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Abstract

Sup-norm curve estimation is a fundamental statisticablero and, in principle, a premise for the construction of
confidence bands for infinite-dimensional parameters. layeBian framework, the issue of whether the sup-norm-
concentration-of-posterior-measure approach propoge@ihé and Nickl (201/1), which involves solving a testing
problem exploiting concentration properties of kernel andiection-type density estimators around their expecta-
tions, can yield minimax-optimal rates is herein settledhie dfirmative beyond conjugate-prior settings obtaining
sharp rates for common prior-model pairs like random histots, Dirichlet Gaussian or Laplace mixtures, which can
be employed for density, regression or quantile estimation
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1. Introduction

The study of the frequentist asymptotic behaviour of Bagresionparametric (BNP) procedures has initially fo-
cused on the Hellinger dr'-distance loss, see Shen and Wasserman (2001) and Ga$gR000), but an extension
and generalization of the resultsltb-distance losses, 4 r < «, has been the object of two recent contributions by
\Giné and Nickl [(201/1) and Castillo (2014). Sup-norm estiarahas particularly attracted attention as it may con-
stitute the premise for the construction of confidence baviusse geometric structure can be easily visualized and
interpreted. Furthermore, as shown in the example of SE&®, the study of sup-norm posterior contraction rates
for density estimation can be motivated as being an inteigedtep for the final assessment of convergence rates for
guantile estimation.

While the contribution of Castilld (2014) has a more prioogel specific flavour, the article by Giné and Nickl

) aims at a unified understanding of the drivers of tlyenasotic behaviour of BNP procedures by developing
a new approach to the involved testing problem constructorgparametric tests that have good exponential bounds
on the type-one and type-two error probabilities that retyconcentration properties of kernel and projection-type
density estimators around their expectations.

Even iflGiné and Nickll(2011)'s approach can only be usdfalfine control of the approximation properties of
the prior support is possible, it has the merit of replacimg éntropy condition for sieve sets with approximating
conditions. However, the result, as presented in their Tdrad® (Theorem 3), can only retrieve minimax-optimal
rates forL"-losses when k r < 2, while rates deteriorate by a genuine powenah factn?, forr > 2. Thus, the
open question remains whether their approach can give ghe nates for 2< r < o for non-conjugate priors and
sub-optimal rates are possibly only an artifact of the praé herein settle this issue in th&ianative by refining
their result and proof and showing in concrete exampleghigmtapproach retrieves the right rates.

The paper is organized as follows. In Secfibn 2, we state #ie result whose proof is postponedto Appendik A.
Examples concerning filerent statistical settings like density and quantile estiiom are presented in Sectiah 3.
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2. Main result

In this section, we describe the set-up and present the neaimiloution of this note. Lef{(X, A, P), P € P)
be a collection of probability measures on a measurablees@acA) that possess densities with respect to some
o-finite dominating measurg. LetIl, be a sequence of priors o,(8), where8 is a o-field on® for which
the mapsx — p(x) are jointly measurable relative tél ® 8. Let Xy, ..., X, be i.i.d. (independent, identically
distributed) observations from a common I&y € # with densitypy on X with respect tqu, po = dPp/du. For a
probability measur® on (X, A) and anA-measurable functioh : X — R¥ k > 1, letP f denote the integrgﬁ f dP,
where, unless otherwise specified, the set of integratiomdkerstood to be the whole domain. When this notation
is applied to the empirical measuPg associated with a sampk™ := (Xy, ..., X,), namely the discrete uniform
measure on the sample values, this yidigé = n"1 3, f(X). For eachn € N, let pn(j)() = n" 3, K;(:, X))
be a kernel or projection-type density estimator baseXgon. ., X, at resolution levelj, with K; as in Definition
(@ below. Its expectation is then equalBdpn(j)(-) = PoK;(-, X1) = Kj(po)(-), where we have used the notation
Kj(po)() = ij(-, y)Po(y) dy. In order to refine Giné and Ni¢Kl (2011)'s result, we useamniration properties of
IPn(J) — K;j(po)llz around its expectation by applying McDiarmind’s inequalidr bounded dierences functions.

The following definition, which corresponds to Conditiod &.in Giné and Nickl(2015), is essential for the main
result.

