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Many statistical procedures, including goodness-of-fit tests and
methods for independent component analysis, rely critically on the
estimation of the entropy of a distribution. In this paper, we seek
entropy estimators that are efficient and achieve the local asymptotic
minimax lower bound with respect to squared error loss. To this end,
we study weighted averages of the estimators originally proposed by
Kozachenko and Leonenko (1987), based on the k-nearest neighbour
distances of a sample of n independent and identically distributed
random vectors in R?. A careful choice of weights enables us to ob-
tain an efficient estimator in arbitrary dimensions, given sufficient
smoothness, while the original unweighted estimator is typically only
efficient when d < 3. In addition to the new estimator proposed
and theoretical understanding provided, our results facilitate the con-
struction of asymptotically valid confidence intervals for the entropy
of asymptotically minimal width.

1. Introduction. The concept of entropy plays a central role in infor-
mation theory, and has found a wide array of uses in other disciplines, in-
cluding statistics, probability and combinatorics. The (differential) entropy
of a random vector X with density function f is defined as

Hzmmzﬂuwrmmwunz—LﬂmMﬂ@w

where X := {x : f(z) > 0}. It represents the average information content of
an observation, and is usually thought of as a measure of unpredictability.
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In statistical contexts, it is often the estimation of entropy that is of pri-
mary interest, for instance in goodness-of-fit tests of normality (Vasicek,
1976) or uniformity (Cressie, 1976), tests of independence (Goria et al.,
2005), independent component analysis (Miller and Fisher, 2003) and feature
selection in classification (Kwak and Choi, 2002). See, for example, Beirlant
et al. (1997) and Paninski (2003) for other applications and an overview of
nonparametric techniques, which include methods based on sample spacings
in the univariate case (e.g. El Haje Hussein and Golubev , 2009), histograms
(Hall and Morton, 1993) and kernel density estimates (Paninski and Ya-
jima, 2008; Sricharan, Wei and Hero, 2013), among others. The estimator
of Kozachenko and Leonenko (1987) is particularly attractive as a starting
point, both because it generalises easily to multivariate cases, and because,
since it only relies on the evaluation of kth-nearest neighbour distances, it
is straightforward to compute.

To introduce this estimator, for n > 2, let Xy,...,X,, be independent
random vectors with density f on R?. Write || - || for the Euclidean norm
on R?, and fori = 1,...,n, let X(1),ir-++»X(n-1),; denote a permutation of

{X1,..., X} \ {X;} such that HX(I),Z - X <... < ”X(n—l),i — X;||. For
conciseness, we let

Py = 1 Xy, — Xl
denote the distance between X; and the kth nearest neighbour of X;. The
Kozachenko—Leonenko estimator of the entropy H is given by

n d
S 1 Ply.iVa(n —1)
(1) Hp = Hp(X1,..., Xn) -—;Z;log<w ’

where Vj := n%2/T'(1 + d/2) denotes the volume of the unit d-dimensional
Fuclidean ball and where ¥ denotes the digamma function. In fact, this
is a generalisation of the estimator originally proposed by Kozachenko and
Leonenko (1987), which was defined for & = 1. For integers k we have ¥ (k) =
—y + Zf;ll 1/j where 7 := 0.577216. .. is the Euler-Mascheroni constant,
so that e?®)/k — 1 as k — oo. This estimator can be regarded as an
attempt to mimic the ‘oracle’ estimator H := —n~t > | log f(X;), based
on a k-nearest neighbour density estimate that relies on the approximation

k d
n_1 ~ Vdp(k),lf(Xl)'

It turns out that, when d < 3 and other regularity conditions hold, the
estimator H,, in (1) has the same asymptotic behaviour as H}, in that

n'?(H, — H) 4 N (0, Varlog f(X1)).
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EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 3

We will see that in such settings, this estimator is asymptotically efficient,
in the sense of, e.g., van der Vaart (1998, p. 367). However, when d >
4, a non-trivial bias typically precludes its efficiency. Our main object of
interest, therefore, will be a generalisation of the estimator (1), formed as a
weighted average of Kozachenko—Leonenko estimators for different values of
k, where the weights are chosen to try to cancel the dominant bias terms.
More precisely, for a weight vector w = (w1, ..., w;)" € R* with 25:1 wj =
1, we consider the estimator

. 1 n k
H;LU = ;Zij logﬁ(j)ﬂ-,

i=1 j=1

where & ; := e YOV (n— 1)9?]'),1" Weighted estimators of this general type
have been considered recently (e.g. Sricharan, Wei and Hero, 2013; Moon et
al., 2016), though our construction of the weights and our analysis is new. In
particular, we show that under stronger smoothness assumptions, and with
a suitable choice of weights, the weighted Kozachenko—Leonenko estimator
is efficient in arbitrary dimensions.

There have been several previous studies of the (unweighted) Kozachenko—
Leonenko estimator, but results on the rate of convergence have until now
confined either to the case k = 1 or (very recently) the case where k is fixed
as n diverges. The original Kozachenko and Leonenko (1987) paper proved
consistency of the estimator under mild conditions in the case k = 1. Tsy-
bakov and Van der Meulen (1996) proved that the mean squared error of a
truncated version of the estimator is O(n~!) when k = 1 and d = 1 under a
condition that is almost equivalent to an exponential tail; Biau and Devroye
(2015) showed that the bias vanishes asymptotically while the variance is
O(n~1) when k = 1 and f is compactly supported and bounded away from
zero on its support. Very recently, in independent work and under regularity
conditions, Delattre and Fournier (2017) derived the asymptotic normality
of the estimator when k = 1, confirming the suboptimal asymptotic vari-
ance in this case. Previous works on the general k case include Singh et al.
(2003), where heuristic arguments were presented to suggest the estimator
is consistent for general d and general fixed k and has variance O(n~1!) for
d = 1 and general fixed k. Gao, Oh and Viswanath (2016) obtain a mean
squared error bound of O(n~!) up to polylogarithmic factors for fixed k
and d < 2, though the only densities which the authors can show satisfy
their tail condition have bounded support. Singh and Péczos (2016) obtain
a similar bound (without the polylogarithmic factors, but explicitly assum-
ing bounded support) for fixed k and d < 4. Mnatsakanov et al. (2008) allow
k to diverge with n, and show that the estimator is consistent for general d.
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Plug-in kernel methods are also popular for entropy estimation. Paninski
and Yajima (2008), for example, show that a smaller bandwidth than would
be required for a consistent density estimator can still yield a consistent
entropy estimator. A k-nearest neighbour density estimate can be regarded
as a kernel estimator with a bandwidth that depends both on the data
and on the point at which the estimate is required. Sricharan, Wei and
Hero (2013) obtain the parametric rate of convergence for a plug-in kernel
method, assuming bounded support and at least d derivatives in the interior
of the support.

Importantly, the class of densities considered in our results allows the
support of the density to be unbounded; for instance, it may be the whole
of R%. Such settings present significant new challenges and lead to differ-
ent behaviour compared with more commonly-studied situations where the
underlying density is compactly supported and bounded away from zero on
its support. To gain intuition, consider the following second-order Taylor
expansion of H(f) around a density estimator f:

H(f)%—/Rdf(x)logf(x)da:—%< y J}((j)) dx—l).

When f is bounded away from zero on its support, one can estimate the
(smaller order) second term on the right-hand side, thereby obtaining effi-
cient estimators of entropy in higher dimensions (Laurent, 1996); however,
when f is not bounded away from zero on its support such procedures are no
longer effective. To the best of our knowledge, therefore, this is the first time
that a nonparametric entropy estimator has been shown to be efficient in
multivariate settings for densities having unbounded support. (We remark
that when d = 1, the histogram estimator of Hall and Morton (1993) is
known to be efficient under fairly strong tail conditions.)

The outline of the rest of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we give
our main results on the mean squared error and asymptotic normality of
weighted Kozachenko-Leonenko estimators, and discuss confidence interval
construction. These main results arise from asymptotic expansions for the
bias and variance, which are stated in Section 3. Here, we also give examples
to illustrate densities satisfying our conditions, discuss how they may be
weakened, and address the fixed k case. Corresponding lower bounds are
presented in Section 4. Proofs of main results are presented in Section 5
with auxiliary material and detailed bounds for various error terms deferred
to the Appendix, which appears as the supplementary material Berrett,
Samworth and Yuan (2017).

We conclude the introduction with some notation used throughout the pa-
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EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 5

per. For z € R? and r > 0, let B,(r) be the closed Euclidean ball of radius r
about x, and let B2(r) := B, (r) \ {z} denote the corresponding punctured
ball. We write ||A|lop and |A| for the operator norm and determinant, re-
spectively, of A € R¥9 and let ||A|| denote the vectorised Euclidean norm
of a vector, matrix or array. For a smooth function f : R? — [0, 00), we write

f(x), f(z) and f0™)(x) respectively for the gradient vector of f at z, Hessian
matrix of f at z and the array with (ji,...,jm,)th entry M. We also

T ...0T;
write Af(x) = Z;'l:1 %(:ﬂ) for its Laplacian, and ||f|e = supgerd f(2)

for its uniform norm.

2. Main results. We begin by introducing the class of densities over
which our results will hold. Let F; denote the class of all density functions
with respect to Lebesgue measure on R%. For f € Fy and o > 0, let

palf) = [ el (@) do.

Now let A denote the class of decreasing functions a : (0,00) — [1,00)
satisfying a(d) = o(07¢) as 6 N\, 0, for every ¢ > 0. If a € A, 8 > 0
and f € Fyis m = [fB] — l-times differentiable and = € X, we define
ro(z) = {8dY%a(f(x))} Y/ B ) and

My 5(x) = m{ max @I Hf(m)(y)—f(m)(wﬂl}

t=1,....m f(l‘) yeB2(ra(x)) f(x)Hy - $||ﬁ_m

The quantity My, g(x) measures the smoothness of derivatives of f in
neighbourhoods of z, relative to f(z) itself. Note that these neighbour-
hoods of x are allowed to become smaller when f(z) is small. Finally, for
0 :=(0,00)* x A, and 0 = («a, B,1,7,a) € O, let

Fap = {f € Fa:palf) v |[fllo v, sup Mygqp(z) <a(6) Vo > 0}.
f(x)>

z:f(x)=>

We note here that Lemma 12 in the online supplement can be used to derive a
nestedness property of the classes with respect to the smoothness parameter,
namely that if § = (o, 8,7,v,a) € ©, 8’ € (0,8) and o/(8) = 15d11/24(5),
then Fq9 C Fgg, where ¢ = (o, 8',7,v,d") € ©. In Section 3.2 below, we
discuss the requirements of the class Fg¢ in greater detail, and give several
examples, including Gaussian and multivariate-t densities, which belong to
Fa,p for suitable 6.
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6 T. B. BERRETT, R. J. SAMWORTH AND M. YUAN

We now introduce the class of weights w = (wy, ..., wy)” that we consider.
For k € N, let

k .
Wk .= {wERk:ijwzo for 0 =1,...,|d/4]

= L'(j)
k
(2) ij:1andwj:Oifjgé{Lk/dJ,L%/dj,...,k}}.

Our main result below shows that for appropriately chosen weight vectors in
W®) | the normalised risk of the weighted Kozachenko-Leonenko estimator
HY converges in a uniform sense to that of the oracle estimator HY :=
—n~13°"  log f(X;). Theorem 8 in Section 4 shows that this limiting risk
is optimal.

THEOREM 1. Fiz d € N and 0 = («,8,v,7v,a) € O with o > d and
with B > d/2. Let ki = ki, and ki = ki, denote any two deterministic

sequences of positive integers with ki < ki, with k§/ log®n — oo and with
kEf =O(n™) and k} = o(n™), where

71 < min 2a a—d 45 To := min 1—01/7/41—i
! 5a+3d’ 2a 4B +3d) T 1+ [d/4]" 28

and 5* := B N 1. There exists kg € N, depending only on d, such that for
each k > kg, we can find w = w® ¢ W) with SUPg> 1, |lw®|| < co. For
such w,

(3) sup  sup nE{(H} — Hy)*} =0
ke{ky,...ki} f€Fan

as n — oo. In particular,

sup  sup |nEf{(HY — H()?} - V()] >0,
ke{ky,....kT} f€Fa0

where V(f) := Varylog f(X1) = folog2f — H(f)2.

We remark that the level of smoothness we require for efficiency in The-
orem 1, namely 5 > d/2 is more than is needed for the two-stage estimator
of Laurent (1996) in the case where f is compactly supported and bounded
away from zero on its support, where § > d/4 suffices. As alluded to in the
introduction, the fact that the function = — —xlogx is non-differentiable
at x = 0 means that the entropy functional is no longer smooth when f has
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EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 7

full support, so the arguments of Laurent (1996) can no longer be applied
and very different behaviour may occur (Lepski, Nemirovski and Spokoiny,
1999; Cai and Low, 2011).

It is also useful, e.g. for the purposes of constructing confidence intervals
for the entropy, to understand the asymptotic normality of the estimator.
To this end, let H denote the class of functions h : R — R with ||hljs <1
and |h(z) — h(y)| < |z — y| for all z,y € R. For probability measures P, Q

on R, we write
[ nar-q)

—00

dBL(P7 Q) ‘= sup
heH

for the bounded Lipschitz distance between P and (). Recall that dpp,
metrises weak convergence. The asymptotic variance V(f) can be estimated
analogously to H(f) by V¥ := max(V,"’,0), where

n k
7w 1 Tw
VY= - Z ij log” () — (HY)?.

i=1 j=1

Fixing ¢ € (0,1), this suggests that a natural asymptotic (1 — ¢)-level con-
fidence interval for H(f) is given by

Ing = [Hy —n= P2y n(VOV2 HY 4022 5 (V)2

where z, is the (1—¢)th quantile of the standard normal distribution; see also
Delattre and Fournier (2017). Write £(Z) for the distribution of a random
variable Z.

THEOREM 2. Under the conditions of Theorem 1, we have

sup sup dpr (L(n"/2(HY — H(£)), N(0,V())) =0
kE{k*,...,kT}fE}—d,g

as n — oo. Consequently,

sup sup sup
q€(0,1) ke{kg,...kT} fEF a0

Py (Ing > H() = (1= )| = 0.

