, with the first two taking
values in this range space, with convergence rates n—o/Qotd) -y —B/(26+d)
and n~7/ (74 Then the second term in the bias (with ¢ = b = 1) is of
order (1/k)*/4*+8/2 1f (a + B)/2 > d/4 and we choose k = n, then this is
of order 1/y/n. For k = n the standard deviation of the resulting estimator
is also of the order 1/y/n, while the first term in the bias can be made
arbitrarily small by choosing a sufficiently large order m. Specifically, the
estimator x,, attains a y/n-rate of convergence as soon as

m-12 (;_anji—d_2ﬁﬁ+d><277+d)'

(7.2)

For any v > 0 there exists an order m that satisfies this, and hence the
parameter is \/n-estimable as soon as (a4 3)/2 > d/4.

More ambitiously, we may aim at attaining the parametric rate for every
v > 0, without a-priori knowledge of ~. This can be achieved if (a+ 3)/2 >
d/4 by using orders m = m,, that increase to infinity with the sample size.
In this case the estimator can also be shown to be asymptotically efficient
in the semiparametric sense.

THEOREM 7.2. If (a + 5)/2 > d/4, then the estimator (7.1), with
m = logn and II, a kernel of an orthogonal projection in Lg(@g)
on a k = n/(logn)?-dimensional space satisfying (5.5) and (12.1) with
sup, IL,(z,x) < k, based on preliminary estimators a, B,g that attain rates
(logn/n)~0/20+d) relative to the uniform norm, satisfies

\/ﬁ(f(n - X(p) - Pn)A(JZ(;l)) E) 0.

An estimator that is asymptotically linear in the first order efficient influ-
ence function, as in the theorem, is asymptotically optimal in terms of the
local asymptotic minimax and convolution theorems (see e.g. [40], Chap-
ter 25). The present estimator x, actually looses its efficiency by splitting
the sample in a part used to construct the preliminary estimators and a
part to form IP,,. This can be easily remedied by crossing over the two parts
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of the split, and taking the average of the two estimators so obtained. By
the theorem these are both asymptotically linear in their sample, and hence
their average is asymptotically linear in the full sample and asymptotically
efficient.

The proofs of the theorems are deferred to Section 10.3.

8. Minimax rate at lower smoothness ((a+ 3)/2 < d/4). If the
average a-priori smoothness (a + 3)/2 of the functions a and b falls below
d/4, then the functional x cannot be estimated any more at the parametric
rate ([29]). The estimator (7.1) of Theorem 7.1 can still be used and, with
its bias and variance as given in the theorem properly balanced, attains a
certain rate of convergence, faster than the current state-of-the-art linear
estimators. However, in this section we present an estimator that is always
better, and attains the minimax rate of convergence n~(20+28)/(20+25+d)
provided that the parameter g is sufficiently regular.

This estimator takes the same general form

o o ia ~(1) | 1~(2) L (m)
(8.1) xn—x(p)JrUn(xﬁ taXp to )

as the estimator (7.1), but the influence functions xg ) for j > 3 will be
different. The idea is to “cut out” certain terms from the influence functions
in (7.1) in order to decrease the variance, but without increasing the bias.
For clarity we first consider the third order estimator, and next extend to the
general mth order. To attain the minimax rate the order m must be fixed to
a large enough value so that the first term in the bias given in Theorem 7.1
is no larger than n—(20+20)/(2a+26+d) (Apart from added complexity there
is no loss in choosing m larger than needed.)

The third order kernel il(f) in (6.7) is the symmetrization of the variable
61 (T (Z1, Z2) ATy (22, Zs) — T1y(Z1, Z3) ) Vs,

Here II, is the kernel of an orthogonal projection in Ls(abg) onto a k-
dimensional linear space, which we may view as the sum of k projections
on one-dimensional spaces. The quantity k% in the order O(k?/n?) of the
variance in Theorem 7.1 for m = 3 arises as the number of terms in the
product I1,(Z1, Z2)Asll,(Za, Z3) of the two k-dimensional projection ker-
nels. It turns out that this order can be reduced without increasing the bias
by cutting out “products of projections on higher base elements”.

To make this precise, we partition the projection space in blocks, and
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decompose the two projections in the influence function over the blocks:
R S
(82) Hp = Z H;g)krflsz]’ Hp — Z Hz()lsflyls]'
r=0 5=0

Here H](Dm’n] is the projection on the subspace spanned by base elements
with index in intervals (m,n], and 1 = k_; < kg < k1 < --- < kg = k and
1=1_1<ly<ly <---<lg =k are suitable partitions of the set {1,...,k}.
(“Full” partitions in singleton sets would make the construction conceptual
simpler, but a small number of blocks will be needed in our proofs.) The
product of the two kernels now becomes a double sum, from which we retain
only terms with small values of (r,s). The improved third order influence
function is, with as before S3 denoting symmetrization,

X (X1, X, Xa) —653[ SN Al( froth (24, Zo) AT )2y, Z3)

(r,8):r+s<D
Vr=0Vs=0

(8.3) — [{fr-aVia-vhenle] (7, Zg)ﬁg] :

The negative term in the display is the conditional expectation given Z7, Z3
of the leading term, and maintains the degeneracy of the kernel. w For the
decomposition (8.2) to be valid, the subspaces corresponding to the blocks
must be orthogonal in Ls(abg). We may achieve this by starting with a
standard basis eq, €9, ..., with good approximation properties for a target
model, and next replacing this by an orthonormal basis in Ls(abg) by the
Gram-Schmidt procedure. For a bounded g the approximation properties
will be preserved.
The grids are defined by

(8.4) k- =1, ky ~ n2"/e r=0,...,R,
(8.5) I, =1, Iy ~n2%/8, s=0,...,5,

where R and S are chosen such that kr ~ lg ~ k (note that kg = lp = n).
In these definitions the notation ~ means “equal up to a fixed multiple”
(needed to allow that k, and [ are (dyadic) integers). For ease of notation
let Iy =1_1 for s < —1,and [y, =g for s > S.

The grids kg < k1 < -+ < kg and g < [ < --+ < lg partition the integers
n,n+1,...,k in R and S groups. As kffl? = 2" tspatB for every r,s > 0,
the cut-off r+s < D in (8.3) is delimited by the “hyperbola” i%;% ~ 2D atp
in the space of indices (i,5) € {1,...,k}? of base elements used in the two
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K:

Fic 1. Both axis carry the indices of the basis functions spanning the projection space
L, and point in the plane refers to a product of two projections. Products of projections
on pairs of basis functions in the shaded area are included in the third order influence
function. The step function refers to the partitions of the indices as in (8.2).

kernels, with only the pairs below the hyperbola retained (see Figure 1).
The intuition behind this hyperbolic cut-off is the product form of the bias
(4.4): a higher order correction on the estimator of a may combine with a
lower order correction on b, and vice versa, to give an overall correction of
the desired order. The overall bias is smaller if the cut-off D is chosen larger,
but then more terms are included in the estimator and the variance will be
bigger.

Before deriving an optimal value of D, we introduce the mth order es-
timator for general m > 3. Again we take the estimator of Theorem 7.1
as starting point, but modify the higher order influence functions SZ](DJ ), for
j=4,...,m, similar and in addition to the modification of the third order
influence function. For given j the former influence function is given in The-
orem 6.2 (with m of the theorem taken equal to j), and is based on a product
of j —1 projection kernels. We modify this in two steps. For each of the j —2
contiguous pairs of kernels ((1st, 2nd), (2nd, 3rd), ..., ((j — 2)th, (j — 1)th))
we form a new kernel by truncating the pair at the hyperbola as described
previously for the third order kernel, and truncating all other kernels at n.
Next the modified jth order kernel is the sum of the resulting j — 2 kernels.
More formally, the modified jth order kernel is equal to

j—2
(8.6) X (X1, X)) =D xP (X, LX),
=1

where Xz(,j ) (X1,...,Xj;) is the symmetrized, degenerate (relative to La(p))
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part of the variable, for ¢ = 1,...,5 — 2, written in the notation of Theo-
rem 7.1,

=1 I Ay X ex A, T A

7 i—1,4%%
(Fr— 1J€r (Is—1,ls] (0,n] (0,n]
[ ZZ G A I 305 | Aol g g X X Ay T2 1,3A
(r,s):r+s<D
Vr=0Vs=0

For j = 3 there is only one pair of kernels, and the construction reduces to
the modification (8.3) as discussed previously.

We assume that the projections Héo’” and Hz(ﬁo’” map L (@g) to L (@g),
for every s € [r /(r—1), r], with uniformly bounded norms.