Definition 1. LetX =R, X = [0, 1] or X = (0, 1]. The sequence of operators
Ki(x. y) :=2K(2'x, 2ly), x yeX, j>0,
is calledan admissible approximating sequeritcit satisfies one of the following conditions:

a) convolution kernel cas& = R: K(x, y) = K(x - y), whereK € LY(R) n L*(R), integrates to 1 and is of
boundedp-variation for some finitgp > 1 and right (left)-continuous;

b) multi-resolution projection cas&l = R: K(X, y) = Yyez #(X — K)g(y — k), with K;j as above oK;(x, y) =
K(x y) + 2};3 Sk Uik(Xvk(y), whereg, v € LY(R) N L*(R) define anS-regular wavelet basis, have bounded
p-variation for somep > 1 and are uniformly continuous, or define the Haar basis, sepit€r 4 jbidem

c) multi-resolution caseX = [0, 1]: Kjn(X, ) is the projection kernel at resolutigrof a Cohen-Daubechies-Vial
(CDV) wavelet basis, see Chapterididem

d) multi-resolution caseX = (0, 1]: Kje(X, y) is the projection kernel at resolutignof the periodization of a
scaling function satisfying b), see (4.126) and (4.1#jlem

Remark 1. A useful property ofS-regular wavelet bases is the following: there exists a megative measurable
function® € LY(R) N L*(R) such thatK(x, y)| < ®(x-Y|) for all x, y € R, that is,K is dominated by a bounded and
integrable convolution kernd.

In order to state the main result, we recall that a sequenpesifive real numberk, is slowly varyingat o if,
for eachi > 0, it holds that lim_c(Ljanj/Ln) = 1. Also, fors > 0, letL(us) be the space qfs-integrable functions,
dus(x) := (1 + |x|)%dx, equipped with the normf|| ., := f|f(x)|(1+ [X])S dx.

Theorem 1. Lete, and J, be sequences of positive real numbers suchdhat 0, ne> — co and2’ = O(ne?). For
each re {1, oo} and a slowly varying sequencgL— o, lete,r := Lnr&. Suppose that, for K as in Definitidfl),
with K2, ®2 and p that integrate(1 + |x|)S for some s> 1in cases a) and b),

IK3,(Po) = Pollr = O(enyr) (1)
and, for a constant G 0, setsP, C {P € P : ||K;,(p) — Pllr < Ckenr}, Wwhere G > 0 only depends on K, we have
(i) Tn(P\ Pn) < exp(—(C + 4)ne?),

(i) TIn(P € P : —Polog(p/po) < €2, Polog?(p/po) < €2) > exp (-Cne2).



Then, for sficiently large M > O,
PSHn(P €P 1 Ip— Pollr = Mrény | X(n)) - 0. (2)

If the convergence if@) holds for re {1, oo}, then, for each < s < co. P{ITZ(P € P : ||p — Polls = Msen | XM) -0,
wheree, := (Ln1 V Lneo)én.

The assertion, whose proof is reported in Appendix A, is aprisbability statement that the posterior mass
outside a sup-norm ball of radius a large multiMeof ¢, is negligible. The theorem provides the saméisient
condltlons for deriving sup-norm posterior contractiotesathat are minimax-optimal, up to logarithmic factors, as
in [Giné and Nick |(Z0%|1). Condition (i), which is mutuaté®m |Ghosakt all (2000), is the essential one: the
prior concentrat|0n rate is the only determinant of the @ast contraction rate at densitigg having sup-norm
approximation error of the same order against a kernel-dypeoximant, provided the prior support is almost the set
of densities with the same approximation property.

3. Examples

In this section, we apply Theordm 1 to some prior-model pasesd for (conditional) density or regression esti-
mation, including random histograms, Dirichlet Gaussiahaplace mixtures, that have been selected in an attempt
to reflect cases for which the issue of obtaining sup-norntepios rates was still open. We do not consider Gaus-
sian priors or wavelets series because these examples demesbccessfully worked outlin Castillo (2014) taking a
different approach. We furthermore exhibit an example with tfmecdi illustrating that obtaining sup-norm posterior
contraction rates for density estimation can be motivagetaing an intermediate step for the final assessment of
convergence rates for estimating single quantiles.