We remark that the choice k = k, = [log®n] with w = w®) ¢ W)
satisfying supy>y, |w® || < oo for the weighted Kozachenko-Leonenko esti-
mator satisfies the conditions for efficiency in Theorem 1 whenever f € F49
with 0 = (o, 8,7,v,a) € © satisfying a > d and § > d/2; knowledge of
the precise values of @ and [ is not required. Moreover, the uniformity
of the asymptotics in k means that if k, = /;;n(Xl,...,Xn) is a data-
driven choice of k, the conclusions Theorem 2 remain valid provided that
P(kn < k&) + P(kn > k¥) — 0.
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8 T. B. BERRETT, R. J. SAMWORTH AND M. YUAN

3. Bias and variance expansions for Kozachenko—Leonenko es-
timators.

3.1. Bias. The proof of (3) is derived from separate expansions for the
bias and variance of the weighted Kozachenko-Leonenko estimator, and we
treat the bias in this subsection. To gain intuition, we initially focus for
simplicity of exposition on the unweighted estimator

R 1 &
Hn:;;bg&,

where we have written ¢; as shorthand for & ;. For = € R? and u € [0, 00),
we introduce the sequence of distribution functions

n—1

R OES CETLEEE ol (o PR E

Jj=k
where

V), 1/
P = fly)dy — and 1y = {7} :
/Bx(rn,u) ( ) Vd(n — 1)

Further, for u € [0, 00), define the limiting (Gamma) distribution function

9] . 0 vJ
Fu(u) = exp{-uf (2)e" D} Y T uf(0)e? O — e 3 2,
25 27

where )\, ,, := uf(x)e?®). That this is the limit distribution for each fixed k
follows from a Poisson approximation to the Binomial distribution and the
Lebesgue differentiation theorem. We therefore expect that
E(H,) = / f(x)/ logudF, ;(u) dz ~ / f(ac)/ logudF,(u)dx
X 0 x 0

0 O
:/Xf(x)/o 1og(tf($) )e (kt_ e = H.

Although we do not explicitly use this approximation in our asymptotic
analysis of the bias, it motivates much of our development. It also explains
the reason for using e¥®*) in the definition of &(k),i» rather than simply k.
Lemma 3 below gives an expression for the asymptotic bias of the unweighted
Kozachenko-Leonenko estimator.
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EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 9

LEMMA 3. Fizd € N and 0 = (o, B,v,7,a) € ©. Let k* = k' denote any
deterministic sequence of positive integers with k* = O(n'=¢) as n — oo for
some € > 0. Then there exist A\1,...,A[g/21-1 € R, depending only on f and
d, such that supycr, , max;—1 __ [5/2]-1 |A\i| < oo and for each € > 0,

a B8
kavd™ ka
nm_e nd

as n — oo, uniformly for k € {1,...,k*}, where \y =0 if 21 > da/(a + d).

[8/2]- 'p

k+2l/d) (n)
Ef(Hn)—H - Z n+21/d)A

sup
J€Fa0

When d > 3, a > 2d/(d — 2) and 8 > 2, we have

)\1: 1 Af( )dx,

2(d-+ 2V S T

which is finite under these assumptions; cf. the second part of Proposition 9
in Section 5.1. Moreover, since, for each [ > 0, we have % = n_zl/d{l—l-

O(n™ 1)}, we deduce from Lemma 3 that in this setting,

sup Ef(ﬁn) - H +

f€F a0 2(d + 2)V T (k)yn2/d Ja f(x)*/

L(k +2/d) Af(@) ‘: <%2>

In particular, when d > 4 and f X7 )2 / —dx # 0, the bias of the unweighted
Kozachenko—Leonenko estimator precludes its efficiency.

On the other hand, Lemma 3 motivates the definition of the class of weight
vectors W) in (2), and facilitates the expansion for the bias of the weighted
Kozachenko—Leonenko estimator in Corollary 4 below. In particular, since
2(|d/4])+1)/d > 1/2, we see that this result provides conditions under which
the bias is o(n_l/ 2) for suitably chosen k. This explains why we let £ take
values in the range {1,...,|d/4]} in (2).

COROLLARY 4. Assume the conditions of Lemma 3. If w = w®) e Wk)
k
for k > kg and supy>y, |w® || < oo, then for every e > 0,
2(ld/4]+1) B

kara ¢ ko4 kd
sup ‘Ef Hw | - (max{ & 2(ld/4]+1) 7 _/3}>’
n-da — nd

fE.Fd 0 natd

uniformly for k € {1,... k*}.
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10 T. B. BERRETT, R. J. SAMWORTH AND M. YUAN

The proof of Lemma 3 is given in Section 5.1, but we present here some
of the main ideas that are particularly relevant for the case d > 3, a >
2d/(d —2) and 8 € (2,4]. First, note that

dF,, . (u)

Opn,zu
4 7 = Bgn— n,z,u —
(4) I kan—k(Pnzu)

ou

where B, 5(s) := B, ;s }(1 — 5)’~! denotes the density of a Beta(a,b) ran-
dom variable at s 6 (0 1), with Bab = I'(a)T'(b)/T(a + b). For z € X
and r > 0, define hy(r) := [ B, (T, y) dy. Since hy(r) is a continuous, non-

decreasing function of r, We can deﬁne a left-continuous inverse for s € (0, 1)
by

(5) hil(s) ;== inf{r > 0: hy(r) > s} = inf{r > 0: hy(r) = s},
so that h,(r) > s if and only if r > h;1(s). We use the approximation

sl+2/dAf(x)

V h—l d% _
e VP )

for small s > 0, which is formalised in Lemma 10(ii) in Section 5.1. In the
case d > 3, a > 2d/(d—2) and § € (2,4], the proof of Lemma 3 can be seen
as justifying the use of the above approximation in the following:

i) = /X (@) /0 S log udF (u) da
:/f(;p)/llog<vd(n ;i?ggl(s)d>Bk,n_k(s)dsdx

n— “2/A2/AN £ (g
= [ [ {ie(i570) - s e Bt

VT (k + 2/d)T(n) Af(x)
= log(n = 1) = W)+ H = o o BT (0 + 2/d) Sy F)?/8

dx.

Note that log(n — 1) — ¥(n) = —1/(2n) + o(1/n), which leads to the given
bias expression. The proof in other cases proceeds along similar lines. These
heuristics make clear that the function h;!(:) plays a key role in under-
standing the bias. This function is in general complicated, though some
understanding can be gained from the following uniform density example,
where it can be evaluated explicitly. This leads to an exact expression for
the bias, even though the discontinuities mean that the density does not
belong to Fi ¢ for any 0 € ©.
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EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 11

ExaMPLE 1. Consider the uniform distribution, U[0,1]. For x < 1/2,

we have
h_l(s) _ s/2, z:fs < 2z
s—x, if2r<s<]l.

It therefore follows that

1/2
E(H, —2/ / log u dF,, »(u) dx

= /1/2/ 10g< 21?) (S)>Bk,n—k( ) ds dx

1 /2 1/2 n—1
2 | Brnk(s ){/0 log(2 (s—g;))da;—i—/ logsdaz}ds—i—log(eqj(k))

0 s/2

= %(log4 — 1) +log(n —1) = ¥(n).

3.2. Discussion of conditions and weakening of conditions. Recall the
definitions of the quantity My, s(x) and A from Section 2. In addition to
standard moment and boundedness assumptions, the condition f € Fgyq
requires that

(6) sup My, p(x) < a(d) forall § >0 and some a € A.
a:f(x)>0

In this subsection, we explore the condition (6) further, with the aid of
several examples.

The condition (6) is reminiscent of more standard Holder smoothness as-
sumptions, though we also require that the partial derivatives of the density
vary less where f is small. On the other hand, we also allow the neigh-
bourhoods of x in the definition of My, g() to shrink where f(x) is small.
Roughly speaking, the condition requires that the partial derivatives of the
density decay nearly as fast as the density itself in the tails of the distribu-
tion. As a simple stability property, if (6) holds for a density fy, then it also
holds for any density from the location-scale family:

{fs() =272 (2_1/2(-—u)) cpe RS = 2T e R positive definite}.

This observation allows us to consider canonical representatives of location-
scale families in the examples below.

PROPOSITION 5. For each of the following densities f, and for each
d € N, there exists 0 € © such that f € Fap:
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12 T. B. BERRETT, R. J. SAMWORTH AND M. YUAN

(i) f(z)=f(z1,...,zq) = (2m)~ %€ _”x”2/2 the standard normal density;

(ii) f(x) = flx,...,2q) o (1 + [|z]? /,0) , the multivariate-t distribu-
tion with p > 0 degrees of freedom.

Moreover, the following univariate density f also belongs to Fy g for suitable
0eco:

1

— .2 ) Lize(-1,1)}-

f(a) o< exp -

The final part of Proposition 5 is included because it provides an example
of a density f that belongs to Fjg for suitable § € ©, even though there
exist points 2o € R with f(z¢) = 0.

On the other hand, there are also examples, such as Example 2 below,
where the behaviour of f near a point xg with f(z¢) = 0 precludes f be-
longing to Fg for any 6 € ©. To provide some guarantees in such settings,
we now give a very general condition under which our approach to studying
the bias can be applied.

PROPOSITION 6. Assume that f is bounded, that p,(f) < oo for some
a > 0, and let k* be as in Lemma 3. Let a, = 3(k + 1)log(n — 1), let
{W}l/d, and assume further that there exists 8 > 0 such that
the functzon on X given by
Coola) = { SuPyeps () £ () — F(@)|/ly — z|? ) Z:fﬂ <1,
’ SUPyeps () I1F () — F@)I/ Iy — 2P~ if 6> 1,

is real-valued. Suppose that X, C X is such that

7 sup
( ) zEX), n

an B4 C, 3 (z)
( 1> Fa)1+B/d

as n — oo, where B := B A 2. Then writing g, = ch f, we have for every
€ > 0 that

(8) K )—H—O<max{kﬁ/d/ A" 1= gnlogn l})
f n - nB/d f ) 7qn 7q1’L g 7n Y

uniformly for k € {1,... k*}.

To aid interpretation of Proposition 6, we first remark that if f € F; ¢ for
some 0 = (a, B,7,v,a) € ©, then (7) holds, with X, := {x € X : f(x) > ,},
where ¢, is defined in (12) below. On the other hand, if f ¢ Fyg9, we may
still be able to obtain explicit bounds on the terms in (8) on a case-by-case
basis, as in the following example.
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EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 13

EXAMPLE 2. For a > 1, consider f(z) = I'(a) 'z te 1,50y, the
density of the I'(a, 1) distribution. Then for any T € (0,1) small enough, we

may take
ka7 n
Xy, = [(—) ,(1—71)log E}

n

to deduce from Proposition 6 that for every e > 0,

By (1)~ 1 = o 50),

uniformly for k€ {1,... k*}.

Similar calculations show that the bias is of the same order for Beta(a,b)
distributions with a,b > 1.

3.3. Asymptotic variance and normality. We now study the asymptotic
variance of Kozachenko—Leonenko estimators under the assumption that the
tuning parameter k is diverging with n; the fixed k case is deferred to the
next subsection.

LEMMA 7. Let 0 = (o, B,7v,v,a) € O with « > d and B > 0. Let
ko = kb, and ki = ki, denote any two deterministic sequences of positive
integers with k < ki, with k/log® n — oo and with ki = O(n™), where 1
satisfies the condition in Theorem 1. Then for any w = w® ¢ WH) with
SUPy >, |w® || < oo, we have

sup sup ‘nVarfﬁ:f - V(f)| —0
ke{kg,....kT} f€Fa
as n — 0o.
The proof of this lemma is lengthy, and involves many delicate error

bounds, so we outline the main ideas in the unweighted case here. First,
we argue that

Var H, = n~! Varlog&, + (1 —n~ 1) Cov(log &1, log &)
=n"'V(f) + Cov(log(€1f(X1)),log(62f (X2))) +o(n™"),
where we hope to exploit the fact that & f(X;) = 1. The main difficulties
in the argument are caused by the fact that handling the covariance above

requires us to study the joint distribution of (£;,&2), and this is complicated
by the fact that Xo may be one of the k nearest neighbours of X7 or vice
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14 T. B. BERRETT, R. J. SAMWORTH AND M. YUAN

versa, and more generally, X; and X may have some of their k nearest
neighbours in common. Dealing carefully with the different possible events
requires us to consider separately the cases where f(X7) is small and large,
as well as the proximity of X5 to X;. Finally, however, we can apply a normal
approximation to the relevant multinomial distribution (which requires that
k — o0) to deduce the result. We remark that under stronger conditions
on k, it should also be possible to derive the same conclusion about the
asymptotic variance of H,, while only assuming similar conditions on the
density to those required in Proposition 6, but we do not pursue this here.

3.4. Fized k. A crucial step in the proof of Lemma 7 is the normal ap-
proximation to a certain multinomial distribution (cf. the bound on the term
Wy). This normal approximation is only valid when & — oo as n — oo. In
this subsection, we present evidence to suggest that, when k is fixed (i.e. not
depending on n), then Kozachenko—Leonenko estimators are inefficient. For
simplicity, we focus on the unweighted version of estimator.

Define the functions

(5 8) = - a(Bo() 1 By, (1),

where e; = (1,0,...,0) is the first element of the standard basis for R? and
pq denotes Lebesgue measure on R%. Also define the functions 7}, on [0, 00)?

h
—~
3

%

~
~
=
3

%)
v

c\

<
—~

s — (s, )Yt — ap(s, )Mol (s, 1)

it

~
I
o
<.
I
o
<.

j=0

where L(r,5,t) ==k — 1 — Ly cmax(s))s 1(ry8) ==k =1 =10, J(r,t) i=
k - 1 - ]]'{T<t}‘

In the case k = 1, this function appears in Delattre and Fournier (2017),
where the authors show that, under certain regularity conditions,

Tl (Tv S, t)

drdsdt—1+2log?2.
st

lim n Var H, — V(f) = ¥'(1) +/ e st
[0,00)

n—oo

More generally, Poisson approximation to the same multinomial distribution
mentioned above, together with analysis similar to the proof of Lemma 7,
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EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 15

A\k | 1 2 3 1 5
1 | 214|097 | 064 | 048 | 0.39
2.29 | 1.01 | 0.64 | 0.47 | 0.38
3 | 242 | 1.03 | 0.64 | 0.47 | 0.37
5 | 261 | 1.05 | 0.65 | 0.47 | 0.37
10 | 2.85 | 1.10 | 0.68 | 0.50 | 0.40

TABLE 1
Asymptotic variance inflation (9) of the Kozachenko—Leonenko estimator for fized k.

suggests that for (fixed) k& > 2,

) T,
lim nVar H, — V(f) = ¥'(k) + / e—s—tw drdsdt — 1
[0,00)%

n—00 S

4 2~ (2k-2) (2:__12> {W(2k — 1) — ¥(k) — log 2}

k—2 .
e 2t (T e gy ) - og2 - (i)

Here, the W/(k) term arises as in (18), the integral term arises from the
Poisson approximation, the —1 arises as in (27), and the remaining terms
come from the fact that Xy can be one of the k nearest neighbours of X5, or
vice-versa, which induces a singular component into the joint distribution
function F, ; , of (&1,&2) given (X1, X3) = (z,y). It is interesting to observe
that this asymptotic inflation of the variance is distribution-free; in Table 1,
we tabulate numerical values for (9) for a few values of d and k. These agree
with those obtained by Delattre and Fournier (2017) for the case k = 1.

4. Lower bounds. In this section, we address the optimality in a local
asymptotic minimax sense of the limiting normalised risk V(f) given in
Theorem 1 using ideas of semiparametric efficiency (e.g. van der Vaart, 1998,
Chapter 25). For f € F44,t > 0 and a Borel measurable function g : R? —
R, define f;, : R — [0,00) by

2¢(t)

(10) feol®) = @

f(z),
where c(t) = ([ga rzztg(z)f(ﬂ?) d:n)_l. This definition ensures that {f; :
t > 0} is differentiable in quadratic mean at ¢ = 0 with score function g (e.g.

van der Vaart, 1998, Example 25.16). We say (Hy,) is an estimator sequence
if H, : (RY)>*™ — R is a measurable function for each n € N.
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16 T. B. BERRETT, R. J. SAMWORTH AND M. YUAN

THEOREM 8. Fizd € N, 0 = (o, 3,7, 11,a) € © and f € Fqg. For X\ € R,
let gx == Mlog f + H(f)}. Then, writing T for the set of finite subsets of R,
we have for any estimator sequence (H,) that

(11) sup lim inf max nkE ¢ SRV [{ﬁn — H(fn71/27gk)}2] >V(f).

Iez m© Ael
Moreover, whenever t|\| < min(1, {144V (f)}~Y/2), we have fi4, € F,;,

where 0 = (a,5,4’y,4,u,d) € 0, and a € A is defined in (90) in the online
supplement.

