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Abstract

This paper considers the deconvolution problem in the case where the target signal is multidimensional
and no information is known about the noise distribution. More precisely, no assumption is made on the
noise distribution and no samples are available to estimate it: the deconvolution problem is solved based
only on the corrupted signal observations. We establish the identifiability of the model up to translation
when the signal has a Laplace transform with an exponential growth smaller than 2 and when it can be
decomposed into two dependent components. Then, we propose an estimator of the probability density
function of the signal without any assumption on the noise distribution. As this estimator depends of the
lightness of the tail of the signal distribution which is usually unknown, a model selection procedure is
proposed to obtain an adaptive estimator in this parameter with the same rate of convergence as the estima-
tor with a known tail parameter. Finally, we establish a lower bound on the minimax rate of convergence
that matches the upper bound.

1 Introduction

Estimating the distribution of a signal corrupted by some additive noise, referred to as solving the deconvo-
lution problem, is a long-standing challenge in nonparametric statistics. In such problems, the observation
Y is given by

Y=X+¢, (1)

where X is the signal and € is the noise. Recovering the distribution of the signal using data contaminated
by additive noise is an all-pervasive problem in all fields of statistics, see [Meister, 2009] and the references
therein. It has been applied in a large variety of disciplines and has stimulated a great research interest for
instance in signal processing [Moulines et al., 1997, Attias and Schreiner, 1998], in image reconstruction
[Kundur and Hatzinakos, 1996, Campisi and Egiazarian, 2017] or in astronomy [Starck et al., 2002].
Although a great deal of research effort has been devoted to design efficient estimators of the distribution
of the signal and to derive optimal convergence rates, the results available in the literature suffer from a
crucial limitation: they assume that the distribution of the noise is known. Estimators based on Fourier
transforms are the most widespread in this setting as convolution with a known error density translates into
a multiplication of the Fourier transform of the signal by the Fourier transform of the noise. However, this
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assumption may have a significant impact on the robustness of deconvolution estimators as pointed out in
[Meister, 2004] where the author established that the mean integrated squared error of such an estimator can
grow to infinity when the noise distribution is misspecified.

The aim of this paper is to solve the deconvolution problem without any assumption on the noise distri-
bution and based solely on a sample of observations Y1, ..., Y,. In particular, we do not assume that some
samples with the same distribution as € are available as in [Johannes, 2009, Lacour and Comte, 2010]. We
prove this is possible as soon as the signal X (i) has a distribution with light enough tails and (ii) has at least
two dimensions and may be decomposed into two subsets of random variables which satisfy some weak
dependency assumption. We then propose an estimator of the density of its distribution which is shown to
be minimax adaptive for the mean integrated squared error.

The main reason why it becomes possible to solve the deconvolution problem in this multivariate setting
is the structural difference between signal and noise in term of dependence structure of the two components:
the signal has dependent components and the noise has independent components. We prove that such a hid-
den structure may be discovered based solely on observations Y1, ..., Y. A first step to establish the identi-
fiability in deconvolution without any assumption on the noise was obtained by [Gassiat and Rousseau, 2016]
with a dependency assumption on the signal, but under the restrictive assumption that the signal takes a finite
number of values. This identifiability result was extended recently by [Gassiat et al., 2020] who proved the
identifiability up to translation of the distributions of the signal and of the noise when the hidden signal is a
hidden stationary Markov chain independent of the noise. Building upon these ideas, the first part of our pa-
per establishes the identifiability up to translation of the deconvolution model when the signal X which lies
inR%, d > 2, can be decomposed into two dependent components XM e R, di = 1, and X@ e Réz,

dy > 1, with dy + dy = d:
y @) x@ =D
Y= <Y<2>) = (X(2)> * <g<z>> =Xte. @

The identifiability up to translation of the law of X € R%%% and of e € R% %% based on the law of Y
when the noise is independent of the signal only requires that the Laplace transform of the signal has an
exponential growth smaller than 2 and some dependency assumption between the two components of the
signal.

The second objective of this paper is to propose a rate optimal estimator of the probability density func-
tion of X without any assumptions on the noise distribution. In the pioneering works on deconvolution for
ii.d. data, the distribution of X is recovered by filtering the received observations to compensate for the
convolution using Fourier inversion and Kernel based methods, see [Devroye, 1989, Liu and Taylor, 1989,
Stefanski and Carroll, 1990] for some early nonparametric deconvolution methods and [Carroll and Hall, 1988,
Fan, 1991] for minimax rates. On the other hand, more recent works were dedicated to multivariate deconvo-
lution problems such as [Comte and Lacour, 2013] for kernel density estimators, [Sarkar et al., 2018] for a
Bayesian approach or [Eckle et al., 2016] for a multiscale based inference. In all these works, deconvolution
is solved under two restrictive assumptions: (a) the distribution of the noise is assumed to be known and (b)
this distribution is assumed to be such that its Fourier transform is nowhere vanishing.

An important step toward solving the deconvolution problem without such restrictions on the noise dis-
tribution was achieved in [Meister, 2007] for signals in R with a probability density function supported on
a compact subset of R. In [Meister, 2007], the estimation procedure only requires the Fourier transform of
the noise to be known on a compact interval around 0. The procedure relies first on recovering as usual the
Fourier transform of the signal by direct inversion on the compact interval where the noise distribution is
known, and by choosing a polynomial expansion on this compact interval. Then, the Fourier transform is
extended to larger intervals before using a Fourier inversion to provide a probability density estimator. Un-
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der standard smoothness assumptions, [Meister, 2007] established an upper bound for the mean integrated
squared error which is shown to be optimal under a few additional assumptions.

In this paper, we propose an estimation procedure inspired from our identifiability proof. We provide an
identification equation on Fourier transforms which can be used to build a contrast function to be minimized
on possible estimators for the unknown Fourier transform of the distribution of the signal. Once an estimator
of the Fourier transform of the signal on a neighborhood of 0 is available, we use polynomial expansions
of this estimator as in [Meister, 2007] to extend it to R% 42 before using a Fourier inversion to obtain an
estimator of the density. One of the main hurdles to overcome is then to relate the value of the contrast
function to the error on the Fourier transform. Under common smoothness assumptions, we provide rates of
convergence for the estimator of the probability density function of X depending on the lightness of its tail.
Both the regularity and the tail lightness have an impact on the rates of convergence. Surprisingly, while
this estimation procedure does not require any prior knowledge on the noise, we obtain the same rates as
in [Meister, 2007] when the signal distribution has a compact support: not knowing the noise distribution
does not affect these rates.

We then propose a model selection method to obtain an estimator that is rate adaptive to the unknown
lightness of the tail. Finally, we establish a lower bound on the minimax rate of convergence that matches
the upper bound. Minimax rates of convergence in deconvolution problems may be found in [Fan, 1991],
[Butucea and Tsybakov, 2008a], [Butucea and Tsybakov, 2008b] and in [Meister, 2009]. In most works on
deconvolution, not only the distribution of the noise is assumed to be known (or estimated for instance as
in [Johannes, 2009] and [Lacour and Comte, 2010]) but the rates of convergence depend on the decay of its
Fourier transform (ordinary or super smooth). It is interesting to note that in our context where the noise is
completely unknown, the minimax rate of convergence depends only on the signal and not on the noise.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2.1 displays the general identifiability result which estab-
lishes that the distributions of the signal and of the noise can be recovered from the observations up to a
translation indeterminacy. This general result allows to identify submodels as illustrated in Section 2.2 with
several common statistical frameworks. Section 3 describes the adaptive estimation procedure and provides
convergence rates. Section 4 states the lower bound on the minimax rates of convergence and Section 5
suggests a few possibilities for future works and settings in which our results may contribute significantly.
All proofs are postponed to the appendices.

2 Identifiability results

2.1 General theorem
The following assumption is assumed to hold throughout the paper.

H1 The signal X belongs to C? with d > 2 and the observation model is given by (2) in which ¢ is
independent of X and £(!) is independent of £(?).

Consider model (2) in which ¢ is independent of X and (V) is independent of ¢(2). Let P R, be the
distribution of Y when X has distribution R and for i € {1,2}, £ has distribution Q*), with Q =
QW © Q. Denote by R the distribution of X (1) and by R the distribution of X(?). For any p > 0
and any integer p > 1, let M7 be the set of positive measures p on R? such that there exist A, B > 0
satisfying, for all A € RP,

/exp (ATz) u(dz) < Aexp (B|A|?) ,



E. Gassiat, S. Le Corff, L. Lehéricy Deconvolution with unknown noise

where for a vector \ in a Euclidian space, || A|| denotes its euclidian norm. When R € MY, the characteristic
function of R can be extended into a multivariate analytic function denoted by

Pr:Ch xC2 — C
(z1,22) +—— /exp (zzirxl + zz;xg) R(dzy,dz2) .

Let us now introduce the structural assumption on the signal X. Note that no assumption other than H1 is
made on the noise €, and that assumption H2 may be understood as a dependency assumption between the
components X (1) and X of X as discussed below.

H2 For any zy € C%, 2z + ® (20, 2) is not the null function and for any zo € C, z ++ ®r(z, 2) is not
the null function.

Assumption H2 means that for any z; € C%, there exists zo € C? such that ® (21, z2) # 0 and for any
29 € C%, there exists z; € C% such that ®p(z1, 20) # 0.