THEOREM 8.1.  The estimator (8.1) for m > 3 with the influence func-
tions X(J) and X(y) given in (6.5) and (6.7) for j = 1,2, respectively, and
in (8.6) for j > 3, and with HI(,O’” kernels of orthogonal projections in
Lo (abg) satisfying (12.1) with sup, H;O’l] (x,z) S 1, satisfies, for r > 2 (and
r/(r—2)=o00ifr=2),

By — x(p) = O(H& = all b= bl g — gll%z")

(e N ”HH )

oo - .
r=1 -

 om] b—b )

T

+ O(RH(I - H;O’”])@

a

T

1 1
1k D2lveP
varpXn S ;‘f‘ ﬁ—i_i'

A proof of the theorem is presented in Sections 10.4 and 10.5.

The first two terms in the bias are the same as in Theorem 7.1; the
third and fourth terms are the price paid for cutting out terms from the
influence function. The benefit is a reduced variance. We shall show that
the boundary parameter D can be chosen such that the third term in the
variance (resulting from the third and higher order parts of the influence
function) is not bigger than the second term, while the increase in bias is
negligible.

Assume that the functions ¢ and b and their estimates are known to
belong to models that are well approximated by the base functions ey, es, . . .
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in the sense that, for p € {p,p}, and every value [ in one of the two grids

(8.4)-(8.5),
o Jir=men (), £ ()™
5 Jir-men (5], = ()

Then the second term in the bias is of the order (1/k)*/4t8/4 as in Theo-
rem 7.1, which is smaller than the minimax rate n~(20+28)/2a+26+d) .

(8.9) ke o 20/ (20+26+d)

With this choice of k, the upper bound on the variance is of the square
minimax rate n~(4a+48)/(2a+28+d) if 1) i chosen to satisfy

(8.10) 9(GVHD l;n(d—2a—25)/(d+2a+2g).
ogn

Furthermore, under (8.9) the numbers R, S of grid points are of the order
logn.
In the third term of the bias we apply assumptions (8.7)-(8.8) and the

identity k‘,‘?_ll%_r ~ n®tP2P wwhich results from (8.4)-(8.5), to see that the
third term of the bias is of order

R o
;(krll) /d(lDlr)ﬂ/d’g —llryr—2) < R(ﬁ)wllﬁ = 9llr/r—2)-

If the convergence rate of § is n~7/(27+d) then, for the choice of D given
in (8.10), this can (by a calculation) seen to be of smaller order than the
minimax rate n~(2¢+20)/(2e+26+d) if ~ ig large enough that

(8.11)

wra” ) (anra)

The fourth term in the bias can by a similar analysis be seen to be of the

order 1\a/d s1\B/d 2
R(ﬁ) (ﬁ> Hg_gH(me)T‘/(T*m'

Again this is smaller than the minimax rate if v satisfies assumption (8.11).
Finally, if the convergence rates of é and b are n=/(2atd) and p=F/(26+d)
then the first term in the upper bound of the bias is of the order

(l) a/(2a+d)+8/(28+d)+(m—1)v/(2y+d)
- .
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We choose m large enough so that this is of smaller order than the preceding
terms. In particular, we can choose it so that this is smaller than the minimax
rate.

We summarize this in the following corollary, which is the most advanced
result of the paper.

COROLLARY 8.1. If (8.7)-(8.11) hold, and Hz(jo’l] are kernels of orthog-
onal projections in Lo (Lng) satisfying (12.1) with sup, H;O’l] (z,z) <1, then
the mth order estimator with the kernels (8.6) for j > 3 and sufficiently
large m and suitable initial estimators, attains the rate n~(20+26)/(2a+26+d)

for estimating x(p).

9. Other examples. In this section we briefly indicate a number of
other examples for which our general heuristics have been worked out, lead-
ing to well known or novel estimators.

9.1. Density estimation. Consider estimating a density x(p) = p(a) at
the fixed point a based on a random sample from p. A first order influence
function of this functional would satisfy, for every smooth path ¢ — p; with
score function g at t = 0,

d
XWgpdp = it g X (P0) = 9(@p(a).

In a nonparametric situation every zero-mean function g arises as a score
function, and hence X,(gl) would have to be a “Dirac function at a”. Because
this does not exist (except for very special p), in this example already a first
order influence function fails to exist.

We may approximate the Dirac function by the function x — Il(a, z) for
IT the kernel of an orthogonal projection onto a given (large) subspace L of
Ly(p). Because [II(a,z)g(x)p(x) du(z) = g(a)p(a) for every function g such
that gp € L, the function x — II(a, z) achieves representation for a large set
of scores. The corresponding degenerate version is x +— Il(a, z) — IIp(a), for
Ip = [II(-,z)p(z) du(z) the projection of p. The corresponding first order
estimator (3.1) is

Xn = X(Pn) +Pp (H(a, ) - Hﬁn(a)) = P,Il(a,-) + ((I - H)ﬁn) (a).

If p, € L, then the second term vanishes and the estimator reduces to
P, II(a,-). This is the usual projection estimator (cf. [25, 32]): if L is spanned
by the orthonormal set ej, ea, ..., e, then II(x1, x9) = Zleei(xl)ei(mg) and

Xn = 311 (Pues)ei(a).
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Alternative to viewing = +— Il(a,z) as an approximation to the “ideal”
influence function, we can derive it as the exact influence function of the
approximate functional x(p) = x(Ilp).

9.2. Quadratic functionals. Consider estimating the functional x(p) =
1l p? dp based on a random sample of size n from the density p.

The first order influence function of this functional exists on the full non-
parametric model, and can be seen to take the form

() = 2(p(x) — x(p)).

By the algorithm [1]-[3] of Section 3.1 a second order influence function
can be computed as the degenerate part of an influence function of the
functional p — )’(él)(:):l) = 2p(x1), for fixed x1. As seen in Section 9.1, point
evaluation is not a differentiable functional, but has the kernel II of an
orthogonal projection in Lo(i) as an approximate influence function. Thus
an approximate second order influence function of the present functional,

minus its projection onto the degenerate functions, is given by

X2 (w1, w9) = 21 (21, 32) — 20Tp(a1) — 2Mp(2) + 2/(Hp)2 dys.

This may also be derived as an exact influence function of the approximate
functional x(p) = x(Ilp).

It can be checked that the estimator (7.1) for m = 2, given an initial
estimator p, that is contained in the range of II, reduces to x, = U,II,
which is a well known estimator ([17]).

9.3. Doubly robust models. The heuristics described in Section 3 ought
to be applicable in a wide range of estimation problems, but the detailed
treatment of the missing data problem in Sections 4-8 shows that their
implementation can be involved. Inspection of the proofs reveals that the
particular implementation in the latter sections is based on the structure
(4.3) of the first order influence function in the missing data problem. The
argument extends to semiparametric models with first order influence func-
tion of the form

(9.1)  x(2) = a(2)b(2)S1(x) + a(2)S2(x) + b(2)S5() + Sa(x) — x(p),

for known functions S;(x) of the data (i.e. S = (S1,S2,S53,54) is a given
statistic). The full parameter may be a quadruplet p <+ (a, b, ¢, f), in which
f is the marginal density of an observable covariate Z, and ¢ does not appear
n (9.1). Other examples of this structure are described in [27, 37].
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10. Proofs.

10.1. Proof of Theorem 5.1. Write IT and I for II; and II,, respectively,
for both tAhe kernels and the corresponding projection operators, and drop
p also in E,, and var,. From (4.4) and (5.3) we have

Exs — x(»)
= [(a—a) - 1) 9o~ BALYi - 6(20)) (Aai(Z2) ~ V)21, 2)

__/(a_a)<6—b)gdy+//[(a—a)x(zs_b)] (9% g) Hdv x v,

The double integral on the far right with IT replaced by II can be written
as the single integral [(a — a)TI(b — b) gdv, for TI(b — b) the image of b — b
under the projection II. Added to the first integral on the right this gives
— [(@ — a)(I — T)(b — b) gdv, which is bounded in absolute value by the
second term in the upper bound for the bias.

Replacement of IT by II in the double integral gives a difference

//[(d—a)x(b—b)]ng(ﬁ_H)dyxy

_ /(a_ 0) (ﬂ((é— b)%) ST — b)) gdv

ﬁ((i) - b)%) ~ (b — b) Yr

< la—alL /gl
g

T

by Hélder’s inequality, for a conjugate pair (r, s). Considering IT as the pro-
jection in Lo(g) with weight 1, and II as the weighted projection in Lo(§)
with weight function @ = g/, we can apply Lemma 12.7(i) (with ¢ = s/r
and rp = s/(s — 2)) to see that this is bounded in absolute value by

1/r

H& - a”sHHHs,g”HHS,Q |b - b”s@”w - 1”8/(5—2),@”11)”00 :

Because w is assumed bounded away from 0 and infinity, this is of the same

order as the first term in the upper bound on the bias (if r replaces s).
(1)
b

of Unxg) is of the order O(1/n). Thus for the variance bound it suffices to
(2)

consider the (conditional) variance of Upx
(13.1) this is bounded above by a multiple of

Because the function y ’ is uniformly bounded, the (conditional) variance

. In view of Lemma 13.1 and

V'(3) el
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The variables A(Y — b(Z )) and (Aa(Z) — 1) are uniformly bounded. Hence

the last term on the right is bounded above by a multiple of n =2 i 112 (g x
§) dv x v, which is equal to k/n?, by Lemma 12.3.