3.1. Density estimation

Example 1(Random dyadic histogramsfor J, € N, consider a partition of [01] into 2™ intervals pins) of equal
lengthAq n = [0, 2] and Ajon = ((j — 1)270, j27*], j = 2, ..., 2. Let Dir,n denote the Dirichlet distribution
on the (2» — 1)-dimensional unit simplex with all parameters equal t€ansider the random histogram

2%

Z Wi 2 2% 1Aj,2Jn (), (Wyom, ..., Won om) ~ Dirpn.

=1
Denote byll,x the induced law on the space of probability measures witlekgbe density on [QAL]. Let Xy, ..., X,
be i.i.d. observations from a densipg on [0, 1]. Then, the Bayes’ density estimator, that is the postexpected
histogram, has expression

2 1+ N|(x)

Shon 2%1, An (¥, x€[0, 1],

Pn(X) =

=t

wherel(x) identifies the bin containing, i.e., A n > X, andNy stands for the number of observations falling
into Ay on. Let CY([0, 1]) denote the class of Holder continuous functions anlOwith exponentr > 0. Let

éno = (n/log n)’”/(h*l) be the minimax rate of convergence ovéf ([0, 1]), || - llc)-

Proposition 1. Let X, ..., X, bei.i.d. observations from a density ¢ C*([0, 1]), witha € (0, 1], satisfying g > 0
on[0, 1]. Let J be such thag™ ~ &. Then, for sgficiently large M> 0, P3lTou (P : [[p— polle = Mén, | XM) — 0.
Consequently, 8 pn — Pollo = €na-

The first part of the assertion, which concerns posteriotregtion rates, immediately follows from Theorem
(@ combined with the proof of Proposition 3lof Giné and Nig011), whose result, together with that of Theorem
3 in[Castilld @4), is herein improved to the minimax-omi rate(n/ log n)"’/(Z”*l) for every O< o < 1. The
second part of the assertion, which concerns convergetessfoa the histogram density estimator, is a consequence of
Jensen’s inequality and convexityp# ||p— poll-, cOmbined with the fact that the pribibs. is supported on densities
uniformly bounded above by’2and that the proof of Theorefm 1 yields the exponential ordp(-eB ﬁ,a) for the
convergence of the posterior probability of the compleneéiain (Men,,)-ball aroundpy, in symbols P pn — Polle <

Meéna + 22 P00 (P2 [P = Polle > Méno | X™) < Meno + 2% exp Bne?,,), whencePy||pn — Pollc = O(en,a)-
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Example 2 (Dirichlet-Laplace mixtures)Consider, as in Scricciclo (2011), Gao and van der VaartgpGiLaplace

mixture priorIl thus defined. Fap(x) := % exp (|x]), x € R, the density of a Laplace (Q) distribution, let

e pe(’) = f<p(- — 0) dG(¥) denote a mixture of Laplace densities with mixing disttibn G,
e G ~ D,, the Dirichlet process with base measure= aga, for 0 < ar < o0 anda a probability measure oR.

Proposition 2. Let X, ..., Xn be i.i.d. observations from a density,p with Gy supported on a compact interval
[-a, a]. If @ has support ori—a, a] with continuous Lebesgue density bounded below away@rand above from
o0, then, for syficiently large M> 0, PJII(P : |Ip — polle > M(n/logn)=3/8| X™) — 0. Consequently, for the Bayes’
estimatorpn(-) = [ pe()II(dG | X™) we have Blpn — poll = (n/ logn)=*/%.

Proof. It is known from Proposition 4 ih_Gao and van der Vaart (2018t the small-ball probability estimate in
condition (i) of Theorenf]l is satisfied fer, = (n/logn)~¥/8. For the bias condition, we tak®, to be the support
of IT and show that, for2 ~ &;*/* = (n/ logn)Y/8 and any symmetric density with finite second moment, we have
IIK3,(ps) — Psll = O(&) uniformly over the support dfl. Indeed, by applying Lemniad 1 wigh= 2, for eachx € R

it results|K,(pe)(X) — pa(¥)I? < 11Ky, (pe) — pall < [IBH)PIK(2Pt) — 12 dt ~ (27)~%(BE x 12[K])(2%*)~3, which
implies that both condition§{1) and (i) are satisfied. Theedt#on on the Bayes’ estimator follows from the same
arguments laid out for random histograms together withalsethatpg < 1/2 uniformly inG. O

Example 3(Dirichlet-Gaussian mixtures)Consider, as in Ghosal and van der Vaart (2001, 2007), 8halh(2013),
m.