In the following, the assertion R = R and Q = @ up to translation means that there exists m =
(m1,mz) € R% x R such that if X has distribution R and for i € {1,2}, ¢; has distribution Q;, then
(Xi —mi)ieq1,2) has distribution R and fori € {1,2}, €; + m, has distribution @1

Theorem 1. Assume that R and R are probability distributions on R? which satisfy assumption H2. Assume
also that there exists p < 2 such that R and R are in Mz. Then, P RO = PE 5 implies that R = R and

Q= @ up to translation.

One way to fix the “up to translation” indeterminacy when the noise has a first order moment is to assume
that E[e] = 0. The proof of Theorem 1 is postponed to Appendix C.

Comments on the assumptions of Theorem 1. First of all, Theorem 1 involves no assumption at all
on the noise distribution. This noise can be deterministic and there is no assumption on the set where its
characteristic function vanishes. In addition, there is no density or singularity assumption on the distribution
of the hidden signal. The signal may have an atomic or a continuous distribution, and no specific knowledge
about this is required. The only assumptions are on the tail of the signal distribution and assumption H2
which, as discussed below, is a dependency assumption.

The assumption that R € /\/lg is an assumption on the tails of the distribution of X. If R is compactly
supported, then R € M¢, and if a probability distribution is in M;‘f for some p, then p > 1 except in case
it is a Dirac mass at point 0. The assumption p < 2 means that R is required to have tails lighter than that
of Gaussian distributions. It is useful to note that R is in /\/lg for some p if and only if R() is in le for
some p and R is in MgQ for some p.

Let us now comment assumption H2. Hadamard’s factorization theorem states that entire functions are
completely determined by their set of zeros up to a multiplicative indeterminacy which is the exponential
of a polynomial with degree at most the exponential growth of the function (here p). If R € M, for some
p < 2, then a consequence of Hadamard’s factorization theorem (arguing variable by variable) is that D ()
has no complex zeros if and only if R € M, is a dirac mass. Since we are interested in non deterministic
signals, in general ® (-, -), Pr(-,0) and ® (0, -) will have complex zeros. Now, if the variables X (*) and
X () are independent, then for all z; € C% and z, € C%, O (21,22) = g (21,0) PR (0, 2), so that
®R(21,) is identically zero as soon as z; is a complex zero of ®g (-,0). Thus, assumption H2 implies
that the variables X(1) and X are not independent except if they are deterministic. Moreover, if for
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i€ {1,2}, X can be decomposed as X () = X@ 4 7i, with n; and 73 independent variables independent
of X = (XM, X)), and if for some 2y, E[ei* ] = 0 or for some 25, E[¢?* "] = 0, then H2 does not
hold. In other words, H2 can hold only if all the additive noise has been removed from X. Here, additive
noise means a random variable with independent components.When the components X () and X of the
signal have each a finite support set of cardinality 2, Assumption H2 is even equivalent to the fact that X (1)
and X ®) are not independent.

Other examples in which assumption H2 holds are provided in Section 2.2, showing that assumption H2
is a mild assumption which may hold for a large class of multivariate signals with dependent components.

2.2 Identification of structured submodels

This section displays examples to which Theorem 1 applies, and in particular, for each model, we explicitize
conditions which ensure that assumption H2 holds. This means of course that such models are identifiable.
But, since they are submodels of the general model, it also means that they may be recovered in this larger
general model. Further examples that could be investigated are discussed in Section 5.

2.2.1 Noisy Independent Component Analysis

Independent Component Analysis assumes that Y € R¢ is a random vector such that there exists an unknown
integer ¢ > 1, an unknown matrix A of size d x ¢, and two independent random vectors S € R and € € R¢
such that

Y =AS +¢, 3)

where all coordinates of the signal S are independent, centered and with variance one and all coordinates of
the noise e are independent. The statistical challenge lies in estimating A and the probability distribution of
S while only Y is observed. The noise free formulation of this problem, i.e. Y = AS, was proposed in the
signal processing litterature, see for instance [Jutten, 1991]. The identifiability of the noise free linear in-
dependent component analysis has been established in [Comon, 1994, Eriksson and Koivunen, 2004] under
the following (sufficient conditions).

- The components S;, 1 < i < ¢, are not Gaussian random variables (with the possible exception of
one component).

- d > g, i.e. the number of observations is greater than the number of independent components.
- The matrix A has full rank.

A noisy extension of the ordinary ICA model which implies further identifiability issues was considered
for instance in [Moulines et al., 1997]. A correct identification of the mixing matrix A can be obtained by
assuming that the additive noise is Gaussian and independent of the signal sources which are non-Gaussian,
see for instance [Hyvarinen et al., 2002]. In our paper, identifiability of the ICA model with unknown addi-
tive noise is established using Theorem 1 under some assumptions (discussed below). In the following, for
any subset [ of {1,...,d} and any matrix B of size d x ¢, let By denote the |I| x ¢ matrix whose lines are
the lines of B with index in I, where |C| is the number of element of any finite set C.

Corollary 2. Let A and A be two matrices of size d x q. Assume that there exists a partition I U J =
{1,...,d} such that all columns of Ar, Ar, Ay and A are nonzero. Assume also that (S;)1<j<q (resp.
(S5)1<j<q) are independent and that there exists p < 2 such that the distributions of all S; (resp. S;) are in
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M},. Denote by Q) (resp. @ ) the distribution of € (resp. €) and by R (resp. ﬁ) the distribution of AS (resp.
Zg) in (3). Then, Pr p = Py 5 implies that R = R and Q= @ up to translation.

Corollary 2 is proved in Section D. Apart from the assumption that the independent components of the
signal have distribution with light tails, the main assumption is that the observation Y may be splitted in two
known parts so that the corresponding lines of the matrix A have a non zero entry in each column. Although
this assumption is not common in the ICA literature, as explained in [Pfister et al., 2019, Section 1.1.3], a
wide range of applications require to design source separation techniques to deal with grouped data. Identifi-
ability of such a group structured ICA is likely to rely on specific assumptions and we propose in Corollary 2
a set of assumptions which allow to apply Theorem 1.

2.2.2 Repeated measurements

In deconvolution problems with repeated measurements, the observation model is
YW = x40 and v@ = xO 4 ) )

where X () has distribution R(*) on R% and is independent of € = (¢(1), )T where ¢() is independent
of € and ¢ has distribution @, see [Delaigle et al., 2008] for a detailed description of such models and all
the references therein for the numerous applications. Let R be the distribution of (X (1), X(1))T on R2%1,

Corollary 3. Assume that there exists p < 2 such that R and RV are in Mgl. Then, IP’R,Q = ]P’ﬁ 5

implies that R = R and Q= @ up to translation.

Proof. Assumption H2 holds since ® (21, z2) = ® ) (21 + 22) forall z; € C4 and 2, € C%, and ® 501y
can not be identically zero since ® (1) (0) = 1. We then apply Theorem 1. 0

Therefore, deconvolution with at least two repetitions is identifiable without any assumption on the noise
distribution, under the mild assumption that the distribution of the variable of interest has light tails. The
model may also contain outliers with unknown probability and still be identifiable.

Corollary ?? generalizes [Kotlarski, 1967, Lemma 1], in which Y is assumed to have a non vanish-
ing characteristic function, which implies that the characteristic functions of X(!) and of the noise are
not vanishing everywhere. Identifiability of model (4) has been proved by [Li and Vuong, 1998] under the
assumption that the characteristic functions of X(*) and of the noise are not vanishing everywhere. In
[Delaigle et al., 2008], kernel estimators where proved equivalent to those for deconvolution with known
noise distribution when X (1) has a real characteristic function and for ordinary smooth errors and signal.

2.2.3 Errors in variable regression models

The observations of errors in variable regression models are defined as
YO = x®O L O and v® = g(X(l)) +e@ 5)

where g : R — R, X (1) has distribution R(Y) on R% and is independent of ¢ = (¢, )T (1) jg
independent of £(2) and ¢ has distribution Q. Let R be the distribution of (X1, g(X(1))) on R%1+92_1f the
distribution of (X (), g(X (1)) is identified, then its support is identified and the support of (X ), g(X (1))
is the graph of the function g so that g is identified on the support of the distribution of X (1),
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Corollary 4. Assume that there exists p < 2 such that RV and R® are in Mgl and that R® and R®
are in Mg? Assume also that the supports of XV and g(X (1)) have a nonempty interior and that g is one-

to-one on a subset of the support of X1 with nonempty interior. Then, Pp, o = P§ 3 implies that R = R

and QQ = @ up to translation.

This identifiability relies on weaker assumptions on the errors in variable regression models than in
[Delaigle et al., 2008] where the noise distribution is assumed to be ordinary-smooth (which implies in par-
ticular that its Fourier transform does not vanish on the real line) and where the distribution of X @) is as-
sumed to have a probability density with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R. In [Schennach and Hu, 2013],
the authors also assumed a nowhere vanishing Fourier transform of the noise distribution and that the dis-
tribution of X (1) admits a probability density with respect to the Lebesgue measure uniformly bounded and
supported on an open interval. In this setting (more restrictive on the noise and with different restrictions on
the signal), the identification result in [Schennach and Hu, 2013] is not comparable to ours.