The proof of Theorem 8 reveals that, at every f € Fy4, the entropy
functional H is differentiable relative to the tangent set {g) : A € R} with
efficient influence function

Yy = —log f — H(f).

This observation, together with Theorem 1, confirms that under the as-
sumptions on #, w and k in that result, the weighted Kozachenko—Leonenko
estimator H}Y is (asymptotically) efficient at f € Fyg in the sense that

n2{HY — 1/2 wa ;) + op(1)

(cf. van der Vaart, 1998, p. 367). Moreover, the second part of Theorem 8
and Theorem 1 imply in particular that, under these same conditions on
0, w and k, the estimator ﬁ,ﬁ” attains the local asymptotic minimax lower
bound, in the sense that

o 2
?Elgnlinéo‘?gf"Ef ~1/2,4, [{Hn H(fnfl/;gk)} ] =V (f).

5. Proofs of main results.

5.1. Auziliary results and proofs of Lemma 3 and Corollary 4. Through-
out the proofs, we write a < b to mean that there exists C' > 0, depending
only on d € N and 6 € ©, such that a < Cb. The proof of Lemma 3 relies on
the following two auxiliary results, whose proofs are given in Appendix A.4.

PROPOSITION 9. Let 0 = (o, B,7,v,a) € O, d € N and 7 € (ﬁ_d,l].
Then

sup / a(f(a:))f(w)de—)O
feFa0 J{x:f(x)<d}
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EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 17

as 6 \( 0. Moreover, for every p > 0,

sup /a(f(a:))pf(x)T < 0.

fe€Fq0 /X

Recall the definition of A, !(-) in (5). The first part of Lemma 10 below
provides crude but general bounds; the second gives much sharper bounds
in a more restricted region.

LEMMA 10. (i) Let f € F4 and let o > 0. Then for every s € (0,1)
and x € R?,

(i) < <t (32)

(i) Fiz 0 = (o, B,7,v,a) €O, and let S,, C (0,1), X, C R be such that

d/(INB) g
C, = sup sup sup f(@)) — 0.

FEF g 5ESn 1EX, f(z)

Then there exists n, = n.(d,0) € N such that for alln > n,, s € Sy,
r € X, and f € Fyp, we have

[8/2]-1 d/(27B) g\ B/d
bi(x 1+2l/d < { a(f(x)) } 7
Vaf@he o) = 2 ST @)
where by(z) = 1 and |by(x)| < a(f(x)) f(x)~2/4 for | > 1. Moreover,
if 8> 2, then
Af(x)
b =— .
1(z) 2(d + 2V () 1720

We are now in a position to prove Lemma 3.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3. (i) We initially prove the result in the case d > 3,
a>2d/(d—2) and 8 € (2,4], where it suffices to show that

- Ay ['(k+2/d)T'(n) Af(x)
feras g (Hn) = H + 2(d + 2)V/T (k)T (n + 2/d) Jx f(2)2/4

@ B
cofmefii 1)
na+d © nd
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18 T. B. BERRETT, R. J. SAMWORTH AND M. YUAN

as n — oo, uniformly for k € {1,...,k*}. Fix f € F44. Define ¢, :== a(k/(n—
1)V AN et

(12) On = ket log?(n — 1)/(n — 1)
and let X, := {z : f(z) > 0p}. Recall that a, := 3(k + 1)log(n — 1) and let

_ Va(n —1)hg ' (s)
Up,s 1= =0 .

The proof is based on (4) and Lemma 10(ii), which allow us to make the
transformation s = py, 5 4 = ha (). Writing R;, i = 1,...,5 for remainder
terms to be bounded at the end of the proof, we can write

() = /X (@) /0 " log udFy o (u) da

1
:/ f(x)/ B n—k(s)logus s dsdx + Ry
: 0

= / f(x) /n1 B n—k(s)logus s dsdr + Ry + R
n 0

— /nf(x)/oﬁ{log<7e(;];fl(f))
V2 2N f ()
C2(d+2)f(x)1+2/d

3
}Bk,n—k(s) dsdx + Z R;

1=1

— n—1 B B ‘/ 2/d I3k+2/drl k[&f
_/nf(x){log<f(:n)> P(n) 2T 2B s (@) 1+2/d}d +ZRZ
VT (k + 2/d)T(n)
2(d+2)I'(E)I'(n+2/d) Jx, 2/dd "’ZRz-

= H+log(n —1)—¥(n) —

After multiplying the integrand by an appropriate positive power of 6,/ f (),
the first part of Proposition 9 tells us that for every € > 0,

k2/d Af(z) fkatd €
sup sup dx = O( = )
ke{l,...k*} n2/d f€Fa0J XE f( )2/d no+d €

as n — o0o. Since log(n — 1) — ¥(n) = O(1/n), it now remains to bound
R1, ..., Rs. Henceforth, to save repetition, we adopt without further mention
the convention that whenever an error term inside O(-) or o(-) depends on
k, this error is uniform for k € {1,...,k*}; thus g(n,k) = h(n,k) + o(1) as
n — 00 means suPyeqy,. =y |9(n, k) — h(n, k)| — 0 as n — oo.
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EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 19

To bound R;. By Lemma 10(i), we have V. u.(£) £ > a%d?/(a +
d)*+?. Hence

[log ug o] <log(n —1) + [W(k)| —logs + [log || f]loc| + |log V4|

d d ]
+ E\log,ua(f)\ - alog(l ) —i—dlog(l +

pal = (f)
1 Ve d d a+d
<log(n—1)+ |¥(k)| —logs +max{log’y, —log< sva +d ) )}
! a%d
d 1 Ve (o + d)td d
+]10ng]+amax{logu, Elog( g —alog(l—s)
(13)
1yl 1/d_1/q
[ (e + d)aTaVy "y
+ dlog(l + i/dgi/ .

Moreover, for any Co,Cy > 0,¢ € (0,«) and €' € (0,¢), we have by Holder’s
inequality that

sup f(@){Co +log(1 + Ci|z|)} da
fE]'—d,g XS

§5,{;ﬁ sup /f(a;)ij&d{Co+log(1+Cl|]xH)}da;
feFa0JX

atd a—¢
ae ¢ Co + log(1 + Cyl|z||) o= otd
< 67 (14 v)ard [/ {Clo + log( 1L’+J,D} da
B (Lt )

@
k a+d —€
=0 ~ .
na+d_6

Since |E(log B)| = ¥(a+b) — ¥(a) when B ~ Beta(a, b), we deduce that for
each € > 0,

1 kﬁ—ﬁ
Ry :/ f(:z:)/ B n—k(s)loguy s dsdr = 0< a_5>
Xe 0

n a+d

n

as n — 00, uniformly for f € Fy4.

To bound R,. For random variables By ~ Beta(k,n—k) and By ~ Bin(n—
1,a,/(n — 1)) we have that for every e > 0,
(14)

IED(Bl > an/(n—l)) = ]P)(BQ < k‘—l) < exp<_W> — O(n—(i’:—s))’
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20 T. B. BERRETT, R. J. SAMWORTH AND M. YUAN

where the inequality follows from standard bounds on the left-hand tail
of the binomial distribution (see, e.g. Shorack and Wellner (2009), Equa-
tion (6), page 440). Now, for any C; > 0, we have alog(l + Cijz||) <
(1 + Cillz[[)* — 1, so that supjer,, J5 f(@)log(1 + C1fz) dz < co. More-
over,

- [ og(-s)Br i) ds < ST [ Buea(s) ds = o),
on_ n — - an
n—1 P

for every € > 0, by a virtually identical argument to (14). We therefore
deduce from these facts and (13) that for each € > 0,

1
(15) R :/ f(ib")/n Bink(s)logu, s ds dz = o(n=G~9),

an_
n—1

which again holds uniformly in f € Fgg.

To bound R3. We can write

n

R3 = /n f(x)/oﬁ [{log(vdf(x)hgl(s)d> ~ Vaf(x)hg ' (s)? — 8}

S S

. {Vdﬂx)h;l(s)d —s VA (@)

s 2(d+2) (x) 271

H B n—k(s)dsdx
=: R31 + R3a,

say. Now, note that

— 0.

sup sup sup sup a(f(x))ds < 0
ell,. k*} f€Fag se(0an/(m—1) zeX,  [(x) 7 log(n —1)

It follows by Lemma 10(ii) that there exist a constant C' = C(d,6) > 0 and
ny =n1(d,0) € N such that for n > ny, k€ {1,...,k*}, s <a,/(n—1) and
T € X,,

Vaf (@)h; ' (s)? — s s2INf(z) sa(f(x))¥2 )P/
s i 2(d + 2V, f(a)1+2/d SC{ f(@) } ’
and
Vaf (@) () = s| _ d'2V; "5 a(f (w)) {sa( fa))d? }B/d 1
s T 2(d+2)f(2)d f(=) -2
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EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 21

Thus, for n > ny and k € {1,...,k*}, using the fact that | log(1+2)—z| < 22
for |z] < 1/2,

Ral<2 [ s | Il dzlz;‘*fi)/jﬁg)ﬁp
o { i }25/1 Bion—k(s) ds dx

f(z)
dv; T (k + 4/d)T
< 3+ 2w n—|—4/d J [, (@@
2C°T (k 4 2B/d)T'(n) 1-26/d g,
e Y / a(£ (@)’ f ()12 de.

On the other hand, we also have for n > n; and k € {1,...,k*} that
2))4/2 B/d
|Raa| < C/ / { (J;C((x))) } B n—k(s)dsdx

CL(k+B/dI(n) [ B/2 () 1-8/4 gy
< ST [, o) 2@ e

Multiplying each of the integrals by f(x)/d, to an appropriate positive power
if necessary and by the second part of Proposition 9, for every ¢ > 0,

_a ¢ B
ka+d kd
max(|Rs1|,|Rs2|) = O(max{f s 7 })

natd € nd

uniformly for f € Fyq.

To bound R,. We have

mi= S /1— {10g<€<g(;f1(f)> ) 2‘(/65125321‘{?3{+(§/)d }B’“’"‘k(s) e

Consider the random Varlable By ~ Beta(k,n —k). Then, using (14) and the
fact that (n —1)s/e¥®) > 1 for s > a,/(n — 1) and n > 3, we conclude that
for every € > 0 and n > 3,

{log /f <|logf 2)| + %)m}w(&znajl)

| R4

IN
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22 T. B. BERRETT, R. J. SAMWORTH AND M. YUAN

uniformly for f € Fyg9, where, by Lemma 11(i) in the online supplement, we
have sup ez, , [ f(2)|log f(z)dz < co.

To bound Rs. We use the fact that for f € Fqp, z € X and € > 0,

[log £ ()| < [log]|f 1| +1og(ng"(Ho;)

Vd(()é+d)a+d 1 y €
< 1 1 —1 — agd d\f(z))
_maX{ g7, logVa + — Og( acdd >}+6’<f($)>

It follows from the first part of Proposition 9 (having replaced a(d) with
max{a(d), |log d|} if necessary) that for each € > 0,

e

na+d

ka+d €
Rs = [ f(z){log(n—1)—¥(n) —log f(x)}dx = o< )
xg
uniformly in f € Fgp. The claim follows when d > 3, o > 2d/(d — 2) and
B € (2,4].

We now consider the case where either d < 2 or a < 2d/(d — 2) or
B € (0,2], for which we need only show that

. Eafa—¢ k4
sup |Ey(H,) — H| = O maxq —s—, —5 ¢ |-
f€Fu0 natd” ¢ pa
The calculation here is very similar, but we approximate logu, s simply by

10g(€§,%})(1)). Writing RY, ..., Rf for the modified error terms, we obtain

E;(H,) = H +log(n — 1) — +ZR’

Here, R} = = 0{( )a/(aer }, and Ry, = Ry = o(n~6~9), for every
e >0in both cases. On the other hand,

an

R, = / F(z) /0"1 1og<w>3k,n_k(s) ds dz

kata ¢ Pl
= o(me{ i w))

for every € > 0, by Lemma 10(ii). Similarly, for every ¢ > 0,

#-[ o f g[S Y By () s = o0,

o\ e?0) f(2)
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EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 23

and R = Ry = 0{( )a/ (otd)= } All of these bounds hold uniformly in
fe ]:d,g, so the claim is established for this setting.

Finally, consider now the case d > 3, a > 2d/(d — 2) and > 4. Again
the calculation is very similar to the earlier cases, with the with the main
difference being that in bounding the error corresponding to Rs, we require
a higher-order Taylor expansion of

Vaf (x)hy ' (s)7 — S>'

log <1 +
This can be done using Lemma 10(ii); we omit the details for brevity. O

PROOF OF COROLLARY 4. It is convenient to write d’ := |d/4| + 1 and
= [p/2] — 1. We have

. k G 4 20/a)T (n)
[Es(H,) — H| = ;wj{Ef(logf(j),l) —H- ; T(j)T(n + 21/d) )‘l}‘
b Y T3+ 2/d)T(n
< [Yufmrtoncon - - S GG

Il
—

=1
kA
L(j +21/d)T(n)
+; ; n+2l/d))\l}

The first term can be bounded, uniformly for f € F;p and k € {1,...,k*},
using Lemma 3. For the second term, we can use monotonicity properties of
ratios of gamma functions to write

k
J+2l/d (n) | k+2l/d (n)
; Zc; [(n +21/d) }' d'<e<6'|AZ|Z|J|Z T(n + 21/d)

J

7j=1 l=d'
k+2d /d)T(n) je2/d
< J1/2 1t ( —
< & l|(5 —d +1)F(k¢)1“(n+2d’/d) d’<l<ﬁ" il = ( 2d'/d)’
uniformly for f € Fy4. The result follows. ]

5.2. Proof of Lemma 7. Since this proof is long, we focus here on the
main argument, and defer proofs of bounds on the many error terms to
Appendix A.8.