10.2. Proof of Theorem 6.2. We compute the higher order influence func-
tionals of the approximate functional Y using algorithm [1]-[3] in Section 3.
This starts by computing the second order influence function as the deriva-
tive of p — )Z;I)(wl) + x(p), for fixed x1. Because the latter functional (given
in (6.5)) depends on the parameters only through @(z1) and b(z;), the fol-

lowing lemma does the main part of the work.

LEMMA 10.1.  For fized z influence functions of p — a(z1) and p —

b(z1) are given by
xo = —a(z1), (21, zg)(agﬁ(ZQ) — 1)@(22),
w2+ b(21)I(21, 22)as (y2 — b(22))a(z2),
where I1,, is the kernel of the orthogonal projection in Lo(abg) onto L.

PROOF. We can write the equation (6.3) determining @ as E(Aa(Z) —
1)b(2)I(Z) = 0, for every | € L. Insert a sufficiently regular path p;, given
by parameters (aq, by, f¢), and differentiate the equality relative to ¢t at t = 0
to find, with v a score function of the path

B it o (2 ANZ)(Z) = —E(4a(Z) — 1)b(2)UZ) 7(X).
t=0
Using the fact that E(A| Z) = 1/a(Z), where a is bounded away from zero,
we can also write this as
d = -
it i=0(Z) (ab) (4a(2) — 1)a(Z)¥(X) (ab)(2)
I(Z)=-E 1(Z).
W7 a a(Z) a(Z)
Because the function (a; — a)/a is contained in L for every t by con-
struction, the function (d/dt);—oa:/a is also contained in L. Combined
with the wvalidity of the preceding display for every [ € L, we con-
clude that (d/dt)—0a:(Z)/a(Z) is the weighted projection of —(Aa(Z) —
Da(Z)y(X)/a(Z) in Ly(P) onto the space {{(Z):l € L} relative to the
weight (ab/a)(Z). The projection can be represented in terms of a kernel
operator (cf. Lemma 12.1). If II,(21, 22)(ab)(22)/a(z2) denotes the kernel,
then
di 1= (21) (A2a(Zs) — 1)a(Z2)7(X2) <@>
=0T Rz, Z L\ (z
Q(Zl) p(Zl, 2) Q(ZQ) ( 2)
= —Ell (21, Z2) (A2a(Z2) — 1)b(Z2) 7(X2).
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This represents the derivative on the left as an inner product of the score
function v with the function on the right of the first equation of the lemma
(evaluated at X3). Thus the first assertion of the lemma is proved.

The second assertion is proved similarly. Using that E(Y'| Z) = b(Z) and
E(A|Z) = 1/a(Z), we start by writing the equation (6.4) defining b as
E(I;(Z) —Y)/b(Z) (ab/a)(Z2)I(Z) = 0, for every | € L. By the same argu-
ments as before we conclude that (d/ dt)‘tzogt(Z ) is the weighted projection
of (Y —E(Z))v(X)/Q(Z) in Ly(P) onto the space {{(Z):1 € L}, relative to
the weight (ab/a)(Z). =

The first order influence function (6.5) depends on p only through @ and
b and hence the chain rule and the preceding lemma imply that a second
order influence function of Y is given by the degenerate part of

21(02) (Xl,XQ) = —Hp(Zl, Zg) |:A1 (Y1 —B(Zl))Q(Zl)(AQa(ZQ) — 1)@(22)
(10.1) + (Ma(Z) = 1)b(Z) Ax(Ya — B(Z2))a(Z)].

(Note that this function is symmetric in (X1, X»2); II, is symmetric, because
it is an orthogonal projection kernel.) Actually, thls function is already de-
generate and hence is the second order influence function of .

LEMMA 10.2.  For any fized z1 and z3,
(i) Epll,y(z1, Z2)(A2a(Z2) — 1)b(Z2) _0
(’LZ) EpHp(zl, ZQ)AQ( 2 — b ZQ))
(iii) Eplly (21, Z2) Az(ab)(Z2)11p(Z2 ) p(zhzz)-

PROOF. Because (@ — a)(Z)/a(Z) and (b — (A))(ZA)/Q(Z) are the weighted
projections in Ly(P) of (a —a)(Z)/a(Z) and (Y —b(Z))/b(Z), respectively,

onto {I(Z):1 € L} relative to the weights (ab/a)(Z )
I e
(103) Bz, 2) [P Bty )4~ 0

These two assertions imply (i) and (ii). The third assertion follows from the
fact that II,, is the kernel of the weighted projection in Ly(P) onto L relative
to the weight (ab/a)(Z). =
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The second order influence function (10.1) depends on p through a and b
and through the kernel 1I,,. We proceed to higher orders by differentiating
the influence function relative to these components, and applying the chain
rule, where we use the influence functions of p — a(z) and p — b(z) as given
previously in Lemma 10.1, and the influence function of p — I, (21, 22) as
given in Lemma 12.8.

PROOF OF THEOREM 6.2. Denote the symmetrization of the variable in
the theorem by )ZI(,m) (X1,...,Xm). Then )222) is the function )Zf) given
by (10.1), which was seen to be a second order influence function in
the preceding discussion. We show by induction on m that z,41 —
—_(m+1) . . . —_(m)

Xp (Z1y.. .y Tm, Tm41) is an influence function of p — xp ' (x1,...,Zm).
The theorem is then a corollary of Lemma 11.2.

By Lemmas 10.1 and 12.8,

(i) The influence function of p }71 is Ty = —1p(Z1, Zmt1) A1 Ym+1

(ii) The influence function of p — Ay is i1 = —11,(Z1, 2ms1) A Gm1-

(iii) The influence function of p — A; is zero.

(iv) The influence function of p +— I (Z1,2Z2) is Tpmy +—
_HP(ZL Zm+1)Am+1Hp(zm+17 ZQ)

Applying this repeatedly readily gives an expression for the influence func-
tion of p = A1l 9 A5Ilp 3 A3Il3 4 Ay x- - - XA, 1111 m Y. The symmetriza-
tion of this expression is the same expression, but then with m replaced by
m + 1 and an added minus sign. =

10.3. Proof of Theorems 7.1 and 7.2. Let A and Y be A and Y as in
(6.6) with a and b in their definitions replaced by & and b. Because a and b
are projected onto themselves under the map (a,b,g) — (E,g, g) (see The-
orem 6.1), we actually obtain the same variables by replacing a and b by
a and b, respectively: A = (Aa(Z) — 1)b(Z) and Y = AlY — B(Z))Q(Z).
Furthermore, let IT and II denote the operators II, and IL;, respectively, and
II; ; and flm their kernels evaluated at (Z;, Z;).

By explicit calculations,

104) x(5)+ B3~ x(0) == [(@-a)(b- 1) gdv = AL T2~ R

for R defined by

~

R—/(&;a>(I—H)<b;b)@gdu.
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The variable R is bounded by the second term in the expression for Epf(n —
X(p) in the statement of the theorem. We next show by induction on m that

(10.5)
Rt x(@) + BXD + -+ BRL — x(p)
m! P
= (—l)m_lﬂzzh (ﬂ — H)L?AZ(H — H)273 X X Am—l(ﬂ — H)m—l,mYm~

The analysis of the bias can then be concluded by showing that the right
side of (10.5) is of the order as the first term given in the theorem.
Equation (10.4) and the definition of %1(92) readily show that identity (10.5)
is true for m = 2. We proceed to general m by induction. Relative to its
value for m the left side receives for (m+1) the extra term EX(mH)/(m—i— IBIN
which is equal to (—1)™ times EA1H1,242H2,3 X oo X AmHm,m+1Ym+1 minus
a sum of terms resulting from projections of this leading term. This extra
term without the factor (—1)™ (but including the projections) can be written

(cf. (6.7) and (2.1))

m—1
m—1\~ + » - - - ;
(10.6) Z < ; >EA1H1,2A2H2,3 XX Ay il m—ii1 Ym—iv1(—1)"
i=0
To prove the induction hypothesis for m + 1 it suffices to show that this is
equal to

EA; (I - )1 2 Ay (1T )2 3 X oo X Am_1(ﬁ — ) 1,mYm
(10.7) + BA; (T — 1)1 2 Ay (IT — )3 X - X Ay, (T = Tt Yins 1

To achieve this we expand the two terms of the precedmg display into sums
of expressions of the form, with each K ](] ) 1 equal to H] j+1 or IL; ;41 and [

the number of j for which the first alternative is true,
(10.8)  Bp=(-1)""'"BA K ALK x o x Ay (KD

and of the same form with m+1 replacing m for the second term of (10.7). As
the notation suggests the expression in (10.8) depends on [ (and m, but this
is fixed), but not on which K are equal to IT or II. To see this we use that IT is
a projection onto L in L (abg), so that [II; 27(22) (abg)(22) dv(z2) = v(z1)
for every v € L; and I1 is also a projection onto L, so that as a function of
one argument ﬁl’z is contained in L. This observation yields the identities,
for K equal to II or II,

Ez 11 ;A K i1 = Kj1j41 = Ez; Kj1 ;AL 40
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This allows to reduce (10.8) to

By = (—1)" " BATL 54,000 3 x -+ x ATl Vig, 1> 1,
By = (=)™ 1EA I, 5 V5.

