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Abstract

In this article we present a Bernstein inequality for sums of random variables which are defined on a spatial lattice
structure. The inequality can be used to derive concentration inequalities. It can be useful to obtain consistency proper-

ties for nonparametric estimators of conditional expectation functions.
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1 Introduction

Inequalities of the Bernstein type are a major tool for the asymptotic analysis in probability theory and statistics. The
original inequality published byh ) considers the case P(]S,,| > ¢), where S,, = >_,'_, Z, for real-valued
Zero-mean random variables 71, ..., Z, which are independent and identically distributed and bounded. A short proof

is given 1n ) together Wlth a demonstration how Hoeffding’s inequality 1M -)) can be concluded
too. A version for independent multivariate random variables is given by |Ahmad a

Starting with Collomb’s and Carbon’s inequalities df&lkzmﬂ (tL%AI) andbanmd (tL%j)) durlng the 1ast thirty years
there have been derived various generalizations of Bernstein’s inequality to stochastic processes {Z(t) : t € Z} under the
assumption of weak dependence (Bryc and ngbd dlm and Merlevede et alJ d&lﬂ)). The corresponding definitions
of dependence and their interaction properties can be found in m ) and in m ).

Furthermore, there are inequalities of the Bernstein-type which are tailored to special mathematical questions:

(@) develop Bernstein-type inequalities for U-statistics. @ (M) gives an exponential inequality for
strongly mixing random fields which are defined on exponentially growing graphs.

Bernstein inequalities often find their applications when deriving large deviation results or (uniform) asymptotic
consistency statements in nonparametric regression and density estimation: hla].enzu_ela;]lzmmgu_ezl (tLQQj) considers
nonlinear function estimation on random random fields under mixing conditions. Such statistical procedures are also
widely used in image analysis, where the image is modeled as a given function on part of the integer lattice Z? contam-
inated by additive noise. Frequently, the noise is assumed to consist of independent and identically distributed random
variables, but this assumption is not always realistic, compare e.g., @) A more general noise model is pro-
vided by stationary stochastic processes, e.g., by Markov random fields. For such processes, functions like conditional
probability densities or conditional expectations of an observation given data in a neighborhood may also be estimated
by nonparametric procedures @ ). For investigating the asymptotic properties of those estimation procedures a
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Bernstein inequality for spatial stochastic processes on an integer lattice is needed. For continuous-parameter processes
on R?, such a result has been derived in Bertail et al] M). Here, we provide a Bernstein inequality for stochastic
processes on Z" under rather general conditions, e.g., assuming only a-mixing which is a rather weak type of mixing
condition. To allow for other applications, e.g., to spatial-temporal processes used in modeling environmental data like
precipitation or pollution, we do not restrict ourselves to the plane but consider integer lattices in arbitrary dimensions.
This paper is organized as follows: we give the main definitions and notation in Section2l In Section Bl we present
the Bernstein inequality for random fields on a lattice Z” and further concentration inequalities, it is the main part of

this article.

2 Definitions and Notation

In this section we give the mathematical definitions and notation which we shall use to derive the results. We work on a
probability space (£2,.A,P). Let N € N be a natural number. A real-valued random field Z which is indexed by Z" is
a collection of random variables {Z(s) : s € Z" }. We write d., for the metric on the lattice Z which is induced by
the Euclidean-oo-norm, i.e., doo (s, t) = max{|s; — t;| : 1 <i < N} for s, € Z". Denote for two subsets I, .J C Z"
their distance by

doo(I,J) = inf{doo(s,t) : s € I,t € J}.

Furthermore, we write s < ¢ if and only if s; g t; fori = 1 ,N.
The a-mixing coefficient is introduced by ) It is defined by

a(F,9) =sup{|P(ANB) —P(A)P(B)|: Ac F,Be G}

for two sub-o-algebras F and G of A. Note that «(F,9) < 1/4, compare ). If X and Y are two
random variables on (€2, A, P), then a(X, Y") is the mixing coefficient «(o(X ), o(Y")). Furthermore, for a random field
{Z(s): s € ZN} and a subset I C Z", denote by F(I) := o(Z(s) : s € I) the o-algebra generated by the Z(s) in I.
The a-mixing coefficient of the random field Z is then defined as

alk) == sup sup |[P(ANB)-P(A)P(B)|, keN. (2.1)

I1,JCzN, AeF(I),
doo(I,J)>k BEF(J)

The random field Z is said to be strongly (spatial) mixing (or c-mixing) if a(k) — 0 (k — 00).
We write ey = (1,...,1) for the element in Z which only contains ones. Let n = (n1,...,ny) € NV, then we
write I, for the N-dimensional cube on the lattice which is spanned by ex and n, i.e., I, = {k € ZN ceny <k < n}.