Proor orF LEMMA 7. We employ the same notation as in the proof of
Lemma 3, except that we redefine 6, so that &, := ke log®(n —1)/(n — 1).
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24 T. B. BERRETT, R. J. SAMWORTH AND M. YUAN

We write X,, := {z : f(z) > d,,} for this newly-defined §,,. Similar to the
proof of Lemma 3, all error terms inside O(-) and o(-) that depend on k are
uniform for k£ € {kj,...,k}}, and we now adopt the additional convention
that, where relevant, these error terms are also uniform for f € Fy4. By
the nested properties of the classes Fj9 with respect to the smoothness
parameter 3, we may assume without loss of generality that 8 € (0,1]. We
first deal with the variance of the unweighted estimator H,,, and note that

Var H,, = n~! Varlog&;, + (1 —n~1) Cov(log &1, log &)

=n"'Varlog&; + (1 — n_l){COV(log(&f(Xﬂ),10g(f2f(X2)))
(16) —2Cov (log(&1f(X1)),log f(X2)) }-

We claim that for every e > 0,

1 kﬁ/d ka+d €
(17) Varlog& =V (f)+—{1+o(1)} + O{max(— logn, T)}
k nb/d

as n — oo. The proof of this claim uses similar methods to those in the
proof of Lemma 3. In particular, writing S, ..., S5 for remainder terms to
be bounded later, we have

26 _ 2
E(log” &) —/Xf(:n)/o log® uwdF), 5 (u)dx
1
:/ f(x)/ Bi.n—k(s)log? uy s ds dz + S
n 0

an

= / f(x) /n1 Brn—k(s) log? Ug,s dsdx + 51+ S
n 0

an

= /n f(x) /0"1 log2 <%>Bk,n—k(8) dsdx + Sy + So + S3

- /X £(2)[log? () — 2{log(n — 1) — W(n)} log f(z)
4
+ 0/ (k) — W'(n) + {log(n — 1) — ¥(n)}?] dz + Y _ S
=1

5
(18) = /X f(z)log? f(x) dx + Z Si + %{1 +o(1)},
i=1

as n — 0o. In Appendix A.8.1, we show that for every € > 0,
5 a _
kﬁ/d ka+d €
(19) Z;|SZ| :O{max(m lOgTL, ﬁ)}
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as n — oco. Combining (18) with (19) and Lemma 3, we deduce that (17)
holds.
The next step of our proof consists of showing that for every € > 0,

(20)
_l+2aa*€ l_,’_é
Cov (log(é1£(X1)), log f(X3)) = O<max{k - k2 Z log2+5/dn}>
n atd nlta

as n — oo. Define

n—2
_ n—2\ . o
() :=Z< | )m,x,uu—pn,x,u)" 2,
=k N 7
~ n—2 n—2 . .
Fualu) = ( j )m,x,u<1—pn,x,u>"—2—ﬂ,
j=k—1

so that

Fn_mu if T =Yl > Tnau
P(flSU‘Xlzx’X2:y):{ ﬁ‘7 Eu% 1fo—y”<7’ :

Writing i, 4y := Va(n — 1)||lz — y[|%e™*), we therefore have that

Cov(log(glf(Xl)), log f(Xg))
— [ @@ f) [ log(uf(a)) d(Fne — Fy)(w) dedy
XxX

Un,z,y
(21) — () [ 1) [ o8(uf @) dFr, — o)) de
To deal with the first term in (21), we make the substitution
N L Tn1

and let d,, := (24log n)l/ a Writing 11,715,135 for remainder terms to be
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bounded later, for every ¢ > 0 and for k > 2,

| r@s@os ) [ tos(ur @) d(Fu. ~ Fr)w dydo
XxX anxy
=i [, [ )18 S ) / Jog(uf (@) d(Fo o — Finy)(w)dzda—+ T
O
:rfhl/f(a;) log f(a:)/ / (an — F,;x)(u)dzda:—i—Tl +T5
Bo(dn) J|f<|>
n— n—1)s n—2)s
e k: 1/f Jlog /(@ )dx/ 1°g<( (k>) )B’f’"—k—l(s)o_(k;—i )ds
3
+Y T,
i=1
(23)
H(f) _9 ka+d €
=== +0(n ) +o e +ZT
In Appendix A.8.2, we show that for every € > 0,
3 _ly2 . 1.8
k™2 a+d kzTa
24 T =0 , log2+#/d })
(24) ;| | <max{ e eee og n

as n — 0o. We now deal with the second term in (21). Writing Uy, Ua for
remainder terms to be bounded later, for every ¢ > 0,

/ fa / log (uf (x)) d(Fy — Foz)(u) da

n

= f(x)/o ! log(uxvsf(x))Bkm_k_l(s){%} dsdx + U

Xn
1 _ 1)s —k
an(x)/o 1og<%)3kvn_k_l(s){%} ds dx + Uy + Us
(25)

1 fata €
== +U1+U2+O<7a_>
1 n a+d €

n —

In Appendix A.8.3, we show that for every e > 0,

El/2 kB/d  pavae
(26) |U1| + U] :O< " max{nﬁ/d, naa-g})'

+d
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From (21), (23), (24), (25) and (26), we conclude that (20) holds.

By (16), it remains to consider Cov (log(& f(X1)),log(&2f(X2))). We re-
quire some further notation. Let F}, ,, denote the conditional distribution
function of (£, &) given X, =z, Xo = y. Let a;, := (k — 3kY/?1og"/?n) v 0,
af = (k + 3kY21og"?n) A (n — 1), and let
vy = inf{u > 0: (n—Dppaw=a’}, lp=imf{u>0:(n—)ppzu=a,},

so that B{&, < Lx,} = o(n~®/2-9) and {1 > vx,} = o(n~®/>-9) for
every € > 0. For pairs (u,v) with u < v, and v < vy, let (M, Ma, M3) ~
Multi(n - 2;pn,x,mpn,y,va 1- Pnzu — pn,y,v): and write

Gn7x7y(u,v) = ]P(Ml 2 k, M2 2 k),
so that F), o (u,v) = Gy 5 y(u,v) for ||z —y|| > rpu + rne. Write
(1
Sp (az ; )
with o, = Vd_l,ud(Bo(l) N B.(1)) for z € R%, let ®x(s,t) denote the distri-
bution function of a Ny(0,X) random vector at (s,t), and let ® denote the
standard univariate normal distribution function. Writing W; for remainder

terms to be bounded later, and writing h(u,v) := log(uf(z))log(vf(y)) as
shorthand, we have

Cov(log(&1 f(X1)),log(&2f(X2)))

:/ / / (w,0) d(Fp gy — FnoFny)(u,v) dedy
XxX

_ / F@)f ) / B, 0) d(Fonny — Foo Foy) (1, 0) da dy + Wi
XxX [z, vz] X [ly,vy)

1 2
N Xx)(f( )f( )/l h(u v) d(Fn x,y_Gn,x,y)(u,U)da:dy - + Z w;

Lz, vz ] X [ly,vy] i=1

% (0 (B — Gey) (1, 0) 1O
_ fy// Y Y dudvd:ndy——+ZWi
anx o n

i=1
T"’l/ /OO /oo{cp (5.) — B(s)D(t)} ds dt d 1+§4:W
= —= 5,t) — P(s sdtdz — — ;
k Bo(2) J—o0 J—00 . n i—1
(27)
Wk

4 4
e 1 1
_m_ﬁ+zizlw"_0<%> +Zi:1 Wi

imsart-aos ver. 2014/10/16 file: WKLRevArxiv.tex date: December 2, 2021



28 T. B. BERRETT, R. J. SAMWORTH AND M. YUAN

The proof in the unweighted case is completed by showing in Appendix A.8.4
that for every € > 0,

4
> il
=1
e 2a—¢

5 3, a—e 3,28 1
O< {log§ n ]{;2+a+d k‘§+7 ]{;(1+2ﬁ) ]{35 logn kotd
- max T a—c 28 ° a—c B » T 2a—«
tord pltT pltata 1+q ‘a¥d

nkz pt n n otd
as n — oo.
The proof in the weighted case uses similar arguments; details are deferred
to Appendix A.8.4. O

5.3. Proofs of Theorems 1 and 2.

PROOF OF THEOREM 1. Writing j; := |tk/d] for t = 1,...,d and d' :=
|d/4] + 1 for convenience, a sufficient condition for W®) = () is that the
matrix A®) € R4 with (1,¢)™ entry

AP =T(j) 7T + 20 — 1) /d)k~ 20D/,

is invertible. This follows because, writing e; := (1,0,...,0)T € RY we can
then define w = w® € W®) by setting

(wj ST = (AW) e

and setting all other entries of w to be zero. Now define A € R *? to have
(1, )" entry Ay = (t/d)*=D/?, Since 27°T'(z)"'T(z +a) — 1 as & — oo
for a € R, we have |A®) — A|| — 0 as k — oo. Now, A is a Vandermonde
matrix (depending only on d) and as such has determinant

A= ] a4 -8 > .
1<ty <to<d’

Hence, by the continuity of the determinant and eigenvalues of a matrix,
we have that there exists kg > 0 such that, for k > kg, the matrix A®) ig
invertible and

1(A®) T er]] < Phnin(A®)[ 7 < 2Aumin (A)] 7,

where Apin(-) denotes the eigenvalue of a matrix with smallest absolute
value. It follows that, for each k > kg, there exists w®) € W% satisfying
SUPg >, [w® || < oo, as required.
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Now, by Corollary 4 and the fact that w € W% we have for € > 0
sufficiently small,

. kata—e B k4 oy
Ef(Hn)—H(f):O<max{ = ,7,7}>:0(n )s

-
na+d n-d nd

uniformly for f € F;4, under our conditions on k7, and 3. By Lemma 7
we have Var H” = n= 'V (f) + o(n™1) uniformly for f € Fa9. Note that by
Cauchy—Schwarz, very similar arguments to those used at (18) and Lemma 11
in the supplement we have that, for j € supp(w),

|Cov (108 (£0).1.£(X1) Jog £(X0) )| < {V(F)Es [log? (66,1 (X1))]}/ = 0
uniformly for f € Fgg. Therefore, also using (20), we have that

Varp(HY — H}) = Vary HY + 2Cov s (HY, log f(X1)) +n 'V (f)

k
= Vary HY —n 'V (f) + % ijCovf (log(f(j),lf(Xﬁ),log f(X1)>
=1

k
+2(1 - n_l) Zijov<log(£(j),2f(X2)),log f(X1)> = o(n_l)

j=1
as n — oo, uniformly for f € F;4. The conclusion (3) follows on writing
E{(Hy — Hy)*} = Varg(HY — Hy) + (EpHY — H(f))?,
and the final conclusion is then immediate. O

PrROOF OF THEOREM 2. We have

dew, (L(n 2L — H(DY). (0 2{H; ~ H(£)})) )

< sup By (! {HY ~ H(F)}) = h(n*{H; = H(P)Y)|

(28) < PR HY — Hi| < n'2[E{(HY — H?)?}]".
Now write H* for the class of functions i : R — R having Lipschitz constant

at most 1, and let Z ~ N(0,V(f)). Then by standard properties of the
Wasserstein distance (e.g. Gibbs and Su, 2002, p. 424) and the non-uniform
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version of the Berry—Esseen theorem (e.g. Paditz, 1989, Theorem 1),

don (L (n'*{H = H(H}), N(0.V (D))

< hseug*\th(nl/Q{HZ — H(f)}) —Eh(Z)|

@) = [T [p - H Y < o) - Pz <o) e < DL

where
Bs(f) == Ef{[log £(X1) + H(H)'} = /X f(@)og £(z) + H(F) da.

We conclude from (28) and (29), together with Theorem 1 and Lemma 11
in the online supplement, that

sup  sup dpr(L(n" (Y~ H(f)),N(0.V(f))) =0
ke{ky,....kT} f€Fa0

as n — 00, as required.
For the second part of the theorem, set

SUPkeq1,... k) SUPfeF, <2Ef [{f/“’ - V(f)}z])1/3
en = €2 (d,0) := — 0 )

infrer, , V(f)?/3

so that €, — 0, by Lemmas 11(ii) and 13 in the online supplement. Then,
by two applications of Markov’s inequality, for n large enough that ¢, <1,

(G535 ) <m((g |2 ven <o
- Ef[m; (—f;(f)}ﬂ <12 N 1> e

For n € N and L > 1, define hy,, 1, : R — [0, 1] by

0 if || > 24/2(1 +€,) +1/L
hop(x) == ¢ L{zg2(1 +€,) +1/L —|z]} if 0 <|x] - z402(1 +€,) <1/L
1 if 2] < 24/2(1 + €n).

Thus hy,, 1, has Lipschitz constant L and hy, (z) > 1{jz|<z, /o (14en)}- Then,
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with Z ~ N(0,1),

Pt (Ing > H(f))

V2 HY — H v/ 1
S]P’f<n ‘Vl/Q(f) (1)l < zq/2(1+en)> +Pf<(VT§U)(1J2 < 1+6n>

n!2{HY — H(f)}
< thn,L< Vi/2( > T n
f)
n!2{HY — H(f)}
< Ejhn,(Z) + en + LdpL <£< V1n/2(f) >,£(Z)>

<P(|Z| < zgp(1+ €) + L71) + €5
+ Lmax((l, V_1/2(f))dBL (ﬁ(nlp(g:zu - H(f))),N(O, V(f)))

Since L > 1 was arbitrary, we deduce from the first part of the theorem and
Lemma 11 in the online supplement that

2
limsup sup sup sup Ps(lnq2 H(f))—(1—¢q) < inf ———— =0.
n—00  qe(0,1) ke{ks,...k7} fFEF a0 f( e ) L>1 L(27r)1/2

The lower bound is obtained by a similar argument, omitted for brevity. [
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Appendix. This is the supplementary material to Berrett, Samworth
and Yuan (2017), hereafter referred to as the main text.

A.4. Proofs of auxiliary results.

PrOOF OF PrOPOSITION 9. Fix 7 € ( d 1]. We first claim that given
any € > 0, there exists A, > 0 such that a( ) < A€ for all § € (0,7]. To
see this, observe that there exists dp € (0, ] such that a(d) < d~¢ for 6 < dy.
But then

sup 0°a(8) < max{1,7%a(do)} <~ ",
6€(0,]

which establishes the claim, with A, := v, . Now choose € = ;,(7_ — ai—‘,-d)
d

and let 7/ g + 3(a Ty € (a—+d, 1). Then, by Hoélder’s inequality, and since

at' /(1 -1 )

sup / a(f(z))f(z)" dz < Ab° sup / f(z)" dx
fe€Fq,0 J{x:f(x)<d} fe€Fq,0 J{z:f(z)<d}

’ 1—7/
SAgaﬁuw)T’{ [ a+lel = dw} S0
Rd

as 0 \( 0, as required.

For the second part, fix p > 0, set € := %(T— o%_d) and 7’ := T + W‘id) €

(ai-i-cﬁ 1). Then, by Holder’s inequality again,

swp [ alf(@)f() do < Ay sup / fa

fe€Fq0JX fe€Fa,0
, 1—7/
< A0 40y {/Rd(l T o) dx} < o0,

as required. O
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PrOOF OF LEMMA 10. (i) The lower bound is immediate from the fact
that h,(r) < Vg flleor? for any r > 0. For the upper bound, observe that
by Markov’s inequality, for any r > 0,

ua(f).

TOC

(el +7) = [

Fy)dy > / Fly)dy >1—
Ba (|||[+r) Bo(r)

The result follows on substituting r = (”1%(];))1/ “ for s € (0,1).

(ii) We first prove this result in the case 8 € (2,4], giving the stated form
of by(+). Let C := 4dVd_B/d/(d + ), and let y := Ca(f(x))?/?s{s/f(x)}?/.
Now, by the mean value theorem, we have for r < r,(z) that

d
ha(r) = Vir (@) = 5t A ()| < alf @) f@) gy ™.
It is convenient to write
S, = 8§ — 81+2/dAf($)
T a(d v p(ayes

Then, provided s, € (0, Vyrd(x)f(z)], we have

h(W)

—2/d —B/d
> Vi Y Af(z) 1+2/d a(f(z))dV, 7 1+3/d
Z Syt 5 -

(d+2f (@) 2™ 3(d+ ) f(x)Pld

Now, by our hypothesis, we know that

VA f ()] y
Ve

sup sup Ssup max
fE]'—d,g SES, TEX,
—2/d ~2/d
d1/2Vd / Cn/

= max{ 2(d + 2)

,ooﬁ/d} —0

as n — oo. Hence there exists ny = ni(d,0) € N such that for all n > nq, all
f € Fap, s €S, and x € &), we have

#(Sl—ﬂ/d _ sl/dy > _sl+2/d d1/2Vd‘2/da(f($ )s2/d Ly
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Moreover, there exists no = na(d,#) € N such that for all n > no, all s € Sy,
x € X, and f € Fyp we have

|52 y|1+ﬁ/d < 9g1tA/d.