), a Gaussian mixture pridx G thus defined. Fop the standard normal density, let

o Pro() = f¢g(~ — 6) dF(#) denote a mixture of Gaussian densities with mixing distidn F,

e F ~ D,, the Dirichlet process with base measure= ara, for 0 < ag < o anda a probability measure on
IR, which has continuous and positive densityd) « e as|g| — o, for some constants @ b < oo and
0<0<2,

e o ~ G which has continuous and positive dengjtyn (0, o) such that, for constants9C;, C,, D1, D, < oo,
0<st<oo,

Cio~Sexp (Diotlog'(1/0) < g(o) < CooSexp Dz tlogl(1/0))

for all o in a neighborhood of 0.

Let C*(R) denote the class of Holder continuous function&owith exponenp > 0. Letens = (n/ log n)_ﬁ/(%’l) be
the minimax rate of convergence oveéf(R), || - |l.). For any reaB > 0, let|3] stand for the largest integer strictly
smaller tharg.

Proposition 3. Let X, ..., X, be i.i.d. observations from a density p L*(R) n CA(R) such that conditiorii) is
satisfied fore, . Then, for sfficiently large M> 0, P3(IT x G)((F, o) : lIpre — Polle > Méng | X™) — 0.

Proof. LetK e L'(R) be a convolution kernel such that
o [XK(X)dx=1g(K), k=0, ..., 8], and [ |XFIK(X)|dx < oo,
e the Fourier transforrk has supg) c [-1, 1].

Let2h ~ ei/’f. For everyx € R, |K;,(Po)(X)—po(¥)| < C1(27 ) < e, where the constafll o (1/[8]!) [ IXFIK (X)) dx
does not depend ox Thus,|IKy,(Po) — Polle = O(eng). For the bias condition, let,, := E(neﬁ’ﬁ)‘l(log n)¥, with
1/2 <y < tand a suitable constantOE < co. For everyo > ¢, and uniformly inF,

[ [ Kaostx=v=1) = o~ v ducr )

”KJn(pF,U') - pF,O'”oo = Sup
xeR

1

< 2= sup f f &3, IR (27 — 1 dtdF (v)
271' XeR

T

1 ~
< BORSolen e,z S0t <o
[t]>2%n

becaused,2*)? « (logn)? > (logn) asy > 1/2. Now, G(o < o) < o,Sexp([Dao;tlog(1/a,)]) <
exp (-(C + 4)ne?) because < t, which implies that the remaining mass conditidh is satisfied. O
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Remark 2. Conditions on the densitgy under which assumption (ii) of Theordr 1 is satisfied can hmdo for

instance, in_Sheat all (2013) and Scricciolo (2014).

3.2. Quantile estimation

Fort € (0, 1), consider the problem of estimating theuantileqf of the population distribution functioo from
observation, ..., X,. For any (possibly unbounded) intentat R and functiorg on |, define the Holder norm as

Lo
19/ (¥) - gy

lalleray == > Ng®llem + sup 2239 W

e kz:(:) ’ 0 X,yEIZE();ty |X — y|o-Lal

Let C°(1) denote the space of continuous and bounded functiorisam C(1, R) = {g € C°(I) : llgllcey < R},
R> 0.

Proposition 4. Suppose that, givene (0, 1), there are constants £ > 0 so that p(- + qf) € C*([-¢, ], R) and

inf X)>T. 3
L Po(X) )

Consider a priofil concentrated on probability measures having densites@j) € C*([-¢, <], R). If, for syficiently
large M, the posterior probability HI(P : [|p — polle > Mény | XM) — 0, then, there exists M> 0 so that

POII(g" — o5l = M &’ | X™) — 0.

Proof. We preliminarily make the following remark. L&¥(X) := f_); p(y)dy, x € R. Fort € (0, 1), letqg” be ther-
quantile ofF. By Lagrange’s theorem, there exists a pafnbetweerg” andqf so that-(q7) — F(qf) = p(a:) (9" —ag)-
Consequently,

q a5 q 0o
O=r-7= f P9 f ECES fq p(X) dx + f P09 — o] dx = PUEE - ) + [F(6) - Folc)

0

If p(qf) > 0, then
o [F(@)) - Fo(gp)]  [F(ap) -]
—WYW =" T =~ T (4)
p(ar) P(g?)
In order to upper bounid™ - gj|, by appealing to relationshipl(4), we can separately coti(af) — Fo(qf)| andp(q).
Let the kernel functiork € L(R) be such that

o [XK()dx=10(k),k=0, ..., [a]+1,and[[x**K(x)|dx < oo,
e its Fourier transfornK has supg{) < [-1, 1].