3 Exponential inequalities for o-mixing processes on /V-dimensional lattices

Theorem 3.1 (Bernstein inequality). Let Z := {Z(s) : s € ZN} be a real-valued random field defined on the N-
dimensional lattice ZN. Each Z(s) is bounded by a uniform constant B, has expectation zero and the variance
of Z(s) is uniformly bounded by o*. Let Z be strongly mixing with mixing coefficients {a(k) : k € N}. Set
A, — Yk N-1 _ _ :

ap == Y, u” ‘a(u). Let P(n) = (Pi(n1),...,Pn(nn)) and Q(n) = (Q1(n1),...,Qn(nnN)) be arbitrary
non-decreasing sequences in N which are indexed by n € N~ and which satisfy for each 1 < k < N

1 < Qr(nk) < Pr(ni) < Qr(ng) + Pe(ng) < ng. (3.1



Furthermore, let n := |I |=n1-...-ny, P:=Pi(n1)-...- Py(nn) and g := min {Q1(n1),...,Qn(nN)} as well
asp:= max {P;(n1),. PN(nN)}. Then for all ¢ > 0 and 3 > 0 such that 2N ! BPej < 1

1P< > Z(s)

sel,
where the constant 0 < vy < oo depends on the lattice dimension N.

> ) <2exp{12\/_2N P/ (2¥+1)] }
(3.2)

. exp{ — Be + 23V 3% (02 +12B2 7641—7) n},

Proof. We write S, = > __ 1, Z (s) for n € N¥. To exploit the mixing property we want to decompose the sum S,
into different parts which consist of sums over groups of the Z(s). Using the mixing condition, most of these subsums
are only weakly dependent. To simplify notation, we write

P=Pn)=(P,...,Pyn), Q=Q(n)=(Q1,...,Qn)

keeping the dependence on n in mind. We choose a corresponding sequence R = R(n) = (Ry, ..., Rxy) such that
(Ri — 1)(Pr + Q) < ni < Ri(Pr + Qi) =: nj, foreachk =1,..., N. (3.3)
For the k-th coordinate direction, we partition the summation index set {1, ...,nj} D {1,...,n;} into Ry, subsets each

consisting of two disjoint intervals of length P and Q) resp. So, we have a union of 2 Ry, intervals half of them of length
Py, the other half of length Qy,, covering the set {1,...,n}.

Combining the partitions in all /V coordinate directions, we get a partition of the N-dimensional rectangle I,,- =
{s € ZN;exy < s <n*} D I,into R = Ry -...- Ry blocks containing (P, + Q1) - ... - (Py + Qu) points
of the N-dimensional integer lattice each. Within each block, there are 2N smaller subsets, which are N-dimensional
rectangles with all edges of length either Py or Qy, k = 1,..., N. Write I(l, u) for the [-th subset in the u-th block,
I=1,...,2Y andu = 1,..., R. Note that the diameter w.r.t. d, of the rectangular set (I, v) is bounded by P, since

diam{I(l,u)} = max{d(s,t),s,t € I(l,u)} < max{Py,...,Pn} =D. (3.4)

Its cardinality is at most card{I(l,u)} < Hfgvzl max{ P, Qr} = Hszl P, = P (cf. 3I). Now we can partition the
sum S, = > o, Z(s) as follows

2N R 2N R 2N
ZZ Z(s)=>_> Sluy=>Y T(,R)
=1 u=1seI(l,u) =1 u=1 =1

with S(l,u) = 32 c 70 Z(s) and T(1,r) = S 1Sl u), forr =1,...,R. We have the recursive property
T(,r)=T(,r—1)4+S(l,r)and T(1,0) = 0. (3.5)
Now we can apply this decomposition to the exponential ¢~ as follows

E [eﬂSn] —F [85 212:1 T(l,R)} —F [leil eﬁT(l,R)} <E [27N 212:[1 egN[gT(l,R) (3.6)

where we have used the well-known inequality between geometric and arithmetic mean. Setting § = 2"V3 we have
N
E[ef5n] <27V SPLE [?TER) ] Now, we study E [T ] fori =1,...,2Y andr = 1,...,R. By (33)

E [eJT(l,r)} ) {6571(1-,7“*1)655@,7")]

< ‘]E [eéT(l,r—l)e&S'(l,r)} _E [eéT(l,r—l)} E [66S(l,r)} ‘ i }]E [66T(l,r—1)} E {e(ssu,r) } } '