Finally, we can choose n3 = n3(d, ) € N such that

(j£4—ﬁ)/d 2d1/2(j2/d d3/2(j2/d d
max @A o ol
A(d +2)V; C(d+ VT 2d+2)(d+ B)V, +5

and such that C,, < (84Y/2)~%V,;/2 for n > ng. It follows that for n >
max(ni,na,ng) =: ny, for f € Fyg, s € S, and for x € &, we have that
g4 € (0, Vyrd(z) f(x)] and

hf(%) e

S, _alf@)stt {d“?vd‘” Ya(f(@))s y} da(f(z))s"+9/1
=7 2/d 2/d N 8
2d1/2Vd/ f(x)2/d 2(d +2) f(x)% S (d+ B)V,/ f(ﬂj)g
B/2 J1+8/d 2—43/2 (4-8)/d
> alf (@) > kﬁ_df@ﬂ 4d{ s }
f(@)? (d+2)v; /¢ Lf(z)
Calfte) (s }2/6‘_ dVd‘B/d] >0
2d1/2V2/d f(x) d+p ]~ "~
The lower bound is proved by very similar calculations, and the result for
the case € (2,4] follows. The general case can be proved using very similar
arguments, and is omitted for brevity. O

A5, Auziliary results for the proof of Theorem 2. Recall the definition
of V(f) given in the statement of Theorem 1.

LEMMA 11. For each d € N and 6 € © and m € N, we have

(i) SquengfX x)|log™ f(x)| dx < oo;
(ii) lnffe}‘dﬂ V(f) > 0;

PrRoOOF OF LEMMA 11. Fix d € N and 0 = (o, 8,7, v,a) € O.
(i) For € € (0,1) and t € (0, 1], we have

E

~ | =

1
< Zt
T €

log
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Let € = roiatag SO that O‘(l_lm) = 2d. Then, by Hélder’s inequality, for any
I € Fap,
[ r@hog stalae <2t [ gaytog (M) o am-tyiogm 1

om 1 f me e - "
_J/f Lme g 4 2™ log™ | £ ool

2m1me

Y 1—me —me me
<
e {/(1+|ny )y )
1 Ve da—i—d
4 om—1 max{logm’y, —logm< £ +d ) >},
a™ a%d

where the bound on [log” || f||o| comes from (13) in the main text.
(ii) Now define

1
Agp :=maxs sup |H , —=log inf 0, 1
ao=max{ s [, ~5log inf 7. 1}
and the set Syp := {z € X : e7*a0 < f(2) < e 2440} For f € Fug,2 €
Sap and y € B, ({8d"%a(e*4a.0)}~1/(P 1)) we have by Lemma 12 below
that

/
B0 1) - ) < 2

By the continuity of f, there exists zg € Sy such that f(xg) = %6_2‘4‘1’9(1 +
e~?440). Thus, by (30), we have that By, (rqs) C Sqg, where

(e 400)e= 200y — 2.

{ 7(1 — e=24a0) }1/(6/\1) 1

"0 "= 304172 (e HAa0) 8d!/2a(e~Aa0) 1/ (A

Hence
V(f) =E¢l[{log f(X1) + H(f)}?] = A gP(X1 € Sag) > A ge 440 Vars o,
as required. O

The following auxiliary result provides control on deviations of the density
arising from the smoothness condition of our F;4 classes.

LEMMA 12, For § = (a,ﬂ,’y,u,a) € 9) m = (51 - 17 f € fd,@ and
y € By(rq(x)), we have, for multi-indices t with |t| < m, that

‘81”(1;) _Of'(x ‘ - 15dl/2

ozt Ot a(f(x)) f(x)|y — z|mnB=lD),

imsart-aos ver. 2014/10/16 file: WKLRevArxiv.tex date: December 2, 2021



EFFICIENT ENTROPY ESTIMATION 37

PROOF OF LEMMA 12. If |[t| = m then the result follows immediately
from the definition of F;4. Henceforth, therefore, assume that m > 1 and
[t| < m — 1. Writing [|-|| here for the largest absolute entry of an array, we
have for y € B, (rq(z)) that

of'y) _of'(@) of'(2)
_ < _
‘ Oxt oxt ‘_Hy :EHZGBSIﬁS z|) ‘V oxt H
<ly=al Il @ +d Py -l s [0 - 0@
zeEB(||ly—x
m—[t|
< 3 ARy g £ @)
(=1
a2y — o s | ) @)
z€Bz(ly—=l))
1 - _
< @y = ol ;g + "l ol
15d/?
< e—a(f@)f(@)ly -zl
as required. O

LEMMA 13.  Under the conditions of Theorem 1 in the main text, we
have that

sup sup Ef[{f/nw — V(f)}z] — 0.
ke{ky,...ki} J€Fa0

PROOF OF LEMMA 13. For w = (w1, ..., w;)" € W*), write supp(w) :=
{j 1 w; # 0}. Then

sV — V(f)]

JEf10g2§uL1“Jéff10g2f‘4"Ef{(}yg)z}“}{(f)ﬂ

+ Varp 1Y + (B HY)? —H(f)?].

< ||w max Elo2-—/
il mo |5 1og? €1 |

Thus, by Theorem 1 in the main text, (18) in the proof pf that result and
Lemma 11(i), we have that suppeqps . r:ySuPser,, [EfVa" = V(f)] — 0.
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Now,

M max Varflog §G)a
N jesupp(w)

(31) + lwllf  max [Covy(log® &)1, log” £y 2)]-
j,lesupp(w)

Vary f/n“’ <

Let a, ;== (j — 351/210g"/?n) v 0 and anj = (j + 32 1og" 2 n) A (n — 1).
Mimicking arguments in the proof of Theorem 1, for any m € N, j € supp(w)
and € > 0,

Ef{logm(é(j)g.} (‘cl))} ]
e m [ (n - 1)f(x)h:c (5) xX
/){' (:[’) / 10g ( d e\I/(]) >BJ7TL ](s) ds d

1 ((n—1)s
- log <W>Bjm—j(3)d3

[ C N T
+O<max{ 57d log n, naid*}) — 0,
uniformly for j € supp(w), k € {kj,...,k{} and f € F;4. Moreover, by
Cauchy—Schwarz, we can now show, for example, that

Eflog &)1 = Ef[{log(&(;)1.f(X1)) — log f(X1)}'] — Eflog? f(X1)

uniformly for j € supp(w), k € {kg,..., k7 } and f € F44. The result follows
upon noting that we may use a similar approach for the covariance term
in (31) to see that supye gy supser, , Var V" — 0. O

A.6. Proof of Proposition 5.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5. In each of the three examples, we provide
0 = (o, ,7,v,a) € O such that f € Fyp. In fact, § > 0 may be chosen
arbitrarily in each case.

(i) We may choose any a > 0, and then set v = d2¢/271T'($+4) /T (1+9).
We may also set v = (27 2 /2 Tt remains to find a € A such that (6) holds.
Write H,.(y) := (—1)"e¥ /2 d; e7¥/2 for the rth Hermite polynomial, and
note that |H,(y)| < p,(|y|), where p, is a polynomial of degree r with non-
negative coefficients. Using multi-index notation for partial derivatives, if
t=(t1,...,tg) € {0,1,...,}¢ with |t| := t; + ... + t4, we have

'af

oxt

d
H!Htj z)| < f(@) [T pe; (I2ll) < f(@)ap(ll=]),
i=1
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for some polynomial ¢, of degree r, with non-negative coefficients. It follows
that if y € B3(1), then for any 5 > 0 with m = [8] — 1,

£ () = f ()| dm/? oft(z) 9f'(y)
oty < gy s
dm+1)/2 Aft(z + w)

max  sup

T f(x) tlEmtlwey() ozt
< dmD2 gy f(z + w)gm+1([Jz +w|)
N w€eBy(1) f(‘r)

< dmOR2elel g, ()] + 1).

Similarly,
1F7) (@)l

max 20 < gm/2 max g, (||z]).
r=1,...m

r=1,...m f(x)

Write g(d) := {—QIOg(5(27T)d/2)}
max{1,a(d)}, where

Y2 and define a € A by setting a(d) :=

a(6) = sup maxd maxqn(lal), @26 g lol + 1)}
z:||z]|<g(0) m

=1,...,

= d"/? max{ max ¢ (9(5)) ) dl/zeg(é)q"ﬁ-l (9(5) + 1) }

r=1,....,m

Then sup,. p(z)>5 Mya5(x) < a(d) and a(d) = o(67°) for every e > 0, so (6)
holds.
(ii) We may choose any a < p, and set

L(§+9) (p/2)°/°1(552)

U= d2a/2—1

rg+g G
pyd
We may also set v = %. To verify (6) for suitable a € A, we note
by induction, that if t = (t1,...,tq) € {0,1,...,}¢ with [¢t| :=t; + ... + g,
then
oft(x)| _ f@)aqq(lz)
Ozt | 7 (14 [|l=]12/p)lt"

where ¢, is a polynomial of degree r with non-negative coefficients. Thus,
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similarly to the Gaussian example, for any g > 0 with m = [5] — 1,

1F™ () — FO™ ()]

sup sup —
zeR ycB2(1) f@)lly — 33”6
+ w)gm ([ + wl) (1)
< d™)/2 sup  sup fl = )
z€R4 weBy(1) (@) (1 + ||lz][?/p)mt1 d:m.p
say, where AE;B?L » € [0,00). Similarly,
(r)
sup max U@ g2 sup max qr(Hl’!) _aA®
L T B T el [y o

say, where A? ¢ [0,00). Now defining a € A to be the constant function

d,m,p

a(6) == max{1,4%), . AP 1.

we again have that sup,. ;(;)>5 Mfas(2) < a(d), so (6) holds.
(iii) We may take any a > 0 and v = 1, v = 3. To verify (6), fix 5 > 0,
set m := [#] — 1, and define a € A by

a(d) == Am max{l, log2(m+1) (%) },

for some A,,, > 1 depending only on m. Then, by induction, we find that for
some constants A/, B}, > 0 depending only on m, and x € (—1,1)

/ A7
Mf@,ﬁ(x) < maX{ max L sup m—l—lf(y) }

r=1,...m (1 — IE2)2T ’ y:0<‘y—1“§ra(x) (1 - y2)2(m+1)f(x)

B,
< m < a(f(ﬂf)),

provided A,, in the definition of a is chosen sufficiently large. Hence (6)
again holds. O

A.7. Proof of Proposition 6.

PrOOF OF PROPOSITION 6. To deal with the integrals over X, we first
observe that by (13) in the main text there exists a constant Cy s > 0,
depending only on d and f, such that

1
/ f(a:)/ B n—k(s)logu, s ds dx
e 0

n

(32)

< Cay /X f (w){logn + log (1 + u?l/’:‘(‘f)

> } dr = O(max{qn log n, q,ll_g}),
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for every € > 0. Moreover,

(33)

» f(x)log f(x) dz| = O(q, ),

for every € > 0. Now, a slightly simpler argument than that used in the
proof of Lemma 10(ii) in the main text gives that for r € (0,r,], we have

dVd d+B8
hy(r) — Vaf(2)rd] < _C a(z)r?th.
ha(r) = Vad )] < 2550, 562)
We deduce, again using a slightly simplified version of the argument in
Lemma 10(ii) in the main text, that there exists ny € N such that for

n>ng, s € [0,-2] and = € X),, we have

_B/d ~
2dV, Bf gl +B/d Cn,ﬁ(g’i) <
d+ B Fz)+B/d —

It follows from (32), (33), (34) and an almost identical argument to that
leading to (15) in the main text that for every n > ng and € > 0,

/n f(x) /07?”1 B n—k(s) 10g<w> ds dzx

+ O(max{qi_e, qnlogn, n_l})
Vaf (@)h;'(s)* = s
s

+ O(max{g} ™, g, logn,n"'})

(34) Vaf ()b (s)4 — 5| < g

[Ef(Hy) — H| <

an

< 2/n f(x)/onl Bin—(s)

- 4dVd_ﬁ~/d Bk+B/d,n—k/ Cn,B(j’E)
~ d+8 Bea-k Jx, flx)i/d

as required. O

dsdx

dr + O(max{q,ll_g, gn logn, n_l}) ,

A.8. Completion of the proof of Lemma 7. To prove Lemma 7, it remains
to bound several error terms arising from arguments that approximate the
variance of the unweighted Kozachenko—Leonenko estimator H,, and then
to show how these arguments may be adapted to yield the desired asyptotic
expansion for Var(HY).

A.8.1. Bounds on Sy,...,S5. To bound S7: By similar methods to those
used to bound R; in the proof of Lemma 3 in the main text, it is straight-
forward to show that for every e > 0, we have

1 9 k%ﬁ_g
Sh :/ f(x)/ B n—k(s)log” uy s dsd:E:O< = >
X 0

na+d_6

n
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To bound Ss: For every € > 0, we have that

1
Sy = / f(ﬂ:)/ B (5) log? uy s ds dz = o(n=379),

an_
n—1

by very similar arguments to those used to bound R» in the proof of Lemma 3
in the main text.

To bound S3: We have

2 12 (n—1)s

_ (n—1)s Vaf(@)h; ' (s)? Vaf(x)h; ' (s)?
= {210g<e‘1’(k)f(x) + log . log . .
It therefore follows from Lemma 10(ii) in the main text that for every ¢ > 0,
. ':lll 2 o 2 (n - 1)3
LB/d kota €
= O{max(m logn, m) }

To bound Sy: A simplified version of the argument used to bound R4 in
Lemma 3 of the main text shows that for every e > 0,

S, = / @ / C B k(s)log? <M> ds dz = o(n~3=9),

an_ ek f(x)

n—1

To bound S5: Very similar arguments to those used to bound Ry in Lemma 3
in the main text show that for every e > 0,

Ss = f(a:)long(a;)dx:O<kj:e>.
xg

na+d €
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A.8.2. Bounds on Ty, Ty and T5. To bound Ty: Let B ~ Beta(k — 1,n —
kE —1). By (13) in the main text, for every € > 0,

T = ‘ /X o J@I s ) [ tostusta)) dFi ~ Frw)dydo

e /X o TS0 S

/01!log<ux,sf<x>>\Bk—l,n—k—ﬂs) - sy
< [ s s o [E] (o g tos 25 )1 - G2}

g o 6+ a3+ L e - 025

1 2a
k_§+a+d €
=0 20 . )
n a+d

where we used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and elementary properties of
beta random variables to obtain the final bound.
Now let

Va(n — 1)h; ' ()¢

* n—1
un(x) = Ugan/(n—1) = oV (k) s

and consider

Too=| [ | sreesso) [ ostur@) dne — B dy o]

If Gy, 5y > wy (), then by very similar arguments to those used to bound Ry
and Ry (cf. (13) and (14) in the main text), together with Cauchy-Schwarz,

[ ‘log uf(x |d nw—Fn_x)(u)
Un,z,y

1
< /a_n |1og (tug,s f (2)){Brk—1,n-k(5) + Brn—r—1(s)} ds

n—1

logn -+ |1og f(x)] +log (1 + L)

)

(35) = —

for every € > 0. On the other hand, if @, ., < u}(x), then [z —y| <
Tt (z) T Tz (y), Where we have added the r,, <,y term to aid a calculation
later in the proof. Define the sequence

P = [cn log!/4(n — 1)]_1.
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From Lemma 10(ii) in the main text,

h_1< an ) - {l’clogn}l/d< (k:logn)l/d (o)
SUD Ty (y) = SU < su < = o(pp).
yeé\i A ) yeé\lzz Y \n—1 ye}; nf(y) non r

Now suppose that z € XS and y € A, satisty ||y — x| < pn. Choose ng € N
large enough that 7, .,y < pp/2 for all y € &, and that log(n — 1) >
max{(3/2)?(84/2)4/# 12V, 12} for all n > ng and k € {k§,...,k}}. Then
when 3 € (0,1] and n > ng, using the fact that B,(pn/2) C By(3pn/2), we
have

/ Fw)dw > Vaf (5) (pn/2) — VaalF ) F ) (pn/2) (Bpn/2)°
Ba(pn/2)

an
n—1

1
(36) > Vaf (y)(pn/2){1 = (3cnpn/2)7} > ng(Pn/Q)d% >
Hence, for all n > ng, x € XS,y € X, with |ly—z| < p, and k € {k§, ..., k},

(37) rn,u;‘b(x) + rn,u;(y) < Pn-

On other hand, suppose instead that = € X and p}, := inf cx, [[y—2z| > pp.
Since X, is a closed subset of R%, we can find y* € X, such that ||y*—z| = p,
and set T := Z—gzn + (1 - f}—g)y*. Then ||Z — y*|| = pn, so from (36), we
have 7, x ) < pn/2 for n > ng and k € {kg,..., ki }. Since Bz(pn/2) C
B (py — pn/2), we deduce that 7, « () < py — pn/2 and

(38) {y € Xy : H$ - y” < T'nuk (x) + rn,u;(y)} = @
for n > ng and k € {k§,...,kj}. But for n > ng,

1/2
@)~ f)l <

(39) sup sup

1
(C 1% )B < a
2€XE yeXnilly—zl|<pn | (Y) e 2

so that if x € XS, y € A, and ||z — y|| < pn, then f(y) < 20, for n > ng and
ke {k§,... .k}
It therefore follows from (35), (37), (38), (39) and the argument used to
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bound 777 that for each € > 0 and n > ny,
T12 < / / f llogf( )’]]'{”w_y”<rn,uf,§(ac)+Tn,u;‘L(y)}

/ | log(uf (2))| d(Fng — Firy)(u) dy dez + o(n~?)