By Lemma 5.2 in_Dattneet all (2013),

%
f [Kb * Po — Po](X) dx| < Db™**, (5)

—00

sup
Po(-+ag)eC([-¢. ¢1. R

with D := [R/(La] + 1)! + 27-@+D] [ |x@+K(x)| dx. Write

(6 - Fo@) = [ ® [Ko * po - Pol() dx-+ [ Ko * (p— PI(X) dx+ [ " lp= Ko pIO) dx =t Ty + To+ Ta.

By inequality [3), we hav¢T| = O(b®*1). By the same reasonind;s| = O(b**1). We now consideT,. Taking into
account thatf K(x) dx = 1 and

T2:=[Kb*(F—Fo)](QS)=f%K(q6t;u

)(F—Fo)(u)du=— f K(2)(F—Fo)(gg—b?) dz = f K(2)(FoF)(c-b2) dz
5



for some point betweergy — bzandc, (clearly, depends oy, z b),
T2 = [Kp x (F = Fo)l(qp) ¥ (Fo — F)(qp) = fK(Z)[(Fo — F)(0g - b2) - (Fo - F)(ag)l dz+ (Fo — F)(ap)
= fK(Z)(—bZ)[Dl(Fo - F)(@)]dz+ (Fo - F)(dp)
=(-b) fZK(Z)[( Po — P)(&)]dz+ (Fo - F)(ap).

Then,F(qf) - Fo(cf) = T1+ T+ (=b) [ ZK(I(po - P)(&)] dz~ [(F - Fo)(qp)], which implies that 2F (qf) — Fo(a)] =
T1+T3+(=b) [ ZK(@)[(po—p)(£)] dz. It follows that 2F (q5) - Fo(af)| < [Tal+[Tsl+blpo— plle [ |2IK(2)| dz. Taking into
account thaf 2K (2)| dz < oo, [Ta| = O(b**1) and|Ts = O(b**), choosingd = O(enls’), we havelF (af) — Fo(gh) <
[Tal +[Tal+ bllpo— Plles S b*** +blpo — Pl S &g " If [P~ Polleo S €no then, under conditioi(3p(qy) > r —7 > 0
for every O< n < r. In fact, for any interval 2 [qg — £, qf + ¢] that includes the poing” so that it also includes the
intermediate poing; betweerg” andqy, for anyn > 0 we havey 2 [|p — poll > sup [P(X) — po(X)| = [P(X) — po(X)|
for everyX'e I. It follows thatp(qr) > po(qr) — 1 = infxeqr—¢. g5+ Po(X) =1 = r — 7. Conclude the proof by noting
that, in virtue of [@),PIII(P : |Ip - polls < Meéne | X™) < PI(G7 — gl < M’ens’® | X™). The assertion then
follows. O

Remark 3. Propositio % considers local Holder regularitymf, which seems natural for estimating single quan-
tiles. Clearly, requirements opy are automatically satisfied ifp is globally Holder regular and, in this case,
the minimax-optimal sup-norm rate &5, = (n/logn)~*/®*+Y so that the rate for estimating single quantiles is
e = (n/logn)~@*D/@e+1)  The conditions on the random densjtyare automatically satisfied if the prior is

concentrated on probability measures possessing glotaltyer regular densities.

Appendix A. Proof of Theorem[]

Proof. Using the remaining mass condition (i) and the small-balbability estimate (ii), by the proof of Theorem
2.1 inlGhosakt all (2000), it is enough to construct, for each {1, «}, a test¥,,, for the hypothesis

Ho: P=Py vs. H:{Pe®Pn:Ilp—pollr = M ensl,

with M, > O large enough, wherg,, = ‘Pn,r(X(”); Po) : X" — {0, 1} is the indicator function of the rejection region
of Ho, such that