Proof. The proof boils down to establishing that Assumption H2 holds to apply Theorem 1. If Assumption
H2 does not hold, then either there exists zy € C% such that for all z € Cd%, IE[eZUT XM 42Tg(X (1))] =0,
or there exists 29 € C% such that for all z € C%, E[eZTX(l)JFZOTQ(X(U)} = 0. In the last case, since
the support of X (1) has a nonempty interior, this is equivalent to E[e* 9X"))| X(1)] = 0, which means
that e 9X) = 0, which is impossible. Thus, since the support of g(X(!)) has a nonempty interior

(which is the case for instance if g is a continuous function), H2 does not hold if and only if for some z,
T (1)
E |e%o X

g(X (1))} = 0. The error in variables regression model is then identifiable without knowing the
distribution of the noise as soon as for all zg,

E {eZOTX(U

g(xM)] #0. ©)

When g is one-to-one on a subset of the support of X 1) with nonempty interior, for all zo, (6) is verified
and the model is identifiable. O

3 Upper bounds

In this section, we propose an estimator of the signal density that is adaptive in the tail parameter p and
we study its rate of convergence. We first explain in Section 3.1 the construction of the estimator for a
fixed tail parameter. We then study in Section 3.2 the rates of convergence for the estimators with fixed tail
parameter and give an upper bound for the maximum integrated squared error over a class of densities with
fixed regularity and tail parameter. We provide in Section 3.3 a model selection method to choose the tail
parameter based solely on data Y1,...,Y, and prove that the resulting estimator is rate adaptive over the
previously considered classes of regularity and tail parameter. We further study in Section 4 a lower bound
of the minimax rate indicating that our final estimator is rate minimax adaptive.

In the following, the unknown distribution of the signal is denoted R* and we assume it admits a density
f* with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Likewise, the unknown distribution of the noise is written Q*.

3.1 Estimation procedure

Define, for any positive integer p and any v > 0, B2 = [—v, v]P. For all positive integer p and any v > 0,
write L2(BP) the set of square integrable functions on BE (possibly taking complex values) with respect to
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the Lebesgue measure. The first step of our procedure is to estimate the Fourier transform of f*. For all
v > 0 and all measurable and bounded functions ¢ : B% x B4 — C, define

M(g;v|RY, Q") = / 16(t1, £2)@ e (11, 0)@ - (0, ) — Be (11, 1) (11, 0)(0, t2)

d d.
B,! xB;?

|<I)Q*,(1) (tl)(bQ*,(z) (tz) |2dt1dt2 ,

where @ .. (resp. @+.(2)) is the Fourier transform of the (unknown) distribution Q*W of g, (resp. Q*®
of £5). This contrast function is inspired by the identifiability proof, see equation (41). Indeed, following
the identifiability proof, we know that for all @Q*, if R* satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 1, and if ¢ is
a multivariate analytic function satisfying Assumption H2, such that there exists A, B > 0 and p € (0, 2)
such that for all (21, 29) € R4 x R%, |p(iz1,iz2)| < Aexp(B||(z1,22)|?) and such that for all z € R?,

#(z) = ¢(—%), then for any v > 0,
M(¢;v|R*,Q*) =0 if and only if ¢ = Op-. @)
In practice, R* and QQ* are unknown, so the estimator is defined by minimizing an empirical counterpart

of M over classes of analytic functions to be chosen later. Choose first some fixed .5 > 0 and for all n > 0,
define

M () = /Bd1 ” [@(t1,12) P (11,060 (0, t2) = G (t1, t2)$(t1, 0) (0, 1) Pdtrdt,

Vest Vest

where for all (t1,t5) € Ch x C?2,

~ 1~ Ty, Ty @
bn(ti,t2) = - E et Yo i Yo
=1

For all i € N? and all analytic function ¢ defined on C¢, write 9°¢ the partial derivative of order i of ¢: for
allx € C4, 0'¢p(x) = (0" /Oy,) - .. (0" /0y, )p(x). Forall K > 0 and S < oo, let

Tes= {QS analytic s.t. Vz € R% é(2) = ¢(—2), ¢(0) = 1 and Vi € N¢\ {0},

d . = . i
[To_yial|

9(0) |< gllillx }

where ||i]|; = ZZ:1 iq, and

Ors={¢—¢":0,¢' € Tus}. (€))
Note that for all & > 0 and S < oo, the elements of T, g are equal to their Taylor series expansion. As
shown in the following Lemma, the sets T, s and Mf /5 Are equivalent in that the set of all characteristic
functions in | J¢ T s is the set of characteristic functions of probability measures in Mf Jit Its advantage
over ./\/lf /i is the more convenient characterization of its elements ¢ in terms of their Taylor expansion.

Lemma 5. For each p > 1 and probability measure p € Mg, there exists S > 0 such that A —
fexp (i)\Tx) wu(dx) is in Ty/,,5. Conversely, for all k > 0, there exists a constant c such that for any

S > 0 and for any probability measure 1. on R? such that \ — [ exp (i/\Tx) p(dzx) isin Yy g, p satisfies
forall A € RP,

[ exp (\Ta) ) < e (1 (SIAD ) exp ((SIAI )

In particular, u € M‘li/n.
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Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix E. O

Let now # be a set of functions R? — C? such that all elements of H satisfy H2 and which is closed in
L2([—1/est, uest]d). For all k > 0, n > 1, the Fourier transform ® i+ of the distribution of X is estimated by

qASH,n € argmin M, (¢). (10)
PEY o, sNH

To address possible measurability issues, note that we could take aﬁ’n as a measurable function such that
My (Pr,n) < infger, sap Mn(¢) + 1/n, and all following results would still hold.

Consistency of $m will follow from (7) and the compactness of T,; s N H. Now, to get an estimator of
the density f*, there remains to perform Fourier inversion. First, we shall truncate the polynomial expansion
of ¢?m For all m € N, let C,,,[ X7, . .., X4] be the set of multivariate polynomials in d indeterminates with
(total) degree m and coefficients in C. In the following, if ¢ is an analytic function defined in a neighborhood

of 0 in C? written as ¢ : = — > iend Ci HZ:1 xte, define its truncation on C,,[X1, ..., X, as

d
Tnp:xe > o] an
ieNd:|lif;<m  a=1
Then, for some integer m,, ,, (to be chosen later), the estimator of f* is defined as follows:

~ N 1 LT, ~
Franl®) = /Bzi;,andz exp(=it @) (Ton,.. B ) (), (12)

Wkr,m

for some w,; , > 0 (to be chosen later).

3.2 Rates of convergence

In this section, we explain how to choose (1M 5 ) n and (W )k » to obtain the rate of convergence of j?,{n
to f* in L2(R% x R%). For any & € (0, 1], define

1 logn
en = | oo T T 13
e, {8& log log(n/4)J (13)
and
Wen = cﬁm:m/S (14)

for some constant ¢, < Veyt A 26 exp(—(3d + 5)/2). We will also need to control the regularity of the target
density f* as in the following assumption.

H3 We say that ® ;. satisfies H3 for the constants 3,cg > 0 if
Lo 10O+ e < cp.
R1 xR2

Forall k, S >0,8>0,cg >0,v>0,¢c, >0and cg > 0, let

* U(k,S,[,cp) be the set of functions in T, s that can be written as ® r for some probability measure
R on R? and that satisfy H3 for 3, cg.
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* Q(v, ¢y, cq) be the class of probability measures of the form QWM ® Q@ where Q) (resp. Q) is
a probability measure on R%* (resp. R%?) such that [® )| > ¢, on [—v,v]" and [®oe | > ¢, on
[—v, v]%, and such that if ¢ is a random variable with distribution @, then E[||¢|?] < cq.

Theorem 6. Forall ko >1/2,5>0,8>0,¢c9 >0,¢, >0andcg >0, forallv € [(d+4/3)e/S, Ve,

. logn \>° o
limsup sup sup Eg- o+ sup _ [ fuarm — f ||L2(Rd1 xRi2) < 400,
n—+00 k€lko,1] Q*€Q(v,cu,cqQ) K E€[ko,K] log logn
R* : O« €V (k,S,8,c5)NH
where ‘H is introduced in the definition of (Eﬁ’n, see (10).
Proof. The proof is postponed to Section A. 0

It is important to note that the procedure does not require the knowledge of v, which leads to the rate of
convergence (logn/loglog n)_%ﬁ without any prior knowledge about the distribution of the noise, since
for any vey > 0, there exists v € [(d + 4/3)e/S, veg] such that |®gm) | > ¢, on [—v,v]" and [Pge)| = ¢,
on [—v,v]% provided that S is large enough. Also, the assumption ® g+ € Y- g is not restrictive since by
Lemma 5, f* € Mﬁ implies ¢* € Ty, s for some S > 0. The assumption ko > 1/2 is required only to
apply Theorem 1 and corresponds to the assumption p < 2. If the identifiability theorem held for a wider
range of p, Theorem 6 would be valid for the corresponding range of x without any change in the proofs.
The proof of Theorem 6 can be decomposed into the following steps.

(i) Consistency. The fist step consists in proving that there exists a constant ¢ which depends on «, S, d
and v such that for all n > 1 and all « > 0, with probability at least 1 — 4e™%,

sup an(QI)) — M(¢; Vesth*zQ*)l <c (\/TV \/E\/ .’E) .
€Y, s n n n

This result is established in Lemma 15. A key observation will be that for any v < vy and any ¢,
M(g;v|R*, Q%) < M(¢; vest| R, Q™).

This is enough to establish that, for any v < veg, all convergent subsequences of (qzﬁvn),gl have limit
@R in L2(B% x Bd2), provided ®z- € T, s. Since T, s is a compact subset of L?(B% x Bd2), this
implies that (¢ »)n>1 is a consistent estimator of ® g~ uniformly in x and R*.