Thus after expanding the two terms of (10.7) in the quantities Bj, and
simplifying these quantities, we can write their sum (10.7)

(Bo- B+ S ((7)-("71) B+ ..

=1

The difference of the binomial coefficients is (T__ll). The expression is equal

to (10.6), as claimed. This completes the proof of (10.5).

Next we bound the right side of (10.5), by taking the expectation in turn
with respect to X,,, X;n_1,...,X1. For M multiplication by the function
W =yg/9,

.- 5 A b—b
B, (I = )1V = (1M, — 10 <T> (Zin_1)-

Next, for any function handi=m—1,m —2,...,2,
B, (11— T)i1,4:h(Zi) = (TIMy — TDA(Z;-1).

Combining these equations, we can write the right side of (10.5) in the form

o [ e - (50 s

a

We bound this by first applying Holder’s inequality, with conjugate pair
(1,t) with 7 equal to r as in the statement of the theorem, and next
Lemma 12.7(iii), with IT and II viewed as weighted orthogonal projections in
Lo (abg) with weights 1 and w, respectively, and r = 7(m—1)/(m+7-3),p =
(m+7-3)/(t—2) and ¢ = (m+7—3)/(m—1), so that rp = (m—1)7/(17—2)
and rq = 7 (and m of the lemma taken equal to the present m minus 1).
To bound the (conditional) variance of x;,, we use Lemma 13.1 to see that
P (UL < 21+ |

[ Prwsfr s [+ B A P

(5 7
)

because X is degenerate under P. The variable )Zz(aj)(Xl, ..., Xj)/g!is the

H
Plleo

symmetrization of the projection of Alﬁméz . -ﬂj_wf/j onto the degener-
ate variables. Because the second moment of a mean of (arbitrary) random
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variables is bounded above by the maximum of the second moments of the
terms, we can ignore the symmetrization, while the projection decreases the
second moment. This shows that

1 a .
WPJ(XZ(;))Q (AlHl 2Ay -1l 1,JY)2 Sk,

by Lemma 12.4 and the assumption that the kernels are bounded by %k on

the diagonal.

We complete the proof of Theorem 7.1 by bounding the square of x,,—x(p)
by >0, 27 (Unig ) JiNE> y 27J. The extra factor 2/ can be incorporated in
the constant ¢ in the theorem.

For the proof of Theorem 7.2 it clearly suffices to show that

Ep\/ﬁ()Zn - X(p) - Pn%(yl)) £> 07
Vérp\/ﬁ(f(n —x(p) — Pnjgvz(ol)) .

Because an influence function is centered at mean zero, the first is simply
v/n times the bias of x,,. By Theorem 7.1 the bias is of the order

log n\ o/ (2a+d)+8/(28+d)+v(m—1)/(2y+d) 1
(=) + (5

)(a+6)/d'

n

The first term is trivially o(n~/?), as m, — oco. In the second we write
(a4 B)/d = r/2, where r > 1 by assumption, and see that it is o(n~'/?),
since kn~ 1" — oo.

To handle the variance we split the estimator x,, in its linear and higher
order terms. The sum of the variances of the U-statistics of orders 2 to m
in x5 is bounded by the sum of the terms j > 2 in Theorem 7.1, i.e.

m

cjk‘J L1 & 2ckjNi- 1c2jf
Z SEZ< ) el

j=2 J

by the inequalities (’;) > (n/2)7/4!, for j < n/2, and j! < (j/e)?\/j, by
Stirling’s approximation with bound. The expression in brackets is bounded
by 2ckm/n < 1/logn, for m ~ logn and k ~ n/(logn)?. Thus the sum
tends to zero by dominated convergence. Finally the linear term in y,, gives
the contribution

(1)

var v/ (Paxs — X(p) — PaXS T =Xy,

) = Var(x Xp

From the explicit expression (4.3) for the first order influence function (or
(6.5) in the case of p, which gives an identical function), this is seen to tend
to zero by the dominated convergence theorem.
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10.4. Proof of Theorem 8.1 for m = 3. The theorem asserts that the bias
of the estimator y,, is equal to the sum of four terms, the first two of which
also arise in the bias of the estimator considered in Theorem 7.1. Therefore,
we can prove the assertion on the bias by showing that the expected values
of the current estimator x, (for m = 3) and the estimator in Theorem 7.1
differ by less than the additional bias terms in Theorem 8.1.

The two estimators differ only in their third order influence functions,
where the present estimator retains only the terms in the double sum (8.3)
with r =0, s =0, or r + s < D. Thus the difference of the expectations of
the two estimators is equal to

>0 B [ﬁ(kul’kr} (21, Z2) AT 10025, Z3)

r+s>D
r,s>1

iVl 7 Zg)} Ys.

The expectation Ep refers to the variable (X7, X9, X3) for fixed values of the
preliminary samples, which are indicated in the “hat” symbols on 1211, Y; and
the kernels, and hence is an integral relative to the density (x1,x2,x3) —
p(x1)p(x2)p(x3). If we replace p(z2) in this density by p(x3), then the integral
will be zero, as the kernel is degenerate under P. Thus we may integrate
against (z1, z2,z3) — p(x1)(p—p)(x2)p(zs). In that case the projection term
ATk Vls—vkeAL] (7 7)Yy integrates to zero, as it does not depend on X
and [(p — p)(z2) du(z2) = 0, and hence can be dropped. Next we condition

A; and Y3 on Z1, 2o, Z3 and write the preceding display in the form

Sy /// a - @ Tk (o o)1) (2 2) 20 ()

r+s>D
r,s>1

[w bt

IS

x dp(z1) d(p — p)(z2) dp(z3).

for p and p the measures defined by dp = abgdv and dp = abgdv. The
double sum can be rewritten as the sum over r running from 1 to R and
over s from D —r 4 1 to S, which gives the equivalent representation, with
the x referring to “tensor products” as explained in Section 2,

i/(a—a 1 ng> (ﬂ(kr_l,m " ﬂ(zD_r,k}) d(px (p—p) % p).
r=1 N

a

We write [T(kr—1kr] — [T(kr—1.K] _ ﬂ(k“k}, and next arrive at the difference of
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two expressions of the type, with k. = k,_1 and k. = k,, respectively,

Z/ a_a“Xbbb)(( PR 00 4) dp x (o~ p) x p).

If the measure of integration were p x (p — p) x p (with p instead of p),
then we could perform the integrals on z; and z3 and next apply Hoélder’s
inequality to bound the resulting expression in absolute value by

[y0erK] (ﬂ) [1(p—r-k] <l§—b)
a

b
where the norms are those of La(abg), which are equivalent to those of La(v),
by assumption. We can write IT(44 = f[(o’k’}(l — f[(o’l]) and use the assumed
boundedness of I1(% as an operator on L,(abg) to bound this by the third
term in the bias.

Replacing p x (p—p) X p by px (p— p) x p can be achieved by writing the
first and last occurrence of p as p = p+ (p — p) and expanding the resulting
expression on the + signs into four terms. One of these has the measure
p X (p—p) x p. The other three terms have two or three occurrences of p — p,
and can be bounded by the first term in the bias (with m = 3). This is
argued precisely under (10.12) below.

Because the first and second order influence functions are equal to those
of the estimator considered in Theorem 7.1, the (conditional) variances of

Unf(}(aj) for j = 1,2 can be seen to be of the orders O(1/n) and O(k/n?),
respectively, by the same proof. By Lemma 13.1 the variance for j = 3 is
bounded by (see (13.1))

o+ [2]) o

9 _
7 r/(r—2)’

T

< *P?’(ZA 1kr-1kd( 7, 7,) AJIO ) (7, Z3)Y3> ;

where ', = lp_, Vn. After bounding out /1% and 1732, we write the squared

sum as a double sum. From the fact that the projections IIk=—1#+] are or-
thogonal for different r, it follows that the off-diagonal terms of the double
sum vanish (the expectation with respect to X is zero). Thus the preceding
display is bounded above by a multiple of

= ZP Fe-vhn)( 7, Z) A1) (25, Z3)) .
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By Lemmas 12.4 and 12.3 and the assumption that sup, II(%4(z, ) < this
is bounded by a multiple of

nSZ —kr—)lp_, < (nk—i-z = kp_1) 1D7T+n)>_

By (84) ky — k1 = (1 =27k, Sk, = n2"/% for r > 1. On substituting
this in the display, and noting that Ip_, = 0 if » > D, we see that this is
bounded k/n? 4+ 2P/2VD/B /n if o # 5 and bounded by k/n? + D2P/® /n, if
a=p.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Supplement: Higher order estimating equations
(doi: COMPLETED BY THE TYPESETTER; .pdf). The remainder of the
paper is given in the supplement.
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This supplement contains the proof of Theorem 8.1 in the case
that m > 3, and it contains three appendices.