Pj¥nr — 0 asn— o and sup P"(1 - Wn) < exp(-KMZne2,) for sufficiently largen,
PePn:1Ip—poll- =M éns

whereK;M? > (C + 4), the constan€ > 0 being that appearing in (i) and (ii). By assumptibh (1) r¢hexists a
constantCo, > 0 such that|Pgpn — pollr = IIKs,(Po) = Pollr < Corénr. DefineTnr = [Ipn — pollr. For a constant
Mo, > Co,, define the evendy, := (Tny > Mo, en,) and the tesWp; := 1a,,. For

e r = 1, the triangular inequalitfn: < [|Pn — PgPnlls + [IPGPn — Poll1 implies that, whernTn1 > Mo,
1P = PgPnlls = Tr1 = IP§Pn — Pollz > Mosens — [IPgPn = Pollz = (Mo1 — Co1)én;

e I = oo, we haveipn(X) — po(X)| < [Pn(X) — PgPn(X)| + [PgPn(X) — Po(X)| < [IPn — PgPnlly + [IP3Pn — Polle for
everyx € R. It follows thatTne < |[pn — PgPnlls + [IPGPn — Polle, Which implies that, wheiTn e > Mo wén.co
[1Bn = PgPnllz = Trneo = IPGPr = Polleo > Mocoénco = [IPgPn = Polleo = (Mo,co = Co,e0) € co-

Leth: X" - [0, 2] be the function defined &&X™) := ||pn—P)Pnll1. Thus, for each € {1, oo}, whenTn, > Mo, ény,
the inequalityh(X(™W) > (Mo, — Co,)en, holds. Therefore, to control the type-one error probapilitis enough to
bound above the probability on the right-hand side of thiofahg display

PiWn, < PR(h(X™) > (Mo, — Cor)eny), (A1)
6



which can be done using McDiarmind’s inequality, McDiarm(l®89). Given any® := (x, ..., x,) € X", for each

1 <i < n, letx be theith component ok™ andx := (x + 6) a perturbation of théh variable withs € R so that
X € X. Lettinge be the canonical vector with all zeros except for a 1 inithgosition, the vector with the perturbed
ith variable can be expressedd + se. If

(a) the functionh hasbounded dferencesfor some non-negative constats . . ., Cp,

sup |h(x™) — (X" + de) < c, 1<i<n,
X %

(b) Pgh(X®) = O(en),
then, forC := 1, ciz, by McDiarmind’s bounded dlierences inequality,
Vt>0, PJ(Ih(X™) - Poh(X™)| > t) < 2 exp(-2t?/C).
We show that4) and ) are verified.

(a) Using the inequalityal — |b]| < |a— b|, setting® = K under conditiora) of Definition (1),

n
Vie(l....n, suplh(x”) —h(x™ +ge)| = sup ['1 D7 Ka, 06 %) = Ko, (Po)(¥)
X, X X, % n{=

g |% DK% %)+ FK5,0 ) ~ Ko ()Y

i#1’

Jx

1 2
< sup—|IKy, (-, %) = Ky, (5 %)l < —[IDfla.
x,x N n

Hence h has bounded elierences witlt; = 2||®|;/n, 1 <i < n.

(b) By Theorem 5.1.5 in_Giné and Ni¢kl (201F)5h(X™) < L+/2%/n = O(e,), with the following upper bounds
for the constank.:

¢ under conditions) andb) of Definition (1), settingh = K in casea), L < v2/(s- 1)||(D2|Ii/lfp )Ilpolli/lfp Y

e under conditions) andd), L < C(¢)(1 V |Ipoll1/2)Y/?, where the constai@(¢) only depends op.

Fora € (0, 1), takingt = V2a(Mq, — Co;)énr,

PS(h(X™) — P3h(X™)| > V2a(Moy — Coy)enr) < 2 exp(—a?(Moy — Cor)?nez, /ID|3).
By (b), there exists a constaht > L so thatPih(X™) < L’e, = (L'/Lns)en,. HenceJh(X™) — POh(X™)| > h(X™) —
PIN(X™) > h(X™)— (L’ /Lns)en. Thus, for stiiciently largeLq, so that [Moy —Cor) = (L'/Lnr)] = V2a(Mo, —Coy),

Pg(”ﬁn - F%f’n”l > (Mg; — Co)ény) < P8(|h(X(n)) - PSh(X(n))I 2 \/EQ(MOJ —Coyr)eny)
< 2exp(~a*(Mor — Cor)’ney, /|[O13).