(ii) Rates for the estimation of ® . Then, for fixed v € [(d + 4/3)e/S, Veq], for h in a neighborhood of
0in L2(B& x Bd2), the risk M (®g- + h; v|R*, Q*) is lower bounded as follows:

M(®p« + h;v|RY, Q%) > c||h||i2(Bgle§2), (15)
where ¢ depends on d and v. This result is established in Proposition 16 in Appendix A.2 and is
obtained by decomposing M (®z+ + h; v|R*, Q*) into two terms, the first one involving the L?(B%: x
B42) norm of h(-,0)h(0, -) and the second part involving the L2(BZ* x B%2) norm of a linear term in h.
The main challenge to prove equation (15) is to establish a lower bound of the first term and an upper
bound of the second term for A in a neighorhood of 0 in L2(B% x BZ2). Obtaining these two bounds
requires many technicalities and they need to be balanced sharply to establish (15). Then, we show in

10
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Proposition 17 that there exist constants ¢;, ¢z and c3 which depend on rg, v, S, d and E[||Y||?] such
that for all x > 1, for all n > (1 V xc1)/cq, with probability at least 1 — 4e™7,

1/4
-~ x X
Hn_q) * < -V — . 16
B =l et <1 (50T a6

2

(iii) Rates for the estimation of f*. Then, using assumption H3, the error term ||f,.HL —f *||I‘2(]Rd1 «Riz)

is upper bounded based on the Fourier inversion (12) as follows

1

~ ~ 1 C
”fmn - f*”%ﬂ(]}gtﬁ xRd2) < 2777_2||Tmn,n¢n,n - CDR* ||i2(Bihm,XBzi,n) +

272 (1+w2 )P

This allows to establish Theorem 6 by controlling the error between T;,,,_ (Emn and the truncation of
¢* in C,y,,. ,[X1, ..., Xq] using Legendre polynomials, and the distance between functions in Y s
and their truncations in C,,,,_ , [X1, ..., Xq].

Comments on the practical computation of the estimator. In practice computing the minimum over
the infinite dimensional set defined in (10) requires to introduce a truncation parameter. In other words,
instead of minimizing M,, over all elements ¢ of T,; s N H, we would minimize it over all T},,¢, where m
is the so-called truncation parameter. This truncation has no impact on the result proved in Theorem 6, i.e.
on the rates of convergence derived in this paper, as long as this truncation parameter is chosen sufficiently
large with respect to m,_,, to obtain the rates for the estimation of ® g-: as observed just after equation (10),
the resulting is an approximate minimizer of M,,. In the case where this new truncation parameter is at
least greater than 2m, ,,, this allows in (16) to control the additional bias term and to balance it with the
term (\/z/n \V z/n)'/*. Although the estimator may be adapted to allow a practical computation, this does
not ensure a stable and numerically efficient result in real life learning frameworks. Moreover, designing a
set H that is closed in L2([—Vest, Vest]d) and whose elements satisfy H2 that is in addition rich enough for
Theorem 6 to hold for a wide choice of R* is complex and would be a significant practical contribution.
Designing an efficient and stable implementation of the proposed algorithm is a challenge on its own and is
left for future works, as described in Section 5. The focus of this paper is to derive theoretical properties of
the deconvolution estimator without any assumption on the noise distribution.

3.3 Adaptivity in x

In Section 3.2, we studied estimators built using the tail parameter . Unfortunately this tail parameter is
typically unknown in practice. We now propose a model selection data-driven procedure to choose «, and we
prove that the resulting estimator converges to the rate corresponding to the largest « such that @z« € T}, g
for some S > 0.

Our strategy is based on Goldenshluger and Lepski’s methodology ([Goldenshluger and Lepski, 2008,
Goldenshluger and Lepski, 2013], see also [Bertin et al., 2016] for a very clear introduction). Like in all
model selection problems, the core idea is to perform a careful bias-variance tradeoff to select the right
k. While a variance bound is readily available thanks to Theorem 6, the bias is not so easily accessible.
Goldenshluger and Lepski’s methodology give a way to compute a proxy of the bias, thus allowing selection
of a proper &.

The variance bound (which can also be seen as a penalty term) will be taken as

] —~'B
oK) = co <Ogn)

loglogn

11



E. Gassiat, S. Le Corff, L. Lehéricy Deconvolution with unknown noise

for all ¥’ € [ko, 1], for some constant ¢, > 0. While the selection procedure works as soon as this constant
¢, 1s large enough, the exact threshold depends on the true parameters. This is a usual problem of selection
procedures based on penalization: the penalty is typically known only up to a constant. Heuristics such as
the slope heuristics or dimension jump heuristics have been proposed to solve this issue and proved to work
in several settings, see [Baudry et al., 2012] and references therein.

The proxy for the bias is defined for all k" € [kg, 1] as

An(,‘ﬁj/) =0V sup {H-f/;”m/ — ﬁﬁ’7n||L2(]Rdl xRd2) — Un(H//)} .

K E€[ko,K’]
Finally, the tail parameter is selected as

Fn € argmin{ A, (k") + o, (k') }.
k' €[ko,1]

When ®r+ € T g, fz,.n reaches the same rate of convergence as f ,, for the integrated square risk:

Theorem 7. Forall kg >1/2,5>0,3>0,¢cq >0, ¢, >0andcg > 0, there exists c, > 0 such that for
all v € [(d+4/3)e/S, Vegt), if on (k') = co(logn/loglogn)~""F for all k' € [ko, 1),

. logn ¥ ~ i
limsup sup sup LI R TN (12 S e
n—+400 kE€[ko,1] R* : Pr+x €Y (k,S,8,c5)NH IOg IOg’I’Z

Q*GQ(V,C,,,CQ)

where H is introduced in the definition of (E&,L, see (10).

The proof of Theorem 7 is detailed in Section F. It is a consequence of deviation upper bounds developed
for proving Theorem 6 showing that if - € T, g, with probability at least 1 — 4/n, for all &’ € [k, k],

[fior = *llL2 mar xrazy < on(K).

4 Lower bounds

In this section, we provide a lower bound showing that the rate of convergence (logn/loglog n)f%ﬁ ob-
tained in Theorem 6 and in Theorem 7 is minimax optimal. The lower bound in [Meister, 2007] holds for
k = 1, so in the following we only consider x € (0,1). In this section (and only this section), we use
the notation F[h] (resp. F[Q]) for the Fourier transform of the probability density function h (resp. the
probability measure @)). Our lower bound is stated in Theorem 8.

The proof of Theorem 8 is based on Le Cam’s method, also known as the two-points method, see
[Le Cam, 2012], one of the most widespread technique to derive lower bounds. The minimax risk based on
n observations is lower bounded by considering observations from model (3) i.e. assuming that Y = AS+e
where S € R? with d = dy + d» in which the coordinates .S.;, j=1,...,d,of S are independent. Let f, and
fn be the probability densities of AS associated with different choices of densities for the distributions of
S;, 7 =1,...,d, and @ be the distribution of the noise €. Then, following Le Cam’s method, the minimax
risk is lower bounded by

1 1 :
1Mo = JallZaay {1 = 5 1o @™ = (fu# Q)% s gayn | - (17)

12
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where * denotes the convolution operator. The goal is then to find two functions fy and f,, such that the
right most term is greater than 1/2 while the left most term is as large as possible. In this lower bound,
we consider a closed set # of functions from R? to C? such that all elements of # satisfy H2 and which
contains the probability densities of the form given by fy and f,,. This is the starting point of the proof
of Theorem 8 which also relies on a technical conjecture (Conjecture 10) which is strongly supported by
numerical experiments, see Section L in the supplementary material.

Theorem 8. Assume that Conjecture 10 is true. Then for all x € (0,1), 5 >0, ¢g >0, cg > 0andv > 0,
there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

~ logn —2rp
s B [l Pl 2o (o)
f Q*€Q(v,cu,cq) loglogn
R*:Ppx€¥(k*,S,8,c5)NH
The infimum is taken over all estimators f, that is all measurable functions of Y1,..., Y.

Let a be a (small) real number, in the following it is assumed that A is the (dy + d2) X (d; + d2) matrix

1 00 - 0 |a a -+ a
o1r0 -- 0100 ---0
oo0o1 .- 0100 ---0
A=10 0 O 1 0 0 0
a a a a 1 0 0
0 0 O 0 |0 1 0
ooo0 -+ 0100 ---1

Assume that the coordinates of ¢ are independent identically distributed with density (see [Ehm et al., 2004])

1+ cos(cx)

g:xﬁcgm

for some ¢ > 0, where ¢, is such that g is a probability density, with characteristic function

1
Flg] : t— [(1 - ‘tD coS (wt> + —sin <7T tD] 1_c<ige-
c c T c

With an adequate choice of ¢, Q € Q(v,c,,cq). Consider the probability density u : © € R +— ¢, -
exp(—1/(1 — 2?))1[_y 1j(z) with the appropriate ¢,, > 0 so that the integral of u equals one. For all b > 0
and z € R, write up(z) = bu(bz).

Lemma9. Let k € (0,1), ¢,T > 0 and 7 > 0. Then, there exists xo > 0 such that the following holds.
Let by, = cp exp(—(/[1 + (x/20)2]/2)Y/=%)) where ¢, is such that h,; is a probability density. For all
b > 1/x¢, any probability density  such that { < c([z + h(x)(1+(2/20)?)7] *up) satisfies F[(] € Ty 1.