ButT(l,r—1)isF(I({(,1)U---UI(l,r—1))=: F(J(,r —1))-measurable and S(I,r) is F(I(l, r))-measurable, this
implies that ¢?7(-7=1) is F(J (I, — 1))-measurable and ¢*3(:7) is F(I(1, r))-measurable. Since Z(s) is bounded and
the minimal distance between the sets J (I, — 1) and I(l,7) is doo (J(I,7 — 1), I(l,7)) > min{Q1,...,QN} = ¢, we
can apply Davydov’s inequality (compare[A.T) as follows -

‘]E |:66T(l,r71)865(l,r):| _E {esT(z,rq)} E [ess(z,r)H < 12a(q)1/a”665(l,r)”OOHeJT(l,rfl)Hb

with a, b > 1 such that é + % = 1, therefore

E {eéT(l,r)} < 12a(q)1/a|‘655(l,r)HOOHeéT(l,rfl)Hb +E {eéT(l,rfl):| E {eéS(l,r):| ) 3.7)
As [S(L )| < X ser,r |Z(s)] < BP and choosing
0<p< ! ie.,0<d<
— 2N+H1IBPe’ 7 ~ 2BPe

we have 65 (1,r)| < 1/(2e) and for all D suchthat0 < D <e

|0DS(1,7)| < (3.8)

N | =

which implies

Hewsu,r)

< Ve (3.9)

Using (3.8), we have e?P?5(7) < 1 4 6DS(1,r) + (0DS(1,7))?. Next, we take expectations of this inequality and use
that the Z(s) have expectation zero as well as that the inequality 1 + 2 < exp « is true for all > 0. We obtain

E [e‘;DS(lvT)} <14 82D°E[S(,r)?] < e PUBISEn’], (3.10)
Now we have to evaluate E[S(I,7)?]:
E[S(,7)?] =E S z(s) = Y E[z(s)?]+ > > E[Z(s)Z(t)]
sel(l,r) sel(l,r) sel(l,r)tel(l,r),t#s
We know that | Z(s)| < B,so |[E[Z(s)Z(t)]| < 12B%a(ds(s,t)) and using E [ Z(s)? | < 02 < 0o, we have

E[SIr)?] <o®P+12B > > alde(s,t))

sel(l,r)tel(l,r),t#s

In order to evaluate the double sum, note that if s,¢ € I(l,r),s # t, then by 34) dw (s, ) assumes values between 1
and P, i.e., 1 < dy(s,t) < P. Furthermore, for a general point s € ZN the cardinality of the set of points ¢ € ZN whose
distance to s is exactly u is card{t € Z" : doo(s,t) = u} = 2u+ 1)V — (2u— 1)V < yuN~!foru > 1, where v is a
constant which depends on the lattice dimension N. Thus, the double sum can be bounded as follows

oY aldelsit) < D> > > o(u)

sel(l,r)tel(l,r)t#s s€l(l,r) u=1teZN:d (s,t)=u
p p
< Z Za(u) {Qu+ DN —2u—-1N} <~P Za(u)uNﬁl.
sel(l,r)u=1 u=1



So, we have
E[S(l,7)?] < o*P + 12B*ya,,P. (3.11)

From (3.10) we obtain E [ ¢*P5¢1) | < exp(62D? (0P + 12B%y@,P). We set V = 0?P + 12B%ya,P and D = 1.
Thus, it follows from (3.7)

E {eéT(l,T)} < 120(q)1/a 95 (r)

eéT(l,rfl)H T E {eaT(z,rq)} SV
b

oo

But by Holder’s inequality [E [e‘sT(l’T_l) } < ||€5T(l’T_l) ||b, so we obtain

E |:65T(l,’r‘):| S (652V + 120[(2)1/(1 €5S(I,T) ) eJT(l,’r‘fl)Hb . (312)
Nowleta =14 randb=1+4 1/rsuchthatforalli =1,...,r, we have
i—1 1\"
1< <(1+-) <e. (3.13)
r

Then we obtain successively as in deriving (3.12)) the following inequalities for r > 2:

IN

HeJT(l,rfl) H

(65%2\/4_1204@1/(1 eébS(l,rfl)H )1/bH66T(l,r72)

b b2

eéT(l,T72) e6T(l,r73)

IN

2
5628 (1,r—2) H )1/b
e
o0

(6621;4\/ + 12a(g)1/a

b2 b3

8T(1,2 SbT25(1,2 1/672 5T(1,1
ST (1,2) B <,>H) ST (1)
o0

< (eJQbQ(sz)V+12a(g)l/a

pr—2 br—1 ’