0
< / / F(@) £ (w)|og ()|
' Jy:f(y)<20n

/ log(uf (@))] d(For — Firy)(u) dy dee + o(n™?)

0

k_%+2_a_€
()
( na+d_6

Finally for 77, we define

/n/crm% ) f(y)log f(y)

)l/d
/ log(uf(x)) d(Fn,x — I, ) (u) dy dx|.
ﬁn,x,y

T3 :=

By Lemma 10(ii) in the main text, we can find n; € N such that for n > ny,
ke {ks,....ki}, € X, and s < a,/(n — 1), we have Vyf(x)h;1(s)? < 2s.

Tn, 1dn,

Thus, for n > ny, k € {k§,.... ki }, v € &, and y € BS( ()l/d)

241ogn 2ay, > (2)
jil n .

ey 2 TE ) F et ®

Thus, from (35), T3 = O(n~2logn). We conclude that for every e > 0,

Ezt
’Tﬂ <Ty +Tis+Ti3 = O<T>
na+d

To bound Ty: Fix € X, and z € By(d,). Choosing ns € N large enough
that T:’l—l/i” < (8d1/2)_1/ﬁc;1 for n > ng, we have by Lemma 12 that

1
w, [707153
T n X
veB, ()
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for n > ng, k € {k§, ..., kT}. Also, for all n > no, k € {k§,...,k}}, we have
‘f(ym,z) IOg f(yac,z) - f(x) lOg f($)‘
< fWa,2)N0g(f (Ya,2)/ f(@))] + [log f (@) f (ya,2) — [(@)]
< a(f (@) f (@) yz,- — «|{|log f (x)| +4}.

Moreover, by arguments used to bound 771,

[ RS ) e = )| 5 Bl (1- =227
+ {logn + | log f ()| + log<1 " M}Jﬁ‘(‘f)) }E'l - ("k_%l)B‘

where B ~ Beta(k — 1,n — k — 1). It follows that for every e > 0,
1= o [ (e o8 )~ £ 108 1))
= 7/ 1\ Yz,2) 108 J\Yz,z) — J\X)10g J(T
27 Valn = 1) Jx, Jo(an)

/OO log(uf(x)) d(Fn,x — I, ) (u)dz dx
214/ f(x)

1/2 € B/
:O(k max{k Zd F log2+ﬁ/dn}>.

n na+d_5’ nﬁ/d

To bound T3: Note that by Fubini’s theorem,

[ onsa) [ ton(wr @) e — ) b

f(z)

—V, /X ) log (@) /0 " uf (@) log(uf (2)) d(Fn g — Fiy)(u) da

u, () -
_v, /X REINE /0 wf () log(uf (x)) d(Fy — Fip)(u) de

+0(n=9),

for every ¢ > 0, where the order of the error term follows from the same
argument used to obtain (35) and Lemma 10(i). Thus, for every ¢ > 0,

_ o 2Vh=1(s)d
ry= [ pnossto) [T g, )

f
- 1og<(7)§;7(2))3> }Bkm_k_l(s){l - (’;__21)8 } ds da + O(n~6-9)

/2 pata—c  /d
= O<T max{m s Wlogn})
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A.8.3. Bounds on Uy and Uy. To bound Uy: Using Lemma 10(i) and (13)
in the main text as in our bounds on 771 we have that for every € > 0,

U11 =

uy, (z)
[ r@ [T ror(ur @) dtF,  Fo)w s

(n—1)s—k
n—k—1
k%+ﬁ—e>

S
nl+m_5

< [ g@ [T oa @) B ()

n

‘dsd:p

(40) = 0<

Moreover, using arguments similar to those used to bound Ry in the proof
of Lemma 3 in the main text, for every e > 0,
o
[ 1@ [ tog(uf(@) d, - Fuo)u) da
X ug ()

(41) Uy = — O(n—(i’)—s)).

From (40), and (41), we have for every € > 0 that

1
k;ﬁﬁd_f)

«
n1+a+d—e

|Ui| < Uy + Uie = 0(

To bound Us: By Lemma 10(ii) and letting B ~ Beta(k + 3/d,n —k — 1), we
have that for every ¢ > 0,

an

n—1 —1 d — —
U= | [ 160) [ ron (P Ny o { B s
kB4 ~1)B -k
< ng/dE< R D /na(f(aj))f(aj)l_ﬁ/ddzn
k12 kB/d g
= O<T maX{W, m})

n—k—1
Moreover, we can use similar arguments to those used to bound Ry in the
proof of Lemma 3 in the main text to show that for every ¢ > 0,

Upg := ‘/n f(z) /;”1 log<%>Bk,n—k—1(3){%} ds dx
= o(n~379)),

We deduce that for every € > 0,

k172 kp/d  patae
|Us| < Ui + Uz =0 — max{ ——, ——¢ |-
n nﬁ/d na+d_5
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A.8.4. Bounds on Wr,...,Wy. To bound Wy: We partition the region
([lz,vz] X [ly,vy])¢ into eight rectangles as follows:

([la va] x [lyvvy])cz ([0,) % [0,2,)) U([0,Lz) x [ly, vy])U([0, ) x (vy,0))
U ([las va] % [0,4)) U ([la, va] X (vy,00)) U ((vg,00) x [0,1))
U ((vg, 00) X [ly, vy]) U ((vz, 00) X (vy, 00)).
Recall our shorthand h(u,v) = log(uf(x))log(vf(y)). By Lemma 10(i) and
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, as well as very similar arguments to those
used to bound Ry in the proof of Lemma 3 in the main text, we can bound

the contributions from each rectangle individually, to obtain that for every
€ >0,

W = / F(@)f () / (t,0) (B — B Fy) (1, 0) d dy
XxX ([lz,vz]x[ly7vy])c

= o(n~/279),

To bound Ws: We have

Vo [Uy 1
Wa = / f($)f(y)/ h(u’ U) d(Gn,m,y - Fn,an,y)(ua U) dr dy + —.
XxX Lo Ji, n

We write B, p . := %, and, for s,t > 0 with s + ¢ < 1, let
Sa—ltb—l 1—s5—1¢ c—1
(42) Bape(s,t) == ( )

Ba,b,c

denote the density of a Dirichlet(a, b, c) random vector at (s,t). For a,b >
—1, writing I, := [a,, /(n — 1),a;} /(n — 1)], let

ng_)am_k = /I shta=lq — gn=k=1gg,

(S) — Sk-l—a—l(l . S)n—k—l/B(”)

(n)
B ¥ k+an—k

k+an—k
(n) ._ k+a—1,k+b—1 n—2k—2
B o ktbnoko1 = L s t (1—s—1) dsdt
TL>< n

k+a—1,k+b—1 n—2k—2 yp(n)
s t (1—-s—1) /Bistarbn—ok—1-

(n) .
Bl aktbn—2k—1(5:1) :
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Then by the triangle and Pinsker’s inequalities, and Beta tail bounds similar
to those used previously, we have that

/ |Bk+a,k+b,n—2k—l(s7 t) - Bk+a,n—k(s)Bk+b,n—k(t)| ds dt
Inx1In

(n)
- ‘Bk+a,k+b,n—2k—1 .

k+an—k—k+bn—k 1
Bitak+bn—2k—1

_|_
Brtan—kBrton—k

(n) 1/2
B (s,t) /
B(n) k+a,k+bn—2k—1\">

(n)
hran—1k(8)Br ik

1 -t 1/2
Bitak+bn—2k—1(5,1) > }
=42 Biia n—ak—1(s,t)1o = dsdt
{/o /0 ok rbn=2i-1(s:1) g(Bm,n_k(s)BM,n_k(t)

+ o(n=?)

- IF(n+a+b—1)(n—k)?
=2/ [lOg<F(n —2k—1)I'(n +a)l(n+b)

—n—k-1){Yn+b—-k-1)+¢(n+a—-k—1)}

) + (0 — 2k — 2)p(n — 2k — 1)

1/2
+nyp(n+a+b— 1)} +o(n?)
(43)
_ %{1 +o(1)}.

As a first step towards bounding W5 note that
Vz Uy
Waim [ f@f0) [ [ h0)d(Goy ~ Py v) dody
Xy X X le Jl

- / F(2)f(y) / log (tuz,s f (x)) log(uy.t f(y))
X, X X,

Iy X1y
{Bk,k,n—2k—1(87 t) - Bk,n—k(s)Bk,n—k(t)} dsdt dx dy

“Jo 10 [ e ()

{Bk,k,n—2k—1(87 t) - Bk,n—k(s)Bk,n—k(t)} dsdtdx dy + Wan

(44)

«
n n1+a+d_€

1 kata €
= ——+ O<+7> + O(Tl_2) + W211,
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for every € > 0. But, by Lemma 10(ii) and (43), for every ¢ > 0,

Wanl=| [ s [ {oron( WS oy (0 Z00)

{Bk,k,n—2k—1(s7 t) - Bk,n—k(s)Bk,n—k(t)} ds dt dx dy'

/anXn f(@)f(y) /In log<w>

“bgn—lyﬂﬂn—k—D+&gﬂ—sﬂBmhmﬂQ

<2

— {log(n —1) — \P(n)}Bkn_k(s)} ds dx dy‘
+O< {k,’l—i—% kl-i-%—s })
max , —
T
172 kB/d patae
(45) :O<Tmax{m, $}>

Moreover, by Lemma 10(i) and (ii) and very similar arguments, for every
e >0,

Wag = / / VA(Ghgy — FnoFny)(u,v)dedy
X X XS

o ket kata=© pP/d
- < 1+a—+d— {n S’ pBld” /<;1/2}>

Wag = / VA(Ghgy — FpoFny)(u,v)dedy
XCXXC

(16) = O<L>

n1+m_5

\

Incorporating our restrictions on k, we conclude from (44), (45) and (46)
that for every e > 0,

1 Lk kP4 et
[Wa| < [Way + —| + 2[Wa| + [Was| = O — max{ ——~ , —a— ¢ |-
n n np/d notd €

To bound Ws3: We write hy, h, and hy, for the partial derivatives of h(u,v)
and write, for example, (hy, F')(u,v) = hy(u,v)F(u,v). We find on integrating
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by parts that, writing F' = F}, . y — Gy 2y,

/vavx}x[lyvvy}(hdF)(u,v)—/lx /ly (huoF (u,v)) du dv
:/ x[(huF)(u, ly) = (huF)(u, vy)] du +/ y[(th)(lx,v) (hoF)(ve, v)] do

Iz ly
(47)
+ (hF)(vg,vy) + (RF)(ly, ly) — (REF)(vg, ly) — (RF)(ly, vy).

Using standard binomial tail bounds as used to bound W; together with (13)
in the main text we therefore see that for every e > 0,

Vz [Vy Vz Uy
Wsp = / / (hdF)(u,v) / / (huwF)(u,v) dudv}dazdy
XXX l la

__ f(;p)f(y){/l (haF) (1, vy)du+/ (ho ) (v, )dv} da dy

XXX x ly
(48)
+ o(n=/2-9),

Now, uniformly for u € [l;,v,;] and (z,y) € X x X and for every € > 0,

n—2 n—k— — —€
F(u,vy) = ﬂ{nz—ynsw}< )pﬁ (1= D) 4 o(n 927

k—1
Bk,n—k‘(pn,x,u) —(9/2—¢
= Lomylizrn)— 7+ o(n®?79)
1 - —€
(49) < 11{||m_y||gm,vz}m{1 +o(1)} + o(n~ /279,

By (39) and the arguments leading up to it, we have

(50) sup sup ‘Lﬂ;; - 1‘ — 0.

SUeXﬁ yeXntz ('rn,'uz +Tn,uy)
We therefore have by (13) in the main text that, for every € > 0,
(2 k—§+m_5
60 [ I@I) [ ), dudyds = o<f)
XExX la na+d

Now, using Lemma 10(ii), for z € A,

k Bld log1/2n
nf(x) Ek1/2
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We also need some control over vf(y). By (39) and the work leading up to
it, for n > max(ng,5),z € &, and ||y — z|| < Tn v, + "oy,

15d1/2

fo) = {1 (cnpn)” }3u 2 60/2 2 k/(n ~ 1),

Thus a(f(y)) < ¢ and using (50) we may apply Lemma 10(ii) to the set
X =X, U{y:ly—xz| < Tnwe + T, for some x € X}
From this and (50), for any = € X, and y € By (7nv, + Tnw,),

Bld 1oel/2
(53)  max(|lyf(y) — 1|, [v, f(y) — 1) S a(f(v)) <%($)> + liT

Using (50) again, we have that a(f(yz,.)) S f(z)~¢ for each € > 0, uniformly
for x € X, and ||z|| < {vef(2)}% + {v, f(z)}/9. From (49), (52) and (53)
we therefore have that

| t@r) [ ) dudyds
XXX Iz

gk‘l/z/x X,f(!l?)f(y)]1{||ac—y||<m,vgc}|log(”yf(y))'log(v‘"”/lm)dydlj

KU2H26/d Jogp  k2Tara
(54) :O(max{ nplt2B/d ' pEl/2’ n1+%+d—e}>

for every € > 0. By (48), (51) and (54) we therefore have that

k1/2428/d g 1/t
(55) W31 = O<max{ S Ay Ry R - })

Finally, by (13) in the main text and (50), we have since F' = 0 when
|z —y|| > rpu+ rn. that

(56)

Vg Vy k(f—fd—ﬁ
Was = /X I /l /l (hmqu,v)dudvdwdy—O( i )

Combining (55) and (56) we have that

k1/2+2ﬁ/d logn kf—fd—é}>

plt28/d 7 pgl/27 2o

Wy = W31 + W3y = O(max{
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To bound Wy: Let pn := fBz(rn,u)mBy(rn,u) f(y)dy and let (Ny, No, N3, Ny) ~
Multi(n — 2, Pnzu — Py Py — Py Py L = Pngu — Py + pn). Further, let