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix K in the supplementary material. O

13
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Let g and h, be as in Lemma 9. Since h, is infinitely differentiable with square integrable derivatives,
for all B > 0, there exists L such that for all b > 0, [ |F[h., = up)(t)[>(1 + t*)Pdt < L. Let (Px)x>o0
be the family of orthonormal polynomials for the scalar product (f,g) = [ f(z)g(z)h,(z)?dz such that
deg(Pk) = K. Consider the following conjecture on the properties on these polynomials.

Conjecture 10. There exists an nonnegative envelope function F,,, that has at most polynomial growth at
infinity such that the family (Pr)r>1 satisfies sup s, KO=®)/2||Pghy | Foy|loo < 00 and there exists
constants cg, c1, co such that for all K large enough, there exists at least co K" intervals of length at least
c1 K% in [—1,1] on which | Pichy| > co K5 1/2,

Let us comment on the different elements of this conjecture. As discussed above, our objective is to
construct two probability densities fy and f,, that are as far from each other as possible while the resulting
distributions of Y are as close as possible, see equation (17). The boundedness of Pk h,/F.,, ensures that
the densities we construct are nonnegative, and the assumption on the intervals is used to prove Corollary 11,
which controls how large || fo — f»]| is.

For the sake of simplicity, assume in the following that || Feny k|| 1,1 () = 1. Then there exists ¢ > 0 and
7 > 0 such that Fyy(7) < ¢(1 + (z/30)?)T for all z € R, thus making it possible to use Lemma 9. To use
the lemma, it is important to note that this ¢ does not depend on the choice of z.

Another conjecture that gives a better idea of the behaviour of these functions is that there exists a shape
function Fypape such that
(Prch.o)(a)

sup || — KO0/ Py (K™ 12)

K>1

< . (18)

This function Fy,pe diverges at xo and —x¢ for some finite xg > 1, as illustrated in Figure L.1 of Section L.
As K grows, the peak of Pxh, comes closer to this divergence point, but slowly enough that Fi,, only
grows polynomially.

Corollary 11. Assume Conjecture 10 is true, then there exist cy, cs, c4 such that for K large enough, for all
b 2 CbKK,

3Kt > || Phl Ry = [(Prhi) * upllgomy > caK™ 1
Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix K in the supplementary material. O

Note that in the limit kK = 1, h, is the indicator function of [—1, 1], and the orthonormal polynomials
Py are the (normalized) Legendre polynomials. In this setting, Conjecture 10 (and therefore Equation 18)
have been proved with Fepy = Fipape = 1[—1,1), see Lemma 1 of [Meister, 2007].

In the limit k = 1/2, h, is a normal density, and the functions P h, are the Hermite functions. Ap-
proximations of Hermite funtions close to zero and near the turning points are known and corroborate our
conjecture, see for instance [Boyd, 2018, Section A.11]: the behaviour near zero is approximately a trigono-
metric function times a shape function, validating equation (18) (near zero) and the second part of Conjec-
ture 10. Near the turning points, they are best approximated by Airy functions with a scaling corresponding
to Funy(x) = O(21/3).

Let (cv,)n>1 be a sequence of nonnegative real numbers with limit zero, (K, ),>1 a sequence of integers
tending to infinity and (b,,),,>1 a sequence of real numbers tending to infinity. Define f; as the density of X
when forall 1 < j < d, s; = (o = (Fenvhic) * up, and f,, as the density of X when S; has density

C’rb = (Fenvhn + anPKnhi) * Up, = CO + aTL(PKn hi) * Up,, (19)
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and So, ..., Sy have density (y. The function ¢, is nonnegative as soon as o, < (|| Pk, hr/Feny|loo) 1,

which is of order K,(Llfn)/ 2 by Conjecture 10. Its integral equals one for K,, > 1 since by definition
the function Pg, h? is orthogonal to Py (which is a constant function) in L2(R), so that the integral of
Pr, h2 % uy, is zero. Therefore, ¢, is a probability density. In addition, F[(o] € Yx 7 and F[(,] € Tur
follow immediately from Lemma 9.

Lemma 12. The probability densities fo and f,, are in Y, T.
Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix K in the supplementary material. O

Lemma 13. Forall k € (0,1], 5 > 0and cg > 0, there exist xo > 0 and cp, > 0 such that F|fo] and F|f,]
belong to ¥ (k,T, 5, cg) as soon as the two following assumptions are met:

Qp, g ||PKnhf€||;ol 5 (20)
anl1Prc, Ty < enby ™ @n
Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix K in the supplementary material. O

Following [Meister, 2007], it is straightforward to establish that

1= 5100 Q" = (@ e > (1= 5100+ @) = (o * Qs )

Then, by (17), the minimax risk based on n observations is lower bounded by c|| fo — aniQ(Rd) for some
constant ¢ > 0 if (ay)n>1, (bn)n>1 and (K,),>1 are chosen such that

1
[0+ @@ - (=@l =0 (1) @)
Rd n
Lemma 14. Assume that (21) holds and that
K, = Ch <logn> . (23)
k \loglogn
Then, (22) holds.
Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix K. U

Therefore, the minimax risk based on n observations is lower bounded by || fo — f”||i2(]Rd) for some
constant ¢ > 0. In addition, by definition of f, and f,,, for all u € RY,

d
fo(u) = Det(A IH@ “u);) and f,(u) = Det(A) "¢ ((A H

Therefore, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that,

1 K—
1fo = FallRzaay > cllColizse) 160 — Calfaqm > ca2 K51,
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by Corollary 11 and (21). Then, choosing b, = K7}, a7 o K2 /|| Pre, hi|f2 @) o< Ky~ "> (by
Corollary 11) and K, as in (23) yields

logn —26f
loglogn '

Il fo — fn”%ﬂ(Rd) P Cb;w = CK;Mﬁ >c <
The condition o, < (|| Prc, e/ Fony|loc ) ~* corresponds to K5 /27" — O(K{~"/?), which is always
true.

5 Conclusion and future works

Recently, in [Belomestny and Goldenshluger, 2019], the authors summarized the standard assumptions on
the noise distribution and their implications on the minimax risk of the estimator of the signal distribution.
In particular, they pointed out that obtaining assumptions under which standard rates of convergence can be
established when the Fourier transform of the noise can vanish have not received satisfactory solutions in
the existing literature. In the direction of weakening the assumptions on the noise, such limitation has been
completely overcome in this paper, where we propose a general optimal rate which depends on the lightness
of the tail distribution of the signal which extends the work of [Meister, 2007] to multivariate signals without
the compact support assumption and with no prior knowledge on the noise distribution. The optimal rate
of convergence in our setting does not depend at all on the unknown noise. In another direction, one could
try to find if it is possible, in the context of unknown noise, to recover noise dependent minimax risk by
restricting the set of possible unknown noises. One way could be to make in our methodology v = 1 go to
infinity and to study the square integrated risk with ¢, having a precise decreasing behavior. This can not be
directly obtained by the proofs in this work in which we use the fact that v is finite to derive equation (26)
which is itself a basic stone to establish Proposition 17.

There are numerous avenues for future works. We specifically chose to focus on the theoretical prop-
erties of the deconvolution estimator obtained from the risk function M,, without assumption on the noise
distribution, leaving mainly open the question of designing efficient numerical solutions. Recently, in this
unknown noise setting, [Gassiat et al., 2020] provided two algorithms to compute nonparametric estimators
of the law of the hidden process in a general state space translation model, i.e. when the hidden signal
is a Markov chain. More thorough and scalable practical solutions remain to be developed. Although the
estimator proposed in this paper enjoys interesting theoretical properties, designing a stable and numerically
efficient algorithm remains mainly an open problem.

In a more applied perspective, the recent emergence of blind spot neural networks such as [Batson and Royer, 2019]
or [Krull et al., 2019] represent a breakthrough in the field of blind image denoising. In these papers, the
authors manage to improve state-of-the-art performance in signal prediction using mainly local (spatially)
dependencies on the signal and assuming that the noise components are independent. Our results which
in addition do not require any assumption on the noise are likely to provide new architectures or new loss
functions to extend such works.

We are particularly interested in applying our results to widespread models such as noisy independent
component analysis and nonlinear component analysis, see for instance [Khemakhem et al., 2020]. As men-
tionned in [Pfister et al., 2019], a wide range of applications require to design source separation techniques
to deal with grouped data and structured signals. The identifiability of such a group structured ICA is likely
to rely on specific assumptions similar to the one derived in our paper which should provide new insights
to derive numerical procedures. Additive index models studied in [Lin and Kulasekera, 2007, Yuan, 2011]
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could also benefit from this work to weaken the assumptions on the signal and on the functions involved in
the mixture defining the observation.

As underlined in Section 2.2, submodels may be identified in the larger general deconvolution model
studied in this paper. It could be of interest to study statistical testing of such structured submodels, for
instance using the minimax non parametric hypothesis testing theory.