10.5. Proof of Theorem 8.1. As in the proof for m = 3 it suffices to
compare the bias with the bias of the estimator in Theorems 7.1. In the
estimator of order m > 5 not every of the additional bias terms of orders j =
4,...,m—1is individually small, but the sum is small due to a cancellation
among these terms. The analysis therefore requires careful bookkeeping, for
which we introduce the following notation.

A string §162--- 6771 of symbols §% € {0, 1, -} refers to an expectation of
a variable

where 0]
5 H{)vk](zz,zj), if § =0,
;= qm"(z;, 25, ifo=1,
Mz, 7)), ifo=-

Furthermore, a string 6' --- 8" T H§"+2 ... 5771 refers to the expectation of a
variable

1 A51 61 1 T— lvk?" (lsflvls] A§i+2 ¥
ALy - I A (E,an AT ) ATy I Y
r+s>D
r,s>1

Thus the symbol H refers to terms in pairs of projection kernels above
the hyperbola, as involved in the construction of the estimator. Similarly,
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we let the same strings but with the symbol H instead of H refer to the
complementary terms below the hyperbola, but above n.

Every of these strings will stand for an expected value; for the first and
last variables X7 and Xj this is computed relative to p, but for the middle
variables Xo, ..., X;_1 this is relative to p — p. We add further notation for
expectations on X; and X taken relative to p — p or p, by preceding (for
X1) or succeeding (for X;) the string with a subscript 4 (for the difference
p —p) or o (for p). This gives, for instance,

@8, (Ol (k] o (Ok] o (k] b — D
01-1, = [ e A )
- 4
x dp(z1) d [ [(p = p)(zi) dp(25),
=2
b—b

a—a ~ (k] (0,k] A (n,k
al-1x = / o (Zl)ng,lz }Hg,s ]Hg,l !

3
0 d] (0 - 7)) diza).
- i=1

The notations dp = abgdv, dp = abgdv, and ﬂw are as in the proof of
the theorem for m = 3, and the (five- and four-fold) integrals arise after
conditioning (10.9) on the variables Z;, as in the same proof.

The jth order kernel of the estimator in Theorem 7.1 corresponds to the
product of j —1 projection kernels with ranges (0, k], and is represented by a
string of j —1 dashes: -- --- - . To construct the estimator of Theorem 8.1 we
partition the range of a single kernel as (0, k] = (0,n] U (n, k], or the range
of a contiguous pair of kernels as (0,%]> = (0,72 U H U H. By expanding
the corresponding product of sums of two or three (pairs of) kernels we
obtain a decomposition of ----- - into sequences with symbols 0,1, -, H, H.
The terms retained in the estimator of Theorem 8.1 are represented by
the sequences d'...8771 € {0,1,-}~! with j — 1 or j — 2 symbols 0, and
the sequences HO---0,0H0---0,0---0H. All other terms are left out; for
instance, for j = 3,4,5,6,7 the terms that are left out are given by the
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sequences

j=3|j=4|j=5|j=6]| j=7
1-1 | 1--1 ] 1---1|1----1
HO | 01-1 | 01--1 | 01---1
0H | 1-10 | 1--10 | 1---10
HO00 | 001-1 | 001--1
0HO | 01-10 | 01--10
HO00 | 1-100 | 1--100

|

000H | 0001-1
00HO | 001-10
0HO00 | 01-100
H000 | 1-1000
0000H
00H00
0H000
H0000

In this table the strings are categorized by the numbers of Os on their left
and right sides. The nonzero middle part of a string always has the form
1ooo--nn 1, with at least one -, or H, which may be considered as taking
the place of 11.

We claim that the difference of the biases of the estimators in Theo-
rems 7.1 and 8.1 is the alternating (on the order) sum of these strings (or,
rather, of the expectations they represent). For instance, the extra bias for
m = b5 is equal to the sum of all strings in the table under j = 5 minus the
strings under j = 4 plus the string under j = 3.

To see this we note first that the leading factorial j! in the definition

of the jth order influence function )A{I(,j ) in Theorem 6.2 and its reduced

version X,(,J ) in Theorem 8.1 cancels the factorial in the definition of the

estimator (8.1), while the factor (—1)7~! causes alternation of signs between
the orders. The extra bias is the sum over j of the expectation under P’ of
the sum of the terms left out of the jth influence function. Because by its
construction the influence function is degenerate relative to Xo,..., X;_1
with respect to 15, the expectation can be equivalently taken relative to
p — p for these variables. Following this substitution, the projection of the
leading term (10.9), which creates the degeneracy, can be dropped, and
the expectation reduces to a number as represented by one of the strings
ot...677 Y or --- H--- introduced previously. This last reasoning is similar
as in the proof for m = 3, where the projection is shown explicitly.

We proceed to bound the alternating sum of the “left-out strings”. There
is cancellation of expectations between terms that are one or two orders
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apart, L.e. of strings that differ by one or two symbols. The relevant reduction
formulas are, for any ¢,6 € {0, 1, -, H} and any intermediate symbols - - -,

WO+ 600 = (0 8g+ ge- 005 — ge 64+ e+ Olp,
(10.10)  pg-+-800 = pe-++8g— pe---Olp,

/\05...5/\:dg...(s/\_/\ig...(s/\‘

The rightmost term of each formula is a remainder term, which we may view
as being defined by the formula. The idea of the equations is to remove a
symbol 0 at the beginning or end of a string with its mark A, where the new,
shorter string carries mark 4. (The second and third formulas, even though
valid, will be used only with ¢ or ¢ unequal to 0, respectively.) The first
formula is true if the remainder string ,1e---d1, is interpreted as

/[(ﬂ(O,n] o I)a ; CL1| (22) ﬁ;?’ - ﬁ?—Q,j—l X

~ ]_1

< [0 172 o) d [T = )0,

=2

Indeed, the four expectations obtained by expanding this last integral on
the minus signs in the two appearances of 1O — I are the four strings
AOg---00p, AOg---dq4, 46-+-00a, and 4£--- 04 in the first reduction formula,
with positive, negative, negative and positive signs. This follows by integrat-
ing the latter strings on the first and/or last variables, and using identities
such as fa(zl)ﬂg?én] dp(z1) = MO (z;). The second and third formu-
las are obtained similarly, and more easily, with the appropriate definitions
of the remainder strings. (The notation 1 is motivated by the fact that
fa(zl)f[%k] dp(z1), which is represented by a 1, is equal to HFa(zy),
which is (I — II©")a(z5) up to terms “above k7.)

We now proceed in two steps to rewrite all strings that make up the
difference of the influence functions for j = 4,...,m. First we write p(x;) =
p(x1) + (p — p)(x1) and similarly for the density of X, and expand on the
plus signs, to rewrite every string e---9J as:

(10.11) € 0= pe Opt pE Oat g e Op+ 4o Oa

Second, if one or both of ¢ and § are 0, we expand the first string on the
right side (with two ) using the reduction formulas (10.10), where we use
the first formula if both € = § = 0 and the second or third if one of €, 4 is 0.
After doing this for all strings up to some order, we end up with:

(i) strings of the type ,e---dx, with both e,8 € {1, H,1}.

imsart-aos ver. 2013/03/06 file: Usub.tex date: November 12, 2020



44 ROBINS ET AL.

(ii) strings of the type ,e---dq4.
(iii) strings of the type ,&---da.
(iv) strings of the type 4 - dq.

Note that the reduction formulas (10.10), as we applied them, produce a
string ,e---dx with two A only if -4 is of type (i). We shall show that
the strings of type (i) are individually small, while the contributions of the
other types are small after cancellation.

Strings of type (i) can be bounded with the help of Lemma 12.6. For
€---0 a string of length j — 3 with j > 4, with H counted as having length
2,

niyb—b
b

gl @ — @ ~ 14—
|l 614] < HH( | Tllgfgllfj_zz)r/(w).

a r

For 1 instead of 1 the similar statement is true, but with I — I1(0" replac-
ing [1(™* Since the projections are norm-decreasing up to a constant by
assumption (and Lemma 12.2), the norms in the display are bounded up to
a constant by the norms of the functions (I — II%")q, for @ = (a —a)/a or
o = (b—Db)/b, respectively. Strings of type (i) starting or ending with H and
at least one other symbol can be treated in the same manner, as the kernels
in H all start above n. These strings minimally give a square estimation
norm |lg — g”%mq)r/(rq)’ and are accounted for in the fourth term of the
bound on the bias in Theorem 8.1. The only string of type (i) of length 2 is
H. In the proof for m = 3 this was shown to be accounted for by the third
term of the bias bound.