Substituting, we get:

r—1
B[00 < lH@W“”V + 12(g) /o) ST
=1

r—1
E [eW”TW) } v (3.14)

butbi~! < efori=1,...,r, such that|[e® SCr=i+D)| < /e by (3I) and even further

(66%2“*1){/+12a(g)1/a\/g)l/b“l < 662biflv(1+12a(g)1/a\/g)1/bi*1

) 12 /ea(q)t/e
exp {5219111/ + 7\/;17(?) }

IN

IN

exp {6%b" 'V } exp {12\/Ea(g)l/“}

by (B:13). Therefore, again using (3:13)

r—1 r—1

STV 4 190 Va /e 6 < l2vea@)/ 1%V _ oy 12v/ea(q)/o(r — 1) + 8%V (r —1) }.
q p q

i=1 =1

Since b"~! < e by (3.13), and using (3.10) and (3.11) we have

€57 rr < 570D, = B [ebeTe ] 7 < [ esesen]

< (66262E[S(l,1)2])1/6 < (65262V)1/e _ exp{&zeV}.



Combining these results, we get from 3.14) forl =1,...,2Y¥ andr = 1,..., R that
E {e‘sT(l’T)} < exp {12\/504@)1/“(7“ -1+ 528VT} .
By G, Py < Px + Qi < ny, foreach k = 1,..., N which implies by (B3) that both P, < ny and Ry < 2ny/Px.

Fora = 1+ r,r = R, we therefore have the two relations 1 > 2 > P/[(2" + 1)n] and R < 2"n/P. Hence, for the
choice r = R we arrive at (using that 0 < a(g) < 1/4)

E [e‘;T(l’R)] < exp {12\/_04( )P/ (2% +1)n] (QNE - 1) + 62€V2N£}.
P P
Using 6 = 2V 3:
E [62N5T(I,R)} < exp{23Nﬂ2€V i 12\/504( )p/ (2 +1)n] (2Nn _ 1)}
P P
Returning to (3:6) and using Markov’s inequality, we have

P(|S,| >e)=P(S,>¢e)+P(-S,>¢)=P (865" > 866) +P (eiﬁs" > eﬁs)
<eFe {E [eﬁs’l} +E [eiﬁs"}}

Now, if we change Z(s) to —Z(s), all results remain valid, therefore we have in (3.6)
21\7
o—Be ) g-N Z (E {ezNﬁTl,R} T E {e—zNﬁTl,RD

Be 3N 52 P/[(2V +1)n] NE .
2e” exp{2 ﬁeVP—i-l?\/_oz() ( P 1)}

P (|Sn| =€)

IN

IN

Recalling the definition of V' this immediately implies (3.2). O
We can formulate the following extension of the above Bernstein inequality for unbounded random variables

Theorem 3.2. Let {Z(s) : s € I} be a strongly mixing random field with E [ Z(s)] = 0 and E [ Z(s)* | < 02 < o0.

Furthermore, assume that the tail distribution is bounded uniformly in s by
P(|Z(s)| > z) < kpexp (—k127) (3.15)

for kg, k1,7 > 0. Then for any B > 0 it is true that

1P< > Z(s)

sel,
where I denotes the upper incomplete gamma function.

12 _
> s) < Zrory T (7, kBT ) n 26Xp{12\/—2N P/ (2V+1)] }
ET
1
- exp {—gﬂs} - exp {23Nﬂ26 (0 + 48B*va) n},

Proof. We split each Z(s): choose an arbitrary bound B > 0 and define for s € Z~

Z(s)* = Z(s) —min(Z(s), B) >0, Z(s)* = Z(s) — max(Z(s),—B) <0
and Z(s)" := max(min(Z(s), B), —B).



Then, Z(s) = Z(s)* + Z(s)* + Z(s)® and 0 =E [ Z(s)| = E[Z(s)* | + E[Z(s)* | + E [ Z(s)°]. Thus,

d

> Z(s)

sely,

25) =P || Z(s)-E[Z(s)]| >«

SE‘IH‘

(3.16)

+P (Y Z(s)°-E[Z(s)]| >
SE|I,|

5
3
We treat each term in (3.16) separately. We consider the first two terms. We obtain with Markov’s inequality

#] <6|I”|E[Z(s)#]. (3.17)

- €

~

P> z(s)* -E[2(s)*] 2% <E||Y z(s)* -E[Z(s
sl sell,|

M| w

Using the tail condition, we can estimate the expectation in (3.17) by
E [Z(s)#] :/ P (Z(s)# >z) dz
0