In another line of works referred to as topological data analysis (TDA), see [Chazal and Michel, 2017],
[Chazal et al., 2017], the aim is at providing mathematical results and methods to infer, analyze and exploit
the complex topological and geometric structures underlying data. Despite fruitful developments, geometric
inference from noisy data remains a theoretical and practical widely open problem. Although they appear to
be concentrated around geometric shapes, real data are often corrupted by noise and outliers. Quantifying
and distinguishing topological/geometric noise, which is difficult to model or unknown, from topologi-
cal/geometric signal to infer relevant geometric structures is a subtle problem. Our paper is likely to apply
to multidimensional signals supported on manifolds and opens the way to find strategies to infer relevant
topological and geometric information of signals additively corrupted with totally unknown noise. One way
to proceed is to use the distance to measure strategy developed in [Chazal et al., 2011] which shows that it is
possible to build robust methods to estimate geometric and topological parameters of supports of probability
distribution from perturbed versions of it in Wasserstein’s metric. This is the subject of an ongoing research
project.

A Proof of Theorem 6

For any discrete set A, |A| denotes the number of elements in A. For any matrix B, ||B||r denotes the
Frobenius norm of B and BT the transpose matrix of 5.

A.1 Uniform consistency

The risk function at $m satisfies, by definition, for all R* and all Q* in Y, s NH,

M (G Vest| R, Q%) < My () + sup | My () — M(¢; vet| R*, Q)]

¢6TN,S
< My (Pg+) + sup [My(¢) — M(¢;vest| R, Q)|
(ZSETK/,S
< |Mn(q>R*) - M(CI)R*; Vest‘R*v Q*)‘ =+ sup |Mn(¢) - M(d), Vesl|R*a Q*)| . (24)

¢ETN,S
Lemma 15 provides a control on the deviation |M,,(¢) — M (¢; ves| R*, Q%) for ¢ € T s.

Lemma 15. There exists a numerical constant cy; and a constant xq depending only on d (for instance
Ty = supn>0(d+74/3)“) such that the following holds. For all C' > 0, n > 1, x > 0, and probability
measures R* and Q* on R? such that Ep« o+[|Y|?] < C', with probability at least 1 — 4e~* under
Pgr+ g+ forall K > 0and S > 0,

sup |Mn(¢) - M(¢7 Vest|R*7 Q*)|

P€Y ks
1V v2.dC’ L
< CMl/eds,(Sl/est vV 330)4%1 exp (4/-@(514,” \Y xo)l/“) [d ey \/7\/ ] )
n n o n

17



E. Gassiat, S. Le Corff, L. Lehéricy Deconvolution with unknown noise

In particular, for all kg € (0,1], S > 0 and C' > 0, there exists a constant ¢ such that for all n > 1 and
x>0, forallv < Vg,

sup Pr+ o+ sup M(c/é\mn; VIR*,Q*) > ¢ ( Ty a:) <4de ™. (25)
R* : O« GTK/O‘S KE[/{o,l]
Q* :Egx o+ [IY[2]<C”

(Even though it is not visible in the notations, S is involved in the definition of ¢y ,,.)

Proof. The proof of the first inequality is postponed to Section G in the supplementary material.
The second follows from taking the supremum over all k € [kg, 1] first together with equation (24) and
the key observation that for all v < vy,

M(gb\n,n; V‘R*, Q*) < M(ﬁ/gﬁ,n; Vest|R*7 Q*)
O

Since SUp+.g . e, s Er+[[|X]|?] is bounded by a constant that depends only on « and S, assuming
Eg-[|le]]’] < C" and @+ € Y s ensures Eg+ o« [|[Y||?] < C’ for some constant C’ depending on #, S
and C”'. Thus, assuming Eq-[||¢]|?] < C” and R* € T, s is enough to apply the above lemma.

For any v > 0, by the proof of Theorem 1 and Lemma 5, if ®r« € T, s N H, the only zero of the
contrast function ¢ — M (¢;v|R*,Q*) on T\, g N H is ¢ = Pr+ as soon as 1/k < 2 since all functions in
H satisfy H2. Moreover, the mapping (¢, @+, ®o+) € L(Bi x B2 )3 — M (¢; v|R*, Q*) is continuous
and for all K > 0, S > 0and C’' > 0, the sets Ty, s and {®¢g : @ s.t. Egl[le]|?] < C'} are compact
in L> (B x BY2) by Arzela-Ascoli’s theorem (the second derivative of ®¢ is bounded by the second
moment of () and likewise for ® g, so these sets are uniformly equicontinuous and all of their elements have
value 1 at zero). Thus, forall x > 1/2, S > 0,C" > 0and n > 0,

inf  M(o;v|R*,Q*) >0.
6, Pps €T, sOH (¢ V|7, Q)
=P rxllL2ma)>n

Q" :Eg+[llelP)<C’

Fix now 1 € (0,vey]. This equation and Lemma 15 together with the fact that the family (Y g), is
nonincreasing in « ensure that for all kg € (1/2,1] and all S > 0, C/ > 0 and i > 0, there exists ¢ > 0
such that forall n > 1, z € (0, cn] and s € [xg, 1],

sup PR*7Q* ( sup HQSK/JL — Op« HL2(BL3) > 17) <4e . (26)
R* : PR+« €Yy, sNH K E€[ko,K]
Q* :Epx o+ [IIYII2]<C”

In particular, the family of estimators (G, ). is L%(B%)-consistent uniformly in « € [r¢, 1], and uniformly
in the true parameters R* and Q™.

18



E. Gassiat, S. Le Corff, L. Lehéricy Deconvolution with unknown noise

A.2 Upper bound for the estimator of the Fourier transform of the signal distribu-
tion

Recall, for all bounded and measurable functions h : B% x B — C, for any v > 0 and any probability
measures R* and Q* on R?,

M(®p+ + h;v|R", Q)
:/dl o 1101 02) @R (11,0)B e (0, t2) = Be (11, t2) (1, 0)@ - (0, )
B, xB,

— DR+ (t1, 12) PR+ (t1,0)R(0, t2) — P+ (t1,t2)h(t1,0)h(0, t2)|?
D) (1) Por.2 (t2)[Pdtrdts .

Recall that for all Q € Q(v,c,,C"), infga, [Pg)| Ainfga, [®o@| > ¢, Using that for all (a,b) € R,
(a—b)?>a?/2—b% and |Pg..)][oc = [P+ [loc = [®r+[loc = 1 yields for all probability measures
R* and Q* on R? such that Q* € Q(v, ¢c,,C"),

M(®pe + h;v|R*, Q%) = ¢t M"™(h, ®g+;v)/2 — ct||h(-,0)R(0, ) (27)

Hiz(Bdl ><Bd2) ’

where

M"™(h, ¢;v) = /d At t2)@(t1,0)9(0, t2) — @(t1, t2)h(t1,0)$(0, t2)
B, xB.2
— P(t1,t2)p(t1,0)h(0, o) [2dtdty . (28)

Section B provides an upper bound for ||A(-,0)h(0, -) ”iZ(Bdl Be2) and a lower bound for M'"(h, ®z.;v)

which allows to establish the lower bound given in Proposition 16.

Proposition 16. For all S > 0 and « € (0, 1], there exists 1 > 0 depending on d, k, Vs and S and cpy > 0

depending only on d such that for all v € [(d + 4/3)e/S, Ves| and all h such that ||hHL2(Bd1 «B%2) < n, the
risk satisfies
: . * * 4 4
R :égifen,s M(®r: +hiv|F,Q7) > CMC”HhHL"’(BZ’1 xBy2)
Q*€Q(v,cy,+00)
Proof. The proof is postponed to Section B. O

Using the above proposition for k = k¢ together with equation (26) is enough to establish Proposition 17.

Proposition 17. For all ko € (1/2,1], S > 0, ¢, > 0 and cg > 0, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
forallv € [(d+4/3)e/S,vVes], n 2 1, x € (0,¢cn] and k € [k, 1],

1/4
inf Pre o+ ( Sup || Gurn — Pre |2 ey < c< zy x) ) >1—4e®.  (29)

R*: ®Pr+«eY, sNH K/ E[ro,k n n
Q*€Q(v,cu,cq)

19



E. Gassiat, S. Le Corff, L. Lehéricy Deconvolution with unknown noise

A.3 Upper bound for the estimator of the density of the signal distribution

Let ' € (0,1]. Assume H3 holds for the constants 3, cg, then by definition of f;gn together with
Plancherel’s theorem,

||fn/,n - f*”iZ(Rdl xRd2)

2
— 7(47:-2)(1 ‘/]Rd1 s ]lteth,’n XBii/'nTmN/Yn&;n/’n(t) - @R* (t) dta
1 ~ 2
T (4n?)d /Bfﬁl/ xB2, Tt Ot in(0) = e (t)‘ «
+ ! / 1B 5 (¢)) dt
(42T J (s xrio (822, xBE2, ) 7
1 -~ 1 (]

< v Tm ’ k'\n — DR+ 2 .
(471'2)d|| K ,n¢ s R ||L2(Bii/,,, xB%2 /n) + (47‘_2)(1 (1 +wz/ n)ﬂ

Let v € [(d+4/3)e/S, vey] be fixed in the remaining of the proof. For all ¢ > 0, let P; be the i-th Legendre
polynomial and
Prom — (; 4+ 1/2)Y2,7 12 py(X /v) (30)

the normalized i-th Legendre polynomial on [—v, v]. For all positive integer p, define the orthonormal basis
(Prom™),cne of C[X71, ..., X)) (seen as a subset of L?(BZ)), where for all i € NP,

P?Orm(Xl’ . 7Xp) — (‘Pinlorm ® . ® Plnporm)( H Pnorm (31)

Since Ty, | bwr,n and T, , Pp« arein C,y , [X1,...,X4], there exists a sequence (a;);ene such that

n r'\n

a; = 0if HZHl > Myt n and Tmnz,n(zsn’,n Tmrz ,LQR* = ZieNd (lz'PIiwrm(X), where Pl;()l’m is defined in (31).