Every string of type (ii) arises both from the initial expansion (10.11)
of £---9, and from the secondary expansion (10.10) of ,e---00x. In the
expansions they carry the same sign, but as they arise at different orders,
the alternation of signs in the orders makes them cancel. The same analysis
applies to strings of type (iii). Finally, strings of type (iv) arise from the
initial expansion of the string ¢---¢ and from the secondary expansion of
the string ,0e--- 904, with the opposite sign. As the latter strings arise at
orders that differ by two, they also cancel.

If we consider terms up to order m, then the strings that cancel versus
strings at orders m + 1 or m + 2 are left. These are the strings ;- --d4 of
length m — 2 and m — 1, with H counted as two symbols, and the strings
4 0n and ,e---04 of length m — 1. In view of Lemma 12.6, for €---¢ of
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length j — 1,
R ] ﬂé("b‘A?g’ﬁ?f)

2 1b—b

b

ANlJ—2
g = G )0 o)
9—9

g

i

(10.12) < Ha_

T
2 lep . 19 7 G252

The choices s =7j/(j +r—2),p=(j+r—2)/jand g = (j+r—2)/(r—2)
give sp = r and sq = (j — 2)s/(s —2) = jr/(r — 2), and then this term
is bounded above by the first term in the bias of Theorem 8.1. The strings
4 0n and ,e--- 4 can be handled similarly; only one of the two extremes
yields a factor g — g, but we need to consider these strings only of length
m — 1.

This concludes the derivation of the bias. The variance is bounded by the
sum of the variances of the third order estimator, and the variances of the
variables Unxg’l) over i =1,...,7—2 and j = 4,...,m, for the influence
functions given in (8.6). Relative to the third order influence function, the
influence functions YU add a product of projection kernels of dimension n.
In the spirit of Lemma 12.4 these can be integrated out, both from the left
and the right, and bounded out by the supremum on their diagonal, until
only the hyperbolic, third order part of the influence function remains. The
suprema on the diagonal are bounded above by a multiple of n by assump-
tion, and the hyperbolic part can be bounded exactly as in the proof for
m = 3. Because the higher order degeneracy of the kernels also create extra
factors 1/n in the variances of their U-statistics (see (13.1)), the variance is
no bigger than it was for m = 3.

11. Appendix 1: Influence functions. The main aim of this section
is to prove the validity of algorithm [1]-[3] as given in Section 3 for comput-
ing influence functions. We start with a lemma that motivates the defining
property of influence functions in Section 3.

Lemma 11.1. Let f:[-1,1] — R and g¢:[-1,1] x [-1,1] — R be
k times continuously differentiable with g(t,t) = 0 and (&//dt))f(t) =
(8j/8sj)|8:tg(s,t) for everyt and 3 = 1,...,k. Then, for j =1,...,k and
every u € (—1,1),

o 04
%g(uvtht:u = _gg(sau)\s:u'

PROOF. The conditions show that the functions s — f(s) and s — ¢(s, 1)
have the same first k derivatives at s = ¢. Because also g(¢,t) = 0, it follows
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that f(s) — f(t) — g(s,t) = o(|s — t|¥) as s — t. By writing the remainder
term in the form

s = O[O+ 66— 1) — 790 — o (14 €465~ 00,6) + 9 (1,)],

for f®) the kth derivative of f and g{*) the kth partial derivative of g
relative to its first argument, we see that f(s) — f(t) — g(s,t) = o(|s — t[¥)
as |s —t| — 0, uniformly in (s,?), by the assumed (uniform) continuity of
the kth derivatives. Now the difference f(s) — f(t) can also be expanded as
—[F1(s)(t — 8) + -+ fB(s)(s — t)*/K!] + o(]s — t|*) as t — s. A similar
expansion of t — g(s,t) = g(s,t) — g(s,s) follows. The lemma follows by
uniqueness of a Taylor expansion. m

Let x:(—1,1) — R be m times continuously differentiable and let ¢
pt be a smooth map from (—1,1) to P. Assume that )’(gj):Xj — R are

symmetric functions such that, for t € (—1,1) and j = 1,...,m — 1, and for
every (z1,...,1;) € X7,

d Y ) 0
(11.1) 0 = [ 0@ 5 () dut),

'y - 9
(11.2) a)é])(xl,...,xj) _ /X§J+l>(g;1,...,xj,x)atpt(g;) du(z).

LEMMA 11.2.  Under (11.1)-(11.2) and regularity assumptions, the func-

tions X[()j) = D,,)Z(()j) satisfy, for every j=1,...,m,

@ &’ W, 10 @ 1 (m)
« =2 (P °p S )
dti |t:0X() dti jr—o \ X0 FoltxeT e X

PROOF. By Leibniz’s rule, for every j and i,

dJ

awha = 3 (jl...j)/"-/xé)(pﬁ“)><---><p§”)dn
Jdi i

where pgj ) is the jth partial derivative of ¢t — p;. Upon evaluation at ¢t = 0
all terms in the sum with one of the indices ji, . . ., j; equal to zero vanish, by
degeneracy of the function ¢ — Xéz). This will happen for every (ji,...,Ji)

if ¢ > j. It follows that the right side of the lemma can be written as

J N
2/. . / D0 gy
=1
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for the functions bgi’j ) defined by

b == N ( o >p§”) o p).
it = \Jre i
Jiy,Ji>0
We shall show that the left side of the lemma can be written in the same
form.
In fact, we prove by induction on j that, for every t,

(11.3) dt] Z/ /Xt b\ dyi.

Because the functions bgl’] ) are degenerate, the right is unchanged if )’(gi) is

replaced by its degenerate part (in La(p:)), and hence the lemma follows.
Let a dot denote differentiation relative to ¢t. For j = 1 the identity is

exactly assumption (11.1), because bgl’l)

Jj, then it follows by differentiation that,

= p¢. If assertion (11.3) is true for

dit1

() Z/ / Dpli9) gyt 1 g il )} dyi

1 [ a0

by (11.2). Here the function b( 7 Pt can be replaced by its symmetrization,

by the assumed symmetry of Xi(f ) Tt follows that the assertion is true for j+

1 if the bgm ) satisfy the recursion formulas, with S denoting symmetrization,
bt = S s p) + 00, T<i< i,
b]+1,]+1 S(b(] J) % pt)’

bt 7]+1 — b§17j) .

The second and third recursions are consistent with the first if we set

b§]+17])_b( ) _ .

From the definition of bgi’j ) we see that (note that p; = pgl))
S x o) + 4
1 J (1) 5 (1) o (1)
= S i—
S (jl"‘ji—l) (b )

jl’-“ ’]171>0

1 - )
T Z <J1 > Zpth o T s pli),

J1yer53i>0
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This can be seen to be equal to bgw +) Indeed, the sum defining the latter
function corresponds to the assignments of j 4+ 1 objects to ¢ nonempty
boxes. The two sums in the preceding display correspond to the assignments
in which the (5 4+ 1)th object is alone in a box (i possible boxes, the other
j objects distributed over i — 1 boxes in groups of sizes ji,...,ji—1) or is
in a box with at least one other object (i possible boxes, the other objects
distributed over the i boxes in groups of sizes ji,...,J;). Note that the

symmetrization S(pﬁjl) X oo X piji_l) X pgl)) can be written as an average

over the ¢ expressions obtained by placing the term pgl) before the Ith factor

of the product H;;i pgjl), or after the (i — 1)th factor. m

12. Appendix 2: Projections. In this section we collect essential
properties of projections, including representation by kernels, means and
variances, and influence functions. Throughout let © be a o-finite measure
onto some arbitrary measurable space.

12.1. Generalities. We call a weighted projection in La(p) onto a closed
subspace L with weight function w the map II: Lo(u) — L given by

Ilg = argmin/(g —)?wdp.
leL

We assume that the weight function w is bounded away from 0 and oo, so

that this map is well defined. The weighted projection is determined by:

IIg € L and the orthogonality relationship

/(g—Hg)lwd,u:O, Vie L.

We say that the weighted projection has a kernel representation with kernel
IT if, for all g € La(u),

Mg(z1) = /H(Hf17ﬂf2)9(=’1?2)w(9€2)dﬂ(m)-

A weighted projection is of course just an orthogonal projection onto L in the
space Lo(v) for the measure v defined by dv = w du, and as a kernel operator
on Lo (v) it has precisely kernel II. On the other hand, as a kernel operator on
Lo(p) the weighted projection has kernel (z1,z2) — Il(z1, z2)w(z2), which
includes the weight function. This ambiguity is unavoidable in our context,
as we need to work with multiple weight functions, both estimated and
“true” ones.
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The kernel of an orthogonal projection is symmetric in its arguments.
Thus with the preceding definition the “kernel of a weighted projection” is
also symmetric.

Not all projections have kernels, but projections on finite-dimensional
spaces do.