= /OOIP ((Z(s) = B)lyz(s)>By = 2) dz = /OOIP(Z(S) >z)dz
0 B

[e'e] [e'e) 1/7’ l/T
1/1 1 1
< HQ/ exp (—k12") dz = Fao/ - (—) y%_le_y dy = fo (—> r (—,mBT> .
B k1 BT T K1 T K1 T

Since 0(Z(s)? : s € I) C o(Z(s) : s € I) forany I C Z", the mixing coefficient of the field {Z(s)? : s € Z"} can
be estimated by those of {Z(s) : s € Z™}. Furthermore, Var(Z(s)") < o2 and we can apply Theorem[31]to the third
term of (316), using that | Z(s)° — E [ Z(s)" ]| < 2B. Hence,

P(|Y 2(s)°-E[Z(s)]|>

s€|ln|

< 2exp {12\/52N%a(g)P/[“(2N+1)]} - exp {—gﬁ} - exp {23N526 (02 + 483270717) n} .

Wl m

This finishes the proof. O
We give a result which is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.1k

Corollary 3.3. Let the real valued random field Z have a-mixing coefficients which are exponentially decreasing, i.e.,
there are co,c1 € Ry such that a(k) < coexp(—cik). The Z(s) have expectation zero and are bounded by B.
Moreover, E [2(8)2] < 0% Letn € N¥ be such that both

min{n; :1=1,...,N
min n; > e and {ni - oo N >,
1<i<N max{n;:i=1,...,N}

Sor a constant C' > 0. Then there are constants Ay, As € Ry which depend on the lattice dimension N, the constant
C'" and the bound on the mixing coefficients but not onn € N~ and not on B such that for all € > 0
P A262

(02 + B2)n + Be nN/(N+1) (Hﬁl log ni)

> 2(s)

> 5) < Ajexp | —
sel,




Proof of Corollary[3.3] Define P;(n;) := Q;(n;) = {nfv/(NH) log niJ fori = 1,..., N. Furthermore, we denote

the smallest coordinate of n € NV by n := minj<;<n n; and the largest coordinate by m = max;<;<n n;. Note that
7 — oo implies that n — co. We consider the first factor on the RHS of (3.2) and show that under the stated conditions

sup {exp (12\/52N%a(g)P/[n(2N+l)]> neZVN,n> 62} < 0. (3.18)

By assumption we have that a(q) < ¢ exp(—caq), for two constants c1, c; € R>p and ¢ = minj <;<ny Q. Therefore it
suffices to show that

log(n/P) —c2/(2V +1)¢P/n — —oco as n — oc. (3.19)

Note that for a,b > 2, we have ab > a + b. Thus, for vazl logn; > vazl log n; if n is at least 2. We make the
definition 7 := N/(N + 1). Let n > €2, then for any constant ¢ € R.;

N 1-n , N -1 N n—1 N
tog <H m) (H log nl) —c(n)"logn (H nz) (H log m)

)n+(n 1)

N
(

=1

(N—1)/(N+1) N
<(N+1) 1H10gnl—c( ) <10g@H10gni>
i=1
(N=1)/(N+1) N
= ((N—l—l)l—c(g) 1ogﬂ) Hlogni—>—oo asn — oo.
" i=1
This proves (3.19) and consequently, that (3.18) is finite. Thus, we arrive at
P ( > Z(s)

sel,
for all 3 > 0 which satisfy 2V 1 BPef3 < 1, for all € > 0 and for two constants A;, A, which are independent of B, 3,
¢ and n. The choice By := ¢/(242(0? + B?)n + 2V 1 BPe) approximately minimizes this last bound and we obtain

the desired result if we use additionally that P < n™/ (¥ (TTY, log . ). O

2 1 - 2N+1BPef

> E) < Ay exp (—fe + A2%(0? + B?)n) < Ay exp < Be + 124(0° + Bz)nﬁ2>

A Appendix

Davydov’s inequality relates the covariance of two random variables to the a-mixing coefficient:

Proposition A.1 )). Let (2, A, IP) be a probability space and let G, H C A be sub-o-algebras. Denote
by a := sup{|P(AN B) —P(A)P(B)| : A€ G,B € H} the a-mixing coefficient of G and H. Let p,q,r > 1 be
Holder conjugate, i.e., p~' + ¢~ +r~1 = 1. Let £ (resp. n) be in LP(P) and G-measurable (resp. in L4(P) and
H-measurable). Then |Cov(E,n)| < 12a/" 1€l 2o ey 101l £ o)
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