By properties of the Legendre polynomials, see [Meister, 2007, page 11], forall z € R, |P;(z)] < (2|z|+2)!
so that | PP™ ()| < ((2i +1)/(2v))Y/?(2|z/v| + 2)°. Therefore, for all i € N,

W' n 2i+1
PR (2)2d (2 2n)
[P < g (2422 ) T

_wK,/ s

and by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(T, Exrn=Toms PR 12 s

R Lz(BwN/ XBiZ'/ n)
oy T mere) (S ).

i€ND,|li|li <my,r ,, a= i€Nd

2m,., . +d ~

—d d Wk',n wlom 2

<27 +1)? (242250 ) 1T Brrn = T @ [, g g
Wyt 2mm/,n+d

< mi/m (2 + 2 r;,n) H M, 7L¢K n m W/ ,,Lq)R*HLQ(B 2) .
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Since Y, s C T, s when ' < k, by Lemma 24 and Lemma 25 in the the supplementary material, when
Ope € Ty sand k' < K,

||¢’R* - Tmrc'm(bR* HiQ(BZLm, XBii/yn)

_ ’
< (SWK’,n)d(Swn',n)zm“,'"m /2;»; mml’"—ﬂdf,g/ (Sw,@/,n)Q

< (Bwpr ) (Swpr ) 2™ mmy W 6(Swr )2 exp(26 (Swar )Y

2

and both H(;AS,{/’H ~ T, ., gg,i/’n L2(BY1 xB2) are upper bounded by

2o ot wgiz) 04 1®Re = Ty, Pel

(81/)d(Sy)2mH/»"m;,2)Z Mt k2 6(Sv)%" exp(2K(Sv)/*') .

Thus, Proposition 17 shows that for all ko € (1/2,1], S > 0,3 > 0,¢, > 0, ¢g > 0 and ¢, > 0, there exist
¢>0and ¢ > 0suchthatforall v € [(d+ 4/3)e/S, Ves], n = 1, 2 € (0,cn] and k € [ko, 1],

inf Prs o+ | V&' € [Ko, K
R* B e €U(n, S, Brcp) M T ( w0, A1,

Q*GQ(V7CV7CQ)

~ _ —2,'1/771N nt2d 2m, _n+d+2/n' ’ 1/w/
Hfm’,n . f*H%ﬂ(Rdldez) < c’max{(l _,'_wi,’n) 6>mn”n /, wﬁ/’n/, o2 (Swer ) ,

/ !
r'\n v KM n n

d Wk',n 2m s ,+d —26'my +2d om Fdy2/K 2»@’(81/)1/"', z T 1/2 .
m (—) 2m i peIR!n e + -V - >1—4e .

Since wy, p, is chosen of the form wy ,, = c.my /S with ¢, € (0,1], and since by assumption Sv >
xoVug = 1 where x¢ and ug are defined in Lemma 24 in the the supplementary material, there exists ¢/ > 0
such that the event in the above equation may be rewritten as follows: for all " € [kg, k],

”fﬁ/,n - f*H%P(Rdl xR92)

[N 2m ’
g C’ max {(1 + mzl’{’n) B m3d+20 ,neQH mm/7n7

» PRI R
I 2k’'m nN—2k'm 2d  2mys,
(2/’6 mn’,n) n/,n(2,§) ,Q/ﬂmﬂlmcﬁl k! \n
—2k"m, ,+2d o +d+2/K’ ZR/(SD)I/"/ T € Y2
X |2m,, , ' [/t e + -V — ,
’ n n

_ ot ’ ’ ’ 1/x!
< ¢ max {2 ,Bm,i?s 6, e[(3d+2)+210g cn+2]m,€/yn,2(cl{,y)2mn/m Vd+2/,‘€ eQrc (Sv)

1/2
+ e[—210g(2~6)+2d+2 IOgclf"}m‘/v"(Zi/m,i/ n)QH/m”/’" < x v .7;) } ,
’ n o n

since ¢,y < 1, k" < 1and m, , > 1. Then, choosing c.r < exp(—(3d + 5)/2 + log(2k¢)) A 1/ves and

1 alogn
My n X

2/ log(alogn)’
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for some « > 0 yields, for all kg € (1/2,1], S > 0,8 > 0, ¢, > 0, cg > 0and ¢y, > 0, there exist ¢ > 0
and ¢’ > O such that forall v € [(d 4+ 4/3)e/S, Vey), n = 1, 2 € (0, cn] and k € [ko, 1],

i / N * 12
R* : ps elgfn,s,ﬁ,cw)PR*’Q* (Vﬁ € [kos 6 [1fwrin = F7 L2 @ar xas)

Q*€Q(v,cu,cq)

1/4, a 1/2, a
, B 2B —m, . x40 xt/n _
<c maX{Q 5mn,’n ,e M, [1\/ 1/ Vv 72 >1—4e ",

Now, assume « < 1/4 and (¢, logn)/loglogn < my ., < (Cy,logn)/loglogn for all  and n for some
constants ¢,,, > 0 and C,,, > 0 and take = = log n. It follows that there exists ng such that for all n > ny,

; i 26" F *1|2 ro—B 4
sup inf PR« o+ sup {m, | forn — L2 mar wpe }<02 >1-——.
e ro1] R* : ® s €0(k,5,B,c0) Q (HIE[K(),H] w',n Il KN L2(R41 xR92) = n
QR*eQ(v,cv,cq)
(32)
. 2k’ ~ . .
Finally, note that mﬁ'ifﬂf,ggn — [ lEe s xpazy < (Cnmt log’lgogn)25d1am(T,€075)2 by construction, so that

Theorem 6 follows.

B Proof of Proposition 16

By (27), Proposition 16 may be proved by balancing a lower bound for M'"(h, ¢; ) and an upper bound
for [, 0)A(0. )2, o

The lower bound on M'""(h, ¢; ) is first obtained on polynomials with known degree m:
Lemma 18. Let d = dy + ds and g be the function defined in (56). There exist a constant ¢ > 0 such that
forallk,S,v>0,meN,¢pecT,gandh € G, g,

M"™(Th, Tiniv) > c(4v/2) (1)~ m >3 (0 v v ™2) 2" (1, §) " d ™" | Tahll} g g,

where M'™, Yr.s, Gi,s and T, ¢ are defined in (28), (8), (9) and (11). The function g is defined in (56) in
the the supplementary material..

Proof. The proof is postponed to Section I in the the supplementary material. U

Then, we extend this lower bound on all functions h and ¢ by controlling the difference between h and
¢ and their truncations to degree m:

Lemma 19. Let d = dy + dy. There exist ¢ > 0 and'c > 0 such that for all k,v,5 >0, ¢ € T g, h € Gy, 5
andm > d/k,
MU, 6:0) > (c/2alm. v, A2, g g
— (ca(m, v, K, S) +CCF (K, S,v))2%(20) Y (Sv)*mm = 2"m+2d £, (S)? |

where
a(m, v, K, ) = (2v2) 724 (4e) " 6mm =543 (1 v 1 =3) 2 g (i, §) 6 Om (33)

and where M"™(h, ¢; v), Yy.s, Gr,s fun and g, are defined in (28), (8) (9), and (55), (56) in the supplemen-

tary material.
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Proof. The proof is postponed to Section J in the supplementary material. O

Finally, a careful choice of m allows to show that M'™(h, ¢; ) is lower bounded by ||A||>*°(") when
IR is small enough:

Proposition 20. Assume that S > 1 is such that Sv > xg V ug where xo and ug are defined in Lemma 24
in the supplementary material. Then, for all h such that

s\ /"
”hHL?(BlexBﬁz) < exp ( <1 \ 19> > )

where v = (7d + 3)/2, ¥ = ((8ed)*>(v vV v3)) 71 (Sv) "1 (e?+28) =3/ exp(—6k(e?T25)/*) and 6% =
288 - 74(¢/c)(64v) k416 exp((2d + 9)k(Sv) /"),
loglog(1/ 4\ s
lin . Co—dyy 2 [ Kloglog loglog (1/||h
M, 630) > Sl (ZPEBCHIED ) Ty logTog 7RI (34

where b = ((8ed)®(vVr=3))~1(Sv) " (e4T25) ~3/% exp(—6k(e?+2S) /%) and where € and c are numerical
constants defined in Lemma 19.