LEMMA 12.1. If e1,...,ex are arbitrary linearly independent elements
that span the linear subspace L of La(u), then the weighted projection onto
L relative to the weight function w has kernel

(x1,22) = Z Z(C_l)ijei(ﬁ)@j(@)v

for C the (k x k)-matriz with (i, j)th element Ci; = [ e;ejw dp.

PROOF. Because we can change measure from u to v given by dv = w dy,
if suffices to prove the lemma for the case that w = 1. If Ilg = ) _, y;e;, then
the orthogonality relationships g — IIg L e; give that >, vCij = [ gejdv
for j = 1,...,k. We can invert this system of linear equations to see that
Vi = Zj(C_l)ij [ gejdv for every i. Insert this into IIg = >, vie; and
exchange the order of summation and integration to obtain the result. =

We view projections mainly as operators on Ly(u), but for a number of
arguments we need control of approximation errors in Ls(p) for s > 2. An
Lo-projection II does not necessarily give a best approximation in Lg(u)
for s # 2, but it often gives an approximation that is optimal up to a
constant. This is the case if its norm as an operator II: Ls(u) — Lg(p) is
finite. (Finiteness assumes implicitly that IT maps Ls(p) in itself; the norm
|IIT||s is then by definition the minimal number C' such that ||IIg||s < C|g]|s
for every g € La(p).)

LEMMA 12.2.  Let IT be an orthonormal projection in La(p) onto a sub-
space L that is also contained in Lgs(p). If II: Ly(n) — Ls(p) has bounded
norm ||I1||s, then

lg — Tglls < (1 +[ITI]ls) [lg — Llls-

PrOOF. The triangle inequality gives ||g — Hg|ls < |lg — ||s + ||l — Hg]|s-
Since [ = IIl, for every | € L, the second term is bounded by ||II||[|l — g||s.
We finish by taking the infimum over [ € L. =

One example are projections on a wavelet basis. The Ls-norm of a func-
tion is equivalent to the fs-norm of the coefficients relative to such a basis
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(suitably normalized). Because the Lo-projection is the wavelet expansion
truncated at a certain level of resolution, projection decreases the £s-norm
of the coeflicients and hence the Ls-norm of the function “up to a constant”.

12.2. Norms, means and variances. An orthogonal projection in La(u)
has operator norm 1, but the square Lo(p x p)-norm [ [TI12d(p x u) of its
kernel is equal to the dimension of its projection space.

LEMMA 12.3.  The kernel of an orthogonal projection on a k-dimensional
subspace of Lo(u) has square La(pu % p)-norm [ [TI2d(p x u) = k.

PROOF. By writing the kernel in the form given by Lemma 12.1 relative
to an orthonormal basis of the projection space (so that C' = I), we find
that

[ [ =357 [ [ atenetee e o) dute) dutzs),

The off-diagonal elements vanish by orthogonality, while the diagonal ele-
ments are equal to 1. =

Typically the square norm of a projection kernel can be written as
[(z,z)dp(z). In fact, the projection property II> = II of a kernel op-
erator on La(u) can be expressed in the kernel as

(12.1) /H<$1,$2)H<l’2,$3) du(ze) = (xy, x3), a.e. (r1,x3).

If this equation holds for every x1 = x3 and II is symmetric, then we obtain
by integration that [ [TI2d(u x p) = [I(z,z)dpu(z).

For simplicity of notation we assume that the kernel is such that (12.1)
is valid for every w1, x3, in particular on the diagonal {(z1,x3): 21 = x3}.
(This is typically a null set, making this an assumption of using a special
representative.) This is true in particular for the kernels in Lemma 12.1.

LEMmMma 12.4. IfIl4,...,1L,,_1 are kernels of orthogonal projections in
Lo(p) that satisfy (12.1) identically, then, for any j € {1,...,m — 1},

m—1 m—1
[ [T emi daten) - duten) < [T supttiton) [ 1o,
i=1 i=lutj ©
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PROOF. Equation (12.1) implies that [II;(z,y)?du(y) = IL;(z,z), for
every x. If j < m — 1, then we apply this to the integral with respect to x,,
of the multiple integral in the lemma, thereby turning this mfold integral into
an (m—1)fold integral of the function HZ’:f 2 (24, %ip1) n—1 (Timn—1, Tin—1)-
Next we bound the factor Il,,_1(Zm—1,Zm—1) by its supremum over x,,_1,
and are left with an (m — 1)fold integral of the same type as before times
this supremum. We repeat the argument, removing all kernels to the right
of the jth kernel. Next we apply the same procedure working from the left
side up, until the only remaining integral is [ IL;(x}, zj11) dp(z;)dp(xji1)-
|

The preceding results show that (under (12.1)) the square norms of (prod-
ucts of) projection kernels are controlled by their values on the diagonal.
The following lemma shows that these values do not differ significantly for
weighted projections with different weights.

LEMMA 12.5. The weighted projections in Lo(u) onto a finite-
dimensional space L relative to the weight functions v and w possess kernels
I, and IL,, that satisfy (12.1) identically and, for every x,

w
Hv(xa .’E) S H;Ha:nw(x?x)

PRrROOF. For a fixed basis eq,...,er of L we can, by Lemma 12.1, rep-
resent the kernels as II,(z,y) = éx(x)TC;1ék(y) for C, the matrix with
ijth element [ e;ejvdp, and similarly for IT,,. By choosing e1, ..., e to be

orthonormal in Lo(w) the matrix Cy, can be reduced to the identity. The quo-
tient IT,(x, ) /1L, (z, z) then takes the form 27C;'z/2T 2 for some z € R,
and it suffices to upper bound this quotient uniformly in z € R*. The supre-
mum of this quotient over z is the maximal eigenvalue of C; !, which is the
inverse of the minimal eigenvalue of C,. Because

k

k
Cuz = /(Zziek) 211 dp > iImlf %(az) /(Zziekfw dv = igf %(az) 212,

i=1 =1

this minimum eigenvalue is bigger than the minimum value of v/w. =

LEMMA 12.6.  IfIly,...,IL,,—1 are kernels of integral operators on Ls(p)
with norms sup,,_1y<s<r ||[Wills < C, then for arbitrary measurable func-
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tions wi, ..., Wy and any r > 2 (with r/(r —2) = oo if r = 2),

m—1 m
‘/ - / Zl_[l IL, (5, xi+1)il_[1wi(a:i) dp(zy)--- dﬂ(xm)‘
m—1

< O ¥ Mw [l M- 1wl [T will g2y —2)-
i=2
PROOF. Let M; denote multiplication by w;, i.e. M;g = w;g. By Holder’s
inequality the left side is smaller than, for any conjugate pairs (p;, ¢;),

[Tyws [|p, || MoTloMsTIgMy - - - HmfZMmflnmflmeql

< Hlel”pl ||w2||t11p2||H2HQ1f12Hw3Htllt12P3 Koees
X me—Iqu"qumefl”Hm—lwm”qr--qmq-

We finish by choosing the conjugate pairs so that p1 = qiq2-- - gm—-1 = 7
and q1p2 = q1qep3 = - = q1* * * Gm—2Pm—1- LThen the common value in the
last string is (m — 2)r/(r — 2) and the indices of the operator norms satisfy
r/fr==qa<qa@e<-<q g1=r =

12.3. Approzimations of weighted projections.

LEMMA 12.7. Let 11, and II be the weighted projections onto a fized
subspace L of La(p) relative to the weight functions w and 1, respectively,
and let M, be multiplication by the function w. Then, for any conjugate
pairs T '+ sV =1 and p~ ' +¢ ' =1, any t < r, any integer m > 2, and
any g,

(i) ||y — TIMy)g]|, < L5 TLwgllngllw — Llrp-

(i) H(Hw—n gH < | (2 = )], o e = Ll

(iii) ||(IL )", < ¢ IInglqullw — 17, where p = (m —
)t/(r - t) (wz’th p =00 if r =t) and the constant C is the supremum
of the norms of the operator I1: L, (u) — Ly (1) over u € [t,r).

(iv) |TIMygllr < IT]s ]| Twgllr (2 + [w]ls)-

PROOF. (i). The orthogonality relationships for the projections IT and
I, imply that [I(wg)ldp = [wgldy = [w(Il,g)ldu, for every | € L
and g. Because II,,g — II(wg) is contained in L, it follows that, for every
k € Ls(p) N La(p),

/(ng — I(wg))k dp = /(ng — I(wg)) Ik dp,

- / Mog(1 — )Tk dp < [Tgllgrl1 — wllpe [TTlI%]ls
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by Hoélder’s inequality. By approximating a general element k € Lg(u) by a
sequence in Lg(p) N Lo(p) (truncate k by a constant and restrict it to sets
of finite u-measure that increase to the whole space), it is seen that the far
left side is bounded by the far right side of the display for any k € Lg(u).
Assertion (i) follows, because the norm |[|(II,, — IIM,,)g)||, is the supremum
of the left side over all k € Lg(p) with ||k||s < 1.