) (u,v) :=P(N; + N3 >k, Ny + N3 > k‘),

n7x7y
so that

(Fn,x,y—Fé}%y)(u,’U) = ]P’(Nl 4+ N3 =k—1,Ny+ N3 > k)]]-{llm—yllﬁm,u}

+ P(N2 +N3=k—1,N1 + N3 > k)]]-{||m—y||§rn’v}
+ P(Nl + N3 =k — 1, Ny + N3 =k — 1)1{||96—y||§7’n,u/\7’n,v}‘
Now P(N1+N3 = k—1) = (1)) ok 2t (1=pnwwu)"F71 < (27k) Y2 {140(1)}

and F, 4 (u,v) = Gpay(u,v) if ||z —y|| > 7pu + rnw, and so, by (52)
and (53), we have that

Ve [Uy (Fn,x,y — Gn,;p,y)(ua U)
[ [ /l ducdvdrdy

uv

v poy (p()
_ / F@)f(y) / / Enzy = Crag)(:0) 4, 41 g gy
Xp XX [— u

v

logn k3t partatae })

nkl/27 12 Tt

(57) +0 <max{

We can now approximate ng}%,y(u,v) by ®x (kY2 {uf(x) — 1}, kY {vf(z) —
1}) and Gy py(u,v) by @Y {uf(x) — 1})®(kY?{vf(z) — 1}). To avoid
repetition, we focus on the former of these terms. To this end, for i =

3,...,m, let
Y,;, = <]]_{X’L€BIE(TTL,’U,)}> ,
LixieBy(rnu))

so that Y"1 .Y, = <%; i%ﬁ) We also define

= E(Y;) = <pn,:c,u>

Pn,yv

V = COV(Y;) — (pn,m,u(l _pn,m,u) Pn — pn,x,upn,y,v) ,
Pn — pn,x,upn,y,v pn,y,v(l - pn,y,v)

When z € X, and y € By(rp, + Tnw,) We have that, writing A for the
symmetric difference and using (50), P(X1 € By(rpu)ABy (1)) > 0 and
so V is invertible. We may therefore set Z; :== V 1/ 2(Y; — p). Then by the
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Berry—Esseen bound of Gotze (1991), writing C for the set of closed, convex
subsets of R? and letting Z ~ N5(0,1), there exists a universal constant
C5 > 0 such that

(58) sup
ceC

Ly CHE()| 25
P(W%Ziecy)—P(ZeC)‘g%‘

The distribution of Z3 depends on z,y,u and v, but, recalling the substitu-
tion y = y, . as defined in (22) in the main text, we claim that for x € A,
Y=Yz € By(rnu+rnp)s uE [lz,vy] and v € [ly, vy],

n )1/2

(59) E(12%1°) 5 (777

To establish this, note that for » € &), and ||y — z|| < rp., + 7nv,, We have
by (50), (52) and (53) that |ly — z[| S (7fg)"/" Thus, for v € [I,,v,], and
using Lemma 12, we also have that

[vf () = 1] <max(fo, f(y) = 1], |l f(y) = 1) + vy [f(y) — f(2)]

k Bld logl/2 n
< - >
(50) Satf@n 1) () +
Now, by the definition of [, and v,,
1/21.51/2
61 mac{puea — b/~ D], g — b/ — D[} < TETR

for all z,y € X and u € [I;,v,],v € [ly, vy]. Next, we bound |22pp, — a;| for
€ X, and y = y, . with ||z]| < {vef(2)}¥? + {v, f(z)}/?. First suppose
that v > v. We may write

By (rnu)NBy(rn,w) = {Ba(rnw) N By(rn,) FU{ Be (rn,u) \Be (rn,w) 1By (ra)],
where this is a disjoint union. Writing I, (2) := [ Bas(s)ds for the reg-

ularised incomplete beta function and recalling that pg denotes Lebesgue
measure on R?, we have

2
T —
,ud(Bm(rn,U) N By(rn,v)) = Vd’r’gwfﬂ 1 <1 — 7” 23/” )
2 47‘,“,

ve ™ =1
= lag1 1|1 ————————
n—1 "22 Mo f(x)}2/d
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_ 2]
oty (1 1),

2 2t
i1d11<1_7’_>':(1 r</4) 2 < 1 ‘
2 4 Basny2i2 — B2,z

and

Now,

Hence by the mean value inequality,

oY (k) o
#a(Ba(rm o) O By(rn)) = 370
"™ Tolzllll = {of @)} Y4 e }
Sn_l[ B o @)

It follows that for all x € X, y € By(Tnw, + Tnw,) and v € [ly,vy],

eV(k) g,

f(w) dw — —

/Bz (Tnyu )ﬂBy ('rn,'u)

k Bld  p1/2 log1/2 n
nf(z) n

using (60) and Lemma 12. We also have by (61) that

< Lttt 1 100

/ f(w) dw < Pn.xzu — Pn,zv
{Bz (rn,u)\Bz (rn,v)}NBy (rn,v)

B/d
Mﬂ@Af@D&#%Q T

Thus, when z € X, y = Y22 € Be(Tnyw, + 70w, )s 8 € [lo, V2], v € [ly,vy] and
u >,

k1/210g1/2
—

<

~

S|

n—2
—DPn — Oz

k

k ﬁ/d+log1/2n
nf(x) kt/2 -

We can prove the same bound when v > wu similarly, using (52), (60) and
Lemma 12. We will also require a lower bound on py, z u + Pn,y0 — 2pn in the
region where By (1) N By(rny) # 0, ie., ||2]| < {uf(@)}/ + {vf(z)}/e.
By the mean value theorem,

(62)

Sdﬂ@Af@D<

2 1/2 2~ /2
(1-0%)>27%0maxy —— 1 — [an1

1—Tan
2 (d+1)/2,1/2

/2]

N

)

N
)
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for all § € [0,1]. Thus, for u > v, with v € [l,,v,], x € X, and y = y, . with
2] < Q{Uf(ﬂf)}l/d, by (60) we have,

Kd (Bx(rn,u) N By(rn,v)c) > ld (Bw(rn,v) N By(rn,v)c)

_uad g =yl s Kl

When ||z]| > 2{vf(a:)}1/d we simply have ud(Bx(rmv) N By(rn,v)c) = Vdrg,v
and the same overall bound applies. Moreover, the same lower bound for
ud(By(rn,v) N Bx(rn,u)c) holds when u < v, u € [l;,v,], z € &), and y =
Yz,z € Be(Tnyv, +7nw,). We deduce that for all z € X, y = yp». € Be(rpw, +
Ty ), U € [lz,vz] and v € [ly, vy,

k
(63) Prnzu + Pnyv — 2pn > max{pn,x,u —Pny Pnywv — pﬂ} Z EHzH

We are now in a position to bound E(||Z3]|®) above for z € X, y = y.. €
B (Tnw, +Tnw,)s u € [z, vz], v € [y, vy]. We write
V—1/2 <1 - pn,x,u)
_pn7y7v

3
IV—1/2 <1 - pn,x,u)
1 - pn7y7v
|3

+ (pn,x,u - pﬂ)

3
E(Z5]%) = pn

3

V—1/2 < —Pnxu >
1 - pn7y7U
V—1/2 <pn,x,u>
pn,y,v
and bound each of these terms in turn. First,
A V—1/2 <1 - pn,x,u)
1 - pn7y7v
= prlVI7¥{(1 = prww) (1 = Pryw) Oz + Py — 200) 1>
3/2
—p (1= ppaw)(l — Pn,y,v)
: )
Pn

+ (Pn,y,0 — Pn)

(64) + (1 — Pnzu — Pnyo T pﬁ)

3

(Pr,@,u—Pn) (Pn,y,v—Pn

o pn’w’upn’y’v + Pn,x,u"‘pn,y,v_2pﬁ
3/2
1
|V| Pn — PnauPnyv

using (61) and (62), and where we derive the final bound from the left hand
side of the minimum if ||z|| > 1 and the right hand side if ||z|] < 1. Similarly,
(66)

3
_ 1-— _ n \1/2
(pn,m,u_pﬂ) vl ( pn,x,u) H < (pn,m,u_pﬂ)pi{57v|v| 3/2 S < > ’

_pn,y,v k”ZH
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where we have used (63) for the final bound. By symmetry, the same bound
holds for the third term on the right-hand side of (64). Finally, very similar
arguments yield

3
(67) (1- Pnau — Pny,o T pn) VL2 <pn7x7u> H S (k/n)g/z.

Pn,yv

Combining (65), (66) and (67) gives (59).

Writing ®4(+) for the measure associated with the Ny(0, A) distribution
for invertible A, and ¢4 for the corresponding density, we have by Pinsker’s
inequality and a Taylor expansion of the log-determinant function that

25up [B4(C) — B (C)2 < / 4log A
cec R2 OB

= § {log |B| — log | 4| + tr(B~'(A ~ B))} < |B~"*(A~ B)B P,

provided ||[B~Y2(A — B)B~'/?|| < 1/2. Hence

sup |®4(C) — ®5(C)| < min{1,2||B~Y2(A - BYB~'/?||}.
ceC

We now take A = (n — 2)V/k, B = ¥ and use the submultiplicativity of
the Frobenius norm along with (61) and (62) and the fact that |S~1/2| =
{14 a.)"'+ (1 — o) "}/ to deduce that

(68) sup|®A(C)— B5(C)) < i{a(f(xw(y))(

cec Izl

k 6/d+log1/2n
nf(z) k1/2

for . € Xn, vy € By(Tnw, + Tnwy,)s v € [lz,vz], v € [ly,vy]. Now let u =
f(l’)_l(l-i-k‘_l/zs) and v = f(z)71(1 +l<:_1/2t). By the mean value theorem,
(52) and (6

0),
o(infu-an- ()]) -
o

(n = 2)ppau — k (n = 2)pnyo — k
(27)1/2 { L1/2 - ‘ + L1/2 a t'}
(69) < k1/2a(f(33) A f(y))< k >6/d 4+ k12,
~ nf(z)

It follows by (58), (59), (68) and (69) that for x € X, and y € By (., +
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Tn,vy)y

sup \F(l) (u,v) — Py (s,t)]

n,r,y
ue [lac 71)&6} Ve [ly 7vy]

12,

' B/d
Sminf1 @A) () (42 )

Therefore, by (52) and (53), and since f(y) > f(z)/2 for z € A,, y €
B (rnw, +Tnw,) and n > ng, we conclude that for each € > 0 and n > ng

v oy B
© [ Fp2(u,v) — Px(s,t)
/ / Ljo—yl<rnutra,} dudv dy dx
anX l

5§Af@{%%¥+dﬂ@mwg%ﬁmﬂ2

/ sup ’ nwyzz( aU)—CI)z(S,t)]dzda;
By (3) u€]

lz 7UCL‘] IS [lyz,z 7Uycv z]

log5/2n Latata—e E1/2+B/d ogn  [1/2+26/d
{ K320 atae nB/d » T 2B/d })

(70) =0 <§ ma

By similar (in fact, rather simpler) means we can establish the same bound
for the approximation of Gy, ., by ®(k"/?{uf(z) — 1)@ (kY2 {vf(zx) — 1}).

To conclude the proof for the unweighted case, we write &, = Xygl) U X,?),
where

d

Ve (o fla) > k%0,), XD = {z:6, < f(z) < k¥0,)},

and deal with these two regions separately. We have by Slepian’s inequality
that ®x(s,t) > ®(s)®(¢) for all s and t. Hence, recalling that s = s;,, =
EV2{uf(x) — 1} and t = t,, = k'/*{vf(x) — 1}, by (50), (52) and (60), for
every € > 0,

Vg [Uy (I)E S, t (S)(I)(t)
/ @ / / Lijz—y|<rnutrnoydudodyde
Xn ><X lo
et® / o l{ux—yx,z||sm,,x+rn,vyx,z}
Va(n — Dk J3@ Jga Yarz) F(@)?ly, .

/_ /_ {Ps(s,t) — B(s)®(t)} ds dt dz dw

my <2 d=d R
) ~5/X7§2>f<f”>/30(2)0‘2 2o = o )
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where to obtain the final error term, we have used the fact that || Bo(2) Y= dz =
V4. By (52) and (53) we have, for each € > 0,

Ve [y Pyy(s, 1) D(t
/ / / = ( 2 )]l{||x—y||sm,u+rn,u}dud” dy dzx
X(l)xé’( !
1
e¥ =Yz, 2 |<rn,0p +7n,0y, , }
< T,z - 2dzd
- Vd(n - 1)k 2V Jra f(ez) f(2)21ly, . A aeer

eV(k) logl/2n kP patae
C(n =Dk Jam flw)du+ O<max{ nkl/2 7 pl+b/d’ n1+%+d—e}>

(72)

- R0 Lo logh/2p KB/ pt35)aa—e
~ Dk B By SVC RS RNy Y Bt :

By Lemma 10(ii) as for (60) we have, for = € Xél),y € Be(Tnw, + Ty, )
(73)
max [vf(2)—1-3k""/2log"/?n| S a(f(2)Af () (

vE{vz,vy}

k >6/d
nf(z)
with similar bounds holding for [, and [,. A corresponding lower bound of

the same order for the left-hand side of (72) follows from (73) and the fact
that

= o(k1/2),

2y/logn  r2v/logn
/ / {®x(s,t) — B(s)®(t)} dsdt = a, + O(n™?)

2+/logn 2+/logn

uniformly for z € R%. It now follows from (57), (70), (71) and (72) that for
each ¢ > 0,

w O(max{10g5/2n e i ’“%+51°gn}>
4 = ’

) ) ) )
nkl/2 it eTa nl+28/d it aTa n1+§

a+d

as required.