We now provide an exponential upper bound on the type-twar @nobability. For € {1, =}, letP € £, be such
that||p — pollr > M;&n. For

e r=1,whenT; < Moi6n1,

1P = pollz < Ilp = P"Pulla + 11Pn = P"Palls + Tna < 1P = P"Palle + 11Pn — P Prlls + Moséns,



o 1 =00, WhenT, e < Mocénco,
VxeX, 1p(X)—po()<IIp=P"Brlleo + IPn = P"Prllz + Tneo < 1P = PPl + [Pn = P"Prll1 + Moo €n,c0s

which implies that|p — Polle < 1P = P"Pulle + [1Pn = P"Pnll2 + Mo,co€nco0-

Summarizing, forr € {1, co}, whenT,, < Mo,én,, we havelp — pollr < [Ip— P"Pallr + lIPn — P"Pulls + Morény. If
SUbep, llp—P"Bully = SURbep, [Ip— Ka, (Pl < Ckeény, We have|pn, — P"Ballz = llp — pollr — IIp = PPnllr — Mo, énr >
[M; = (Ck + Mo,)]enr. Using, as before, McDiarmind’s inequality withplaying the same role &%, we get that for
a constant € (0, 1) small enough and{; — (Ck + Mo,)] > 0,

sup Pn(l_ ¢n,r) = Pn(”ﬁn - pO”r < MO,rfn,r) = P(”pn - Pnpn”l > [Mr - (CK + MO,r)]fn,r)
PePn: lIp—pollr =Mréns

< 2exp Ca?[Mr - (C + Moy)I?nel, /10]).
We need that’[ M, — (Ck + Mo,)]?/lI®l12 > (C + 4), which implies that, — (Ck + Moy)] > @ Y|®|l1 VC + 4. This
concludes the proof of the first assertion.

If the convergence if{2) holds far= 1 andr = oo, then the last assertion of the statement follows from the
interpolation inequality: for every & s < oo, ||p — polls < max{Ip — Poll1, lIP — Pollw}- 0

Appendix B. Auxiliary results for Proposition Bl

Following|Parzen (1962), Watson and L eadbktter (1963),deptthe subsequent definition.

Definition 2. The Fourier transform or characteristic function of a Lebae probability density function p dR,
denoted by, is said todecrease algebraically of deggge O if

ltl‘im 1Pt = Bp, 0 < Bp < co.

The following lemma is essentially contained in the firsiotteen of section 3B in Watson and Leadbetter (1963).

Lemma 1. Let pe L?(R) be a probability density with characteristic function tfucreases algebraically of degree
B> 1/2. Let he LY(R) have Fourier transforn satisfying

L[] := ”]ﬂ%)'zdt < 0. (B.1)

Thens~26-Y2)||p - p hy||2 — (27)71B2 x Ig[h] ass — O.

Proof. Sincep € LY(R) n L%(R), then||p = hsllq < IIpllglhslls < o0, for g = 1, 2. Thus,p * h; € LY{(R) n L%(R). It
follows that (p — p * hs) € L*(R) N L?(R). Hence,

1-h@@P
'|Z|%nz/6|2ﬂ|r)(z/é)l2 - B} dz},

where the second integral tends to 0 by the dominated coemeegheorem because of assumpfion](B.1). O

6%t o
1P =P holld = &~ {82 x 150 +

In the next remark, which is essentially dU@%é):tion 3, we consider a ficient condition for a
functionh € L1(R) to satisfy requiremenf{Bl.1).

Remark 4. If h e LY(R), then [~ t-%|1- h(t)2dt < oo for 8 > 1/2. Suppose further that there exists an integer2
such that[ X"h(x)dx =0, form=1, ..., r — 1, and [ x'h(x) dx # 0. Then,

K ) r-1 .. ; . 1 - .
1 trh(t)] —— f[e'tx _ Z(; @h(x)] dx = T l o fxrh(x)fo (1 - u)1e™ dudx — _:_! fxrh(x) dx.

J:

ast — 0. Forr > B, the integralfol 281 — R(t)|2dt < . Conversely, for < g, the integral diverges. Therefore,
for 1/2 < B < 2, any symmetric probability densitywith finite second moment is such tHg[ﬁ] < co and condition

(B.) is verified.
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