(ii). Because the function (IL,, —II)g is contained in L for any fixed g, the
orthogonality relationships for IT and II,, imply, for any function k as under

(),
Jat,~gkdu = [, - wgttkan = [, - Dgtkdy
:/(Hw—I)ng(l—w)du

< Mg = gllgr[[1 = wllpr [T s [1%[]s,

by Hoélder’s inequality. We take the supremum over k to finish the proof.
(iii). The operator IT,, —IT vanishes on L, so that IT,,—IIM,, = II-1IM,, =
IIM;_,, on this space. Therefore, for m > 2 and any t' > ¢,
(1T — TIM,) ™ g]|, = [[TEM o (TTy — TIM,)™ g,
T [ M- |5t | (T = TIM,, )™ g

t

Here ||A||,;—s denotes the norm of an operator A: L, (i) — Ls(u), and ||A||, =
||Al|r—r. Using Holder’s inequality, we see that the norm || Mj_y|y—¢ is
bounded above by [|1 — w||ys /@), for t' > t.

We repeat this argument m—1 times with the pairs (¢,t') equal to (¢;, t;+1)
for a sequence t = t; < to < -+ < t,, = r such that 1/t;_1 — 1/t; =
(t; —ti—1)/(ti—1t;) = 1/(rp) for every i. (We divide [1/r,1/t] in m — 1 equal
intervals of length 1/(rp).) This results in

m—1
H(Hw - HMw)mQHt < H (HHthHw - 1HTP)H(HU) - HMw)gH,.-
=1

Finally we apply (i) to the last term.
(iv). This is a consequence of (i) with p = co and the triangle inequality.

12.4. Influence functions. Let L be a fixed linear space of functions con-
tained and closed in La(p) for every p in a collection P of densities relative
to a fixed measure v.
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LEMMA 12.8. Let 11, be the kernel of a weighted projection operator
in Lo(p) onto a finite-dimensional subspace. If the subspace and weight
function w are independent of p, then for almost every (z1,z2) the map
x3 = =1L (21, x3)w(x3)Ily(z3, x2) is an influence function of the functional
p = (21, x2).

Proor. The projection property gives that I,/ = [ for every | € L, which
can be written as, for almost every xo, with dv = wdpu,

/Hp(xg,:cg)l(xg)p(:zg) dv(zs3) = l(x2).

Substitute a smooth path ¢ — p; and differentiate at ¢ = 0 to conclude, with
~ = po/po the score function of the path and p = py,

/ilt:oﬂpt(l’z,a:3)l(x3)p(a;3)dy(x?))

— —/Hp(xQ,.Tg)l(fES)’Y(x?,)p(xS)dy(x3)‘

Because II, projects onto the same space L for all p, the function z; —
II,(z1,22) is contained in L for every zp, if we use the kernel given in
Lemma 12.1, and hence also the function z1 + (d/dt);—oIl, (1, 72). There-
fore,

q
dt |t=0

qa
dt [t=0

d
= — H H .
/ dt‘t:o Pt ($3,I2) p($1,$3)p(1’3) dy(xg)

Oy, (e1,22) = (5 Ty (2) ) (@)

Applying the second last display with [ equal to the function de-
fined by Il(z3) = II,(x1,23) yields that the right side is equal to
—Ex,p (2, X3)IL, (21, X3)7(X3)w(X3). =

12.5. Wavelets. An orthonormal wavelet basis of Ly(R?) is given in
terms of functions 17 ; indexed by a “resolution” (or scale) parameter i € N,
a “location” parameter j € Z¢, and a “dimension index” v € {0,1}¢ (e.g.
[12, 9, 8]). Each function Y7 ; is a scaled and translated version of a fixed
base function g, through

Wei(z) = 22y8 (272 — j),  ieN,jezve {01}
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The multiresolution property of wavelets entails that for each resolution level
I we can expand a function g € Lo(R?) as

9= D Ag iU+ Y > Y g iy

j€Zr ve{0,1}4 1>1 jezd ve{0,1}4—{0}

Thus the functions ¢} ; with i > I, j € 7% and v € {0,1}%, with v # 0
if i > I, span Lo(R?). We consider for each I the projection obtained by
leaving out the contributions of the base functions at resolution levels ¢ > I,
and retaining only the projections on the functions ¢ ; with j € Z% and

v € {0,1}4.

LEMMA 12.9.  If the generating base functions ¢, are bounded and com-
pactly supported, then the kernel of the orthogonal projection in Lo(R?) onto
the linear span of all base functions {w}”j:i € Jr,v € {0,1}%} whose support
intersects [0,1)? satisfies Il(z,x) < C2!? for some constant C.

PROOF. The kernel can be written in the form

M(z1,22) = ) D Wf (2097 (22)-

JjeJrve{0,1}4

Here J; includes all j € Z such that the support of tr; intersects [0, 1]¢. For
a fixed vector (z,z) the function ¢} ;(2)¢] ;(2) is nonzero only if 212 —jis
contained in the support of the function g ;. The number of vectors j € J;
such that this is the case is bounded by a constant that depends only on
the support of ¢ . For each j the product 97 ; (2)1/1}’,]- () is bounded by 274
times |4 o||Z,. The lemma follows. =

It follows by Lemma 12.5 that the kernel of the projection onto the wavelet
bases viewed as subset of Lo(v) is similarly bounded, for any measure v with
a Lebesgue density that is bounded away from zero and infinity.

In Section 8 the projection has been decomposed as a sum of projections
on subspaces. Within the context of wavelet bases it is natural to choose
the blocks in this decomposition equal to unions of resolution levels, so
that all base functions at a given refinement level are included in the same
block. To this end we choose the grids n = kg < ke < --- < kr = k and
n=ly<ly <+ <lp=k defined in (8.4)-(8.5), which determine the block
size, equal to dyadic numbers

ky = 2%r ~ por/e = 2dar o p2r/B,
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This can be achieved within a factor of 2¢. The basis e, ..., e, in Section 8
can be taken equal to the functions ¢}, for ¢ = 0,...,1, j € J;, and v €
{0,1}9, with v # 0 if i > 0. Because there are 2¢ as many functions Vi
at resolution level ¢ = ig + 1 than there are at level ¢ = 4¢, the preceding
display can be satisfied.

13. Appendix 3: U-statistics. For degenerate, symmetric functions
f:X™ - R and ¢: X™ — R we have

P, f =0,
(13.1) P"(Upf)(Ung) = (nl)meg, it m = m,

(If the functions f and g are not symmetric, then the second equation needs
correction.) The variance of U, f for a general measurable symmetric func-
tion f: X™ — R can be obtained from this formula by decomposing f in its
Hoeffding decomposition

f(X1, X)) = Z f|A|(XA)7

Ac{1,...,m}

where fi4(X4) is the orthogonal projection of f(X1, ..., X;,) onto the set of
square integrable random variables that are measurable functions of X 4: =
(X;:i € A) that are orthogonal to the random variables that are measurable
functions of Xp for any B # A (see e.g. [40], Section 11.4). Because the
terms of this decomposition are orthogonal and each term with A # () is
degenerate and symmetric, we have

var, U, f = Z( > lfl

The conditional expectation Ep(f(Xl,...,Xm)|XA) is the projection of
f(Xy,...,Xp) onto the functions of Xa. The variable f4(X4) can also
be obtained by subtracting from this conditional expectation its projection
onto the linear span of the functions Xp for B C A. Consequently, the
variance P'f? is bounded by the variance of E,(f(X1,...,Xm)| Xa). This
yields the upper bound, still for symmetric functions f,

vary nf<z / /f A PERR m)dpm_l(fflﬂw“ ,l‘m)]QdPl(!El,“' , 7).
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For asymmetric f, this remains true if the integral in the right is replaced
by the maximum value of the same expression when evaluated with the
arguments of f permuted. Also note that (7}')/(}) < (m/n)!, for any | <
m<n.

If two measures P and @ are close, then the variances of a U-statistic
under P and () are obviously close too. The following quantifies this in
terms of the order of the U-statistic.

LEMMA 13.1.  For any measurable function f: X™ — R and any proba-
bility measures P < Q,

P™(Un f)? <2m H ) Q"(Unf)*.

ProoF. For A, =[]}, (p/q)(X;) the likelihood ratio of the product mea-
sures P and Q™, we can write the left side as

Q"(Unf)*An = QZZQ”XA Xp)A,

(m) |A|=m |B|=m

(13.2) =% S S QXA F(Xp)TA, = Q" (Unf)*TIA,,

() |Al=m |B|=m

where II is the orthogonal projection in Lo(Q™) onto the closed linear span
of the set of all functions of (Xi,...,X,) that can be written as a mea-
surable function of 2m variables only. As the X; are independent (cf. [40],
Section 11.4.), TIA,, = Z o 1A, for

A, = Z 1)!-MIE (Hp |XA> Z 1) |A|HP

Al<t A<l iead

since Eg(p/q)(X;) = 1. It follows that

Il <353 (DI - 20 2L

The lemma follows by substituting this bound in (13.2). =
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