We now turn our attention to the variance of the weighted Kozachenko—
Leonenko estimator H}Y. We first claim that

(74)

k k
ar wj log MHa1] = wjw; Lov(log ()1 og n,1) = o .
Vi log & Cov(log £(j),1,10g &wy,1) = V(f) + o(1)

j=1 =1
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By (18), (19) and Lemma 3 in the main text, for j such that w; # 0,
Varlog ;)1 = V(f) + o(1)

as n — oo. For [ > j, using similar arguments to those used in the proof of
Lemma 3 in the main text, and writing ufﬁﬁ = Uy s = Vg(n—1)h; ! (s)de V()
for clarity, we have

E(log &)1 log &y
1 s
/ f(z / / log(u 10g( :(v)s—l—t)Bj,l—jm—l(S,t) dtdsdz
(n—1)(s+1)
/ f@ / / % )1°g< F(2)e@ )BjJ—j,n—z(S,t)dtds dz+o(1)

:/f(:p) log? f () dx + o(1)
X

as n — 0o, uniformly for 1 < j <[ < kf. Now (74) follows on noting that
SUP >, [lw]] < oo
Next we claim that

k k
(75) Cov (Z wj log £(j)71,2wl log 5(1),2> = o(n™1)
j=1 =1

as n — oo. In view of (20) in the main text and the fact that sup,;, [lw|| <
00, it is sufficient to show that

Cov (log(f(X1)€(;),1), 1log(f(X2)Ew)2)) = o(n™)

as n — 0o, whenever w;, w; # 0. We suppose without loss of generality here
that j < [, since the j = [ case is dealt with in (27). We broadly follow

the same approach used to bound W1, ..., Wy, though we require some new
(similar) notation. Let F .,y denote the conditional distribution function

of (§(j),1,8),2) given X1 = z, Xy = y and let FT(LJ% denote the conditional
distribution function of ;) ; given X; = . Let

w(i) y1/d
g) . ) _Ue G) . )
Tn,u . { Vd(n _ 1) } ) pn,m,u . hm (Tn,u)'

Recall the definitions of ai ; given in the proof of Lemma 13, and let vy ; :=
inf{u >0:(n— )pﬁf?@ w= a;';j} and I, j ;= inf{u>0:(n— 1)p£f73g7u = a;j}.
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For pairs (u,v) with v < v, ; and v < vy, let (M, Ma, M3) ~ Multi(n —

2; pgzn,u,pg,)y,v, 1-— pgzjgv u pgll,)y,v) and write
G y(u,v) == P(My > j, My > 1)
Also write .
E/ — 1 (]/1)1/20/2
TG/ 1 ’

where o, := Vg (Bo(1) N B.(exp(¥(1) — ¥(4))/?)). Writing W/ for re-
mainder terms to be bounded later, we have

Cov (log(f(X1)€(;).1): log(f(X2)&u)2))
:/ fmﬂw/ h(u,v) d(F,, ,— F9) FO) (u,v) dv dy + W]
XXX

Ly, 1,vy,1] X [l 5 v”aw]

2
1
- @i B, 0) d(F) y— Gl ) (1, 0) ddy — — + S W
XXX( ) ( ) [lyl,UyLX[lz],U(x]} ) ( Y y)( ) n ;
= fy/ / ’ v = Onay) (- )dudvdxdy——+ZWi’
anx Lo, uv [ —
1 4
2 /
n—l jl EEEE /Rd/ / {®sy(s,t) — D(s)®(t)} ds dt dz n+;WZ
(76)
Vi lev0)

5 f dz_‘@w oo >+ZW'

as n — oo. The final equality here follows from the fact that, for Borel
measurable sets K, L C R?,

(77) /dﬂd((K +2)N L) dz = pg(K)pa(L),
R
so that fRd al,dz = Vde‘I’(l)—‘P(j)_

To bound W{: Very similar arguments to those used to bound W; show
that W/ = o(n=(%/279)) as n — oo, for every e > 0.
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To bound W3: Similar to our work used to bound W, we may show that

+

a a l

nri n—1
/1 /n |Bj+al+bn —j—l- 1(s,)— Bjtan— ]( )Bl-i-bn 1(t)] dt ds

(j1)1/?
n

<

{1+0(1)}

as n — oo, for fixed a,b > —1. Also,

/Ol/oligg(me‘;i(jl))swog(%){By,lm —j—i—1(8,t)=Bjn—j(5)Byn_i(t) }dtds

_ 1 =
= n—i—O(n )

as n — oo. Using these facts and very similar arguments to those used to
bound W5 we have for every € > 0 that

k172 kB/d  parae
/_
W2—0< - max{nﬁ/d’naid*})

To bound Wj: Similarly to (47) and the surrounding work, we can show
that for every € > 0,

Wl =0 logn k3t gata e
3 — max nk1/27 n1+% » T 2a .

n a-+d

To bound W]: Let (N1, Na, N3, Ni) ~ Multi(n — 2;p9% 0 — pr, pye —
j l
Prs P 1P e u =Py tpr), where pry = [ B. (9B, (0, | (W) dw. Further,
let
FpD) = P(Ny + N3 > j, Ny + N3 > 1).

n ,T,Y

Then, as in (57), we have

vy () . — G
/ f@)f(y / /y R ) (4 )dudvdxdy
X xX uv
} Jonisy '
T, v N nw —an R
:/ f(w)f(y)/ ] / " T~ Cnag)(th7) dudv dz dy
X x X Loy Jlya uv
1,28 1, o
logn kztT k2tata©
+O<maX{nk1/27 n1+% 9 n1+%+d_e })
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We can now approximate F,;(ml)y(u, v) by sy (52 {uf (x)—1}, 1Y {vf(x)—1})
and G, ., (u,v) by (12 {uf(x) — 1})@I/*{vf(x) — 1}). This is rather
similar to the corresponding approximation in the bounds on Wy, so we

only present the main differences. First, let

Vi <]l{xieBx(r,<3;L)}) _
Lixien, )}

We also define

and

: . : .
V' = Cov(Y) = Pkl N pﬁf,}c,u) P = p%upz(@,)y,v
bn — pg,gc,up%,)y,v pSL,)y,v(l - pﬁl,)yﬂ))

and set Z! := V'=Y2(Y! — ). Our aim is to provide a bound on pn. Since
the function
(r,8) = pa(Bo(r'/?) N B.(s'%)),

is Lipschitz we have for z € X,,y = = + f(x)_l/drg)lz € Bm(rﬁf;z}z,j +

l
7’,(17)1)%1),11 € [lyj,ve;]) and v € [l 1, vy,] that

n—2 ,

E\I](]) Pn — &y

Bld  1ogl/2
(78) k > og/“n

< - = R——
S ol A G0 (s s
using similar equations to (52), (53) and (60). From this and similar bounds
to (61), we find that |V'| > k?/n? and ||(V')~'/2|| < (n/k)'/2. We therefore
have

E|Z3|° < I(V)"2IPENYS — @) S n/2 /K2,

which is as in the [ = j case except with the factor of ||z||~'/? missing. Note
now that

limsup sup sup H(E/)_lﬂ“ < 0.
n—00  (4,1):5<l z2€By(14+e(TO-¥())/d)
wj,wy

Hence, using (78), similar bounds to (61) and the same arguments as leading
up to (68),

k Bld logl/2n
(79) sup [®4(C) = @5(C)] S alf(x) A fy) (Waz)) + %
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where B := Y/ and

dim ooy TR w0 — b))
Y212 — pl) upg}% ) l‘lpg,)y,u(l - pg,)y,v)

Now let u := f(x) (14 j~Y2s) and v := f(z)~'(1 + [7'/?t). Similarly
to (69), we have

() (@)

(n—2)prpu—3 (n— )pn,y, —1
@Z’ ( j1/2 ) ll/2 ) - @Z/(S7 t)

5/
< KY2a(f(x) A f@))(%@)) 12,

Similarly to the arguments leading up to (70), it follows that

rd [Uud F( @Z/(S t)
‘ X / / uv Loyl <r@eeri,y T dv dy d2

k log®? n Eitaga—c  p—1/2+8/d logn k1/2+28/d
= 0| —max 7 _ ’ ’ ,
( { k3/2 natd € nB/d n2B7d }>

where the power on the first logarithmic factor is smaller because of the
absence of the factor of the ||z[|~! term in (79). The remainder of the work
required to bound W} is very similar to the work done from (71) to (72),
using also (77), so is omitted. We conclude that

3 3 a—e 3,28 1+-L)ya—< 1.8
log?2 k2+a+d ka2t k( 28)avd  Lkatal
0 T B S o))

a—e€ x—€

1 25 B
nkz = pitera | pitd pitera 15

The equation (76), together the bounds on W1, ..., W} just proved, establish
the claim (75). We finally conclude from (74) and (75) that

k
A 1
Vhdﬂﬁ)z;ﬂ@r(Ejuybg&ﬂJ>
j=1

k k
1
Jj= -
= V() +o(n™),

as required.
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A. Proof of Theorem 8.

PrROOF OF THEOREM 8. For the first part of the theorem we aim to apply
Theorem 25.21 of van der Vaart (1998), and follow the notation used there.
With P := {\(log f + H(f)) : A\ € R} we will first show that the entropy
functional H is differentiable at f relative to the tangent set P, with efficient
influence function qu = —log f — H(f). Following Example 25.16 in van der
Vaart (1998), for g € P, the paths f; , defined in (10) of the main text are
differentiable in quadratic mean at t = 0 with score function g. Note that
Jygf=0and [, ¢*f <ooforallge P. It is convenient to define, for ¢t > 0,
the set Ay := {x € X : 8t|g(x)| < 1}, on which we may expand e~29 easily
as a Taylor series. By Holder’s inequality, for € € (0,1/2),

/ fllog f| < (8£)21-9 / FlgPP0=9log £
Ag X

<@ { [ 2} ([ o) o

as t \, 0. Moreover,

flog(1+e_2tg)§/ (1og2+2t\gy)f§16t2(410g2+1)/ g’ f.
A¢ A¢ X

We also have that

ety 1= | [ (5 —1-10) 1

- / 729 — 14 2tg +tg(e 29 — 1
=/

1+ e 2tg
16
(80) < §t2/ g2f+72t2/ g2f§72t2/ ¢ f.
Ay A¢ X

t

s [ aeeians

t

It follows that

'rl{H(ft,g) ~H(PY+ [ os 1+ H(f)}fg‘
:‘3/)({(1 207('5)>logf 2(1) log< 2(1) >+t9(1+10gf)}f‘

t  lfe  1te 2 1+e—2tg

1
<- / f({e‘%g — 1+ 2tg +tg(e™9 —1)}log f
A,

) +tg(1+ e‘%g)‘ +o(1)

21 72
B 0g<1 + e 2l

1
§—6t/g2f|logf|+22t/ng+o(1)—>0.
3 Jx x
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The conclusion (11) in the main text therefore follows from van der Vaart
(1998, Theorem 25.21).

We now establish the second part of the theorem. First, by our previous
bound on ¢(t) in (80), for 12t < { [, g2 f}71/% we have that

2 flle
0o < 2¢(t o0 S =57 57 <4 /f|loos
fealle < 2600l lee < i3 7z < 41

and Noe(ft,g) < 4Na(f)'
We now study the smoothness properties of f; ;. This requires some in-

volved calculations, because we first need to understand corresponding prop-
erties of ¢g. To this end, for an m times differentiable function g : R* — R,
define

(M) () — g(m)
M () = max{ max |¢®(2)|, sup Chigd ) gﬁ_m(a:)H}

t=1,...m yeBe(ra(x) 1Y — ]
and M ()
sup,. x

D, = max{l, sup px'f(x)iirl g }

selrle)  a(0)
Let J,, denote the set of multisets of elements {1,...,d} of cardinality

at most m, and for J = {j1,...,js} € Tm, define gj(x) := %(:p).

Moreover, for i € {1,...,s}, let P;(J) denote the set of partitions of J into
1 non-empty multisets. As an illustration, if d = 2, then

j3 - {@, {1}7 {2}7 {17 1}7 {17 2}7 {27 1}7 {27 2}7
(1,1,11,{1,1,2},{1,2,1},{1,2,2},{2,1,1},{2, 1, 2},{2, 2, 1},{2,2, 2} }.

Moreover, if J = {1,1,2} € J3, then

Pa(J) = {{{L 11421} {1, 25 {13}, {121 {1} .

Then, by induction, and writing ¢* := g1 = log f + H(f), it may be shown

that
card(J)

. —1)=1G —1)!
gi@) =Y ()f% > fpi-.- [P,
=1 {P1,....P; }eP;(J)
Now, the cardinality of P;(J) is given by a Stirling’s number of the second
kind:
_ 1 : i—{ i card(J) __. -
card(P;(J)) = ,—'Z(—l) <€>£ (‘) —. S(card(J),i),

2.
£=0
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say. Thus, if card(J) < m, then

card(J)

(81) lgi(@)l < Y (i— 1S (card(J),i)a(f())' <

1=1

m™ M mla(f(z))™.

| =

Moreover, if ||y — z|| < rq(x) and m > 1, then

card(J)
Gw -g@l< S G-n Y {|fP1“‘fPi(y}izy,gpl“‘fPi(x)|
i=1 {P1,....,Pi}yeP;i(J)
’fP1fP1(‘T)’ fl(y) _
P S

Now, by Lemma 12,

£ < o)

Moreover, by induction and Lemma 12 again,

Wy

oo )= Iy - (@) < 802 (2) =1 fa(r @) £y — 2P
We deduce that (even when m = 0),

(52) 193(0) — ()| < 82 (02) " mi(m + 1) 2a( F ()" g oS
Comparing (81) and (82), we see that

(83) Dy < 8d'/?2 <%)mm!(m +1)m+2 = D,

Now let g(y) := (1 + e 2%¥)7!, so that f,4(z) = 2¢(t)q(g(z)) f(z). Similar

inductive arguments to those used above yield that when J € J,,, with m > 1
and ¢ is m times differentiable,

card(J)
(qog)s@) = > q"(g9x) > gp...gp),
i=1 {P1,...P;}eP;(J)

and we now bound the derivatives of ¢q. By induction,

i CL(Z) e—2t€y

¢ (y) = (2t)’ ;(—UHW,
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(@)

where for each i € N, we have a;”’ =1, a?

i

=1! and ay) = E(ay_l) + agi__ll))
for £ € {2,...,1—1}. Since maxj<y<; agi) < (2i)*"! (again by induction), we
deduce that

(84) (1+e72) gD (y)| < 221t

Writing s := card(J), it follows that

s

(g09)5(@)] < a(g(@) 3 2276 (s, i)l f (2)) " D]

i=1

(85) < q(g(x))s*12% 7 max(1,4)* Bya(f (2))* "V D;,
where By := >_7 ; S(s,i) denotes the sth Bell number. We can now apply
the multivariate Leibniz rule, so that for a multi-index w = (wy, ... ,wq) with
|w| <m, and for t <1 and m > 1,

0% fr.4* () w\ 9"q(g"(x)) 07" f(x)

: — |2¢(t

‘ Ox¥ . )V;w v ox” Oxw—v

(86) <2t B Dta( (@)™ fuge ().

Now, in order to control ‘aw%fj ®) _ g (@) |, we first note that by (82)

Oxw

and (83), we have for ||y — z| < rq(z), i €N, J € J,,, with card(J) = s and
{Pl,...,PZ‘} GPZ(J),

(87 |gp, - 95, (W) — gb, - gp, (@) < 2D) a(f(z))" ™V ||y — z[|Pm.

Thus, by (84), (87), the mean value theorem and Lemma 12, for ¢t < 1,
ly — z|| < re(xz) and m > 1,

[(qog%)s(y) — (gog")s(z)|

S0 @) S gh . gh) —gh . ah <:c>}'
=1

{Pl,...7Pi}€Pi(J)

<

_l’_

SO0 -G @) Y i)

{P1,....,Pi}ePi(J)
< qu(g*(x))a(f($))m2+m+l||y — g

Bm23m+5d1/2(m+ 1)m+1(1 + e2tg*(x))
* e2t9" (@) 4 o—2tlg* (v)—g" (@)]

(88)
< D™q(g* (x))a(f ()™ Ty — 2||f 7" B 2845l 2 (m 4 1)+ (%)R-
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Using the multivariate Leibnitz rule again, together with (85), (88) and
Lemma 12, for t <1, ||y — z|| < rq(z) and |w| =m > 1,

F frg(y) 0% fig ()
oz ox¥

0 2 ()

>’ f(y)
8yw—u

q(g*(y) 8”61(9*(%))‘

ot ox? ox?
qlg*(x)[|0"fly) 9" f(z) }
ox? ox? ox?
< 219GV B, (m 4+ 1)L D a(f ()™ fy g () |y — P
(89)  =: CLD™a(f(x))™ T fy e (2)|ly — 2P

+

This also holds in the case m = 0. Now note that if 12¢ < {fX(g*)2f}_1/2
we have

1 + e—2tg*(£v) ft g* (x)
-_—-—m—msm-- * > : .
f(x) 2C(t) ft,g (‘T) — 4
Finally, define the function
(90) a(s) := d™2C! D™a(5/4)™ T

Then a € A and from (86) and (89), we have My, . as(z) < a(fig+(z)). We
conclude that for ¢ < min(l,{144f92f}_1/2), we have that f; « € Fyer,
where 0" = (o, 5,4v,4v,a) € O. The result follows on noting that f;,, =
ft)\,g*- D
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