Note that v > (d + 4/3)e/S entails Sv > xo V ug where x and ug are defined in Lemma 24.
Proof. The proof is postponed to Section J in the supplementary material. O

The upper bound on || A(-, is likewise first obtained on polynomials with known

0RO, g1 g
degrees m then extended to any function h by controlling the difference between h and its truncation:

Lemma 21. Let d = dy + do. There exists a numerical constant cs > 0 such that for all k > 0, S < oo,
v>0,mz2=d/kandh € G, s,

I~ (-, 0)R(0, ')”L2(Bd1 Biz) S <16 {(2e5m/v)*" + (2c5m/v)**} ”hHL2(B )
+ {(4( (4(2csm/v)D +2)2 + (4(2c5m /)% + 2)? }24[1(21/)2[1(Sl/)4m771_4"””"'4de(SV)47
where G, s and f,, are defined in (9) and (55).
Proof. The proof is postponed to Section J in the supplementary material. O

Finally, a careful choice of m shows that this term is upper bounded by ||2[|*~°(") when ||| is small
enough:

Proposition 22. Assume that S > 1 is such that Sv > xg V ug where xo and ug are defined in Lemma 24
in the the supplementary material. Then, for all h such that

~ -\ 2/k
oe”
HhHLz(Bfle‘j?) <exp | — (1 \ 5)

where ¥ = d, 9 = (Sv)~! and 6 = 3/6 - 2%(20)4/2(Sv) V" exp(k(Sv)Y/*), and with cs the numerical
constant of Lemma 21,

2¢5 26\ 2V 4 log(1/|n)) PV
. I < 64 255 2 Bl A et/ | e | VA 4
I 00, < o0 (262 BE) T (2R 65)
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Proof. The proof is postponed to Section J in the supplementary material. O

By Proposition 20, Proposition 22 and (27),

—8log(bSv)

c —a ((#loglog(L/[AI)\ " Sloglog(1/[R])
* u|R*, Q* 20’% hl2g—d < hl|| #1108 og(1/[[All)
Mt Q) > eb g s (TPEESEE )

2(d1Vvd 2(d1Vd:
et (26, 26N (4 dog(1/[R]) )XY "y
Y\ v 3  loglog(1/||h]]) ’

Therefore, assuming

—8log(bSv)
5d+3 I———
156”}1“2870; <Hloglog(1/||hll)> |1 < Log Log(1/[11])

4log(1/|[Rl])
2(dyVvd 2(divd
1o (265 26) N (4 ToBID VAV
> V3 # loglog(1/]|hl])
yields

2& %>2(d1Vd2) (4 log(l/”h”) 2(d1Vd2) ||h||4 (37)

M(¢*;v|R*, Q") > 64 \% —
(075w R, Q%) ( v 3 r loglog(1/||h|]
Note that (36) is implied by

—8log(bSv)

3(d 22— — 2(dyVvd
(Hloglogﬂ/llhI)) ””( 1 ) wloglog(1/[1l) 5 9045 g1 (2%2“) e

4log(1/|[R]) (1] v 3

Assume ||h|| < exp(—(bSv)~8/%) A e, then this equation is implied by

2(d1Vvd 3(d+1
MR gy gt (265, 20 K
loa(1/ A7) > V3 )

Since logz <  for all z > 1, log 2/ ?®) < 21/ forall z > 1 and o > 0, so that (log z)* < (2a)*/x
for all x > 1 and o > 0. Thus, this equation is implied by

2(dyvd 3(d+1
1/]A]] 9048 . ghe-t 25 y 2% (d1Vda) 4 (d+1)
(6(d + 1))3d+D) ~ v 3 e ’

4(dyVdy) 6(d+1)

3 K
hl<2722.64792 ( L p 2 _r .
I~ “ 26 "2 24(d + 1)

In this case, log(1/||h]|)/ loglog(1/||h||) in equation (37) is lower bounded by a constant, which concludes
the proof of Proposition 16.

that is
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C Proof of Theorem 1

The proof follows the same lines as that of Theorem 1 in [Gassiat et al., 2020]. The following statement,
which may be established by arguing variable by variable, is used repeatedly. If a multivariate function is
analytic on the whole multivariate complex space and is the null function in an open set of the multivariate
real space or in an open set of the multivariate purely imaginary space, then it is the null function on the
whole multivariate complex space. Assume Pr o = IP’~ and let ¢; (resp. qbz) be the characteristic function
of Q) (resp. Q™) for i € {1,2}. Since the distrlbutlon of Y1) and Y are the same under Pp o and
Pﬁyé,for any t € R, N

¢1(t) @R (t,0) = ¢1 (1) @5 (£,0) (38)
and for any ¢t € R%, B

¢2 (1) PR (0,1) = 2 (1) D5 (0,1) . (39)

Since the distribution of Y is the same under Py ¢ and P5 5, for any (¢1,2) € R4 x Rz,

RQ

@1 (t1) 2 (t2) PR (t1,t2) = gl (t1) 52 (t2) @5 (t1,t2) (40

There exists a neighborhood V of 0 in R** x R% such that forall t = (t1,t2) € V, é1 (t1) # 0, ¢2 (t2) # 0,
b1 (t1) # 0, ¢o (t2) # 0, so that (38), (39) and (40) imply that for any (¢1,t2) € V2,

D (t1,t2) Pg (t1,0) @5 (0,t2) = @5 (t1,t2) Pr (t1,0) PR (0,t2) . 41)

Since (21, 2’2) — dg (Zl7 2’2) (bﬁ (21, 0) (I)E (O, 2:2) — (I)E (Zl, 22) [OFH (21, O) dr (O, 22) is a multivariate an-
alytic function of d; + ds variables which is zero in a purely real neighborhood of 0, then it is the null
function on the whole multivariate complex space so that for any z; € C% and z, € C%,

(I)R (21,22) ‘I)é (21,0) (I)R (0,22) = (I)E (21,22) ‘I)R (21,0) (I)R (0,22) . (42)

Fix (uz,...,uq,) € C~1 and let Z be the set of zeros of u + ®p(u,us, . .., uq,,0) and Z be the set of

zeros of u — ®x(u,uz, ..., uq,,0). Letu; € Z. Write 2y = (u1,us,...,uq,) so that by (42), for any
2o € (Cd2,

QR (21,22) Pg (21,0) @5 (0,22) = 0. (43)

Using H2, 25 + ® g (21, z2) is not the null function. Thus, there exists 23 in C%2 such that &5 (21, 23) # 0
and by continuity, there exists an open neighborhood of z3 such that for all z5 in this open set, (21, 22) #
0. Since z +— @ (0, z) is not the null function and is analytic on C?, it can not be null all over this open
set, so that there exists zp such that simultaneously ®r (21, 22) # 0 and @3 (0, 22) # 0. Then (43) leads

to @5 (21,0) = 0, so that Z C Z. A symmetric argument yields Z C Z so that £ = Z. Moreover, the
analytic functions u — P (u,us,...,uq,0) and u — @5 (u, Uz, ..., uq,0) have exponential growth order
less than 2, so that using Hadamard’s factorization Theorem, see [Stein and Shakarchi, 2003, Chapter 5,
Theorem 5.1], there exists a polynomial function s with degree at most 1 (and coefficients depending on
(ug, ..., uq)) such that for all u € C,

Dr(u,ug,. .., uq,0) = es(“)@ﬁ(u,ug, ey ug,0).
Arguing similarly for all variables, there exists a function S on C9, which is, for any ¢ = 1,...,dq,
polynomial with degree at most 1 in u;, and such that for all (u1,...,ug,) € C%,
(I)R(ulv U2y .-y Udy O) = eS(UI’uz’M?Ud] )éﬁ(ulv Uz, ... 7ud130) . (44)
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In other words, there exists complex functions a;, b; on C%4—1 gych that, if we denote u{~% the (dy — 1)-
dimensional complex vectors with the same coordinates as u except that u; is not included in the coordinates,
then

S(uy, ug, ... ug) = a(uTNu; +bi(uD), i=1,...,d;.

But, for i # j, the fact that a;(u")u; + b;(u=9) = a;(u=)u; + b;(u(=") implies that a;(u(~)
and b; (u{~?) are polynomial functions with degree at most 1 in u; (this may be seen for instance by taking
complex derivatives), and by induction we get that .S is a polynomial function which s, forany i = 1,...  ds,
polynomial with degree at most 1 in u;.

Since ®r(0,...,0) = ®5(0,...,0) = 1, the constant term of the polynomial S is 0. We are now going
to prove that the polynomial S has total degree at most 1. Note that the fact that S has degree at most 1
in each variable is not enough to deduce that .S is linear: for instance, u;u2 has degree at most 1 in each
variable but has total degree 2.

Assume that R(Y) is not supported by 0. Then there exist a = (ay, ..., ag,) €ER4 o> 0and§ > 0

such that
dy

dy
0¢H[aj—a,aj+a] and RW H[aj—a,ajJra} >0,
j=1 Jj=1

which gives, for all u € R,

. Edl infy cla;—a,a:+a] UiTj
5 (—iu,0) > desi=t wiclejmea; I

)

so that using (44), for all u € R,
P p(—iu,0) > 5651 g Z i1 infe el —aa;+al Wi

If S has total degree at least 2, then there exist ¢ # j and polynomial functions with degree at most one in
each variable ¢; on C%~2 and ¢3, ¢3 on C* ! such that, if we denote u(~*~7) the (d; — 2)-dimensional
complex vectors with the same coordinates as u except that u; and u; are not included in the coordinates,
then S(u) = c1 (w=57 )i, + c2(ulD) 4 c3(ul=7)). Without loss of generality say thati = 1 and j = 2.
Then it is possible to find u € R% and § > 0 such that for all £ > 0, S(—ituy, —itug, —ius, ..., —iug, ) >
5t(u? + u2) leading to

. . . . gt(u?+u§) Z‘gl infy cla;—a,a:+a] UiTj
Yt >0, ®p(—ituy, —itus, —ius, ..., —iug,,0) = de e jElej—aay

)

contradicting the assumption that R(") € M p for some p < 2. Thus, S has total degree at most 1 and there
exists m € C% such that for all z € C%,

®p(2,0) = ™ FD(2,0). 45)

On the other hand, if R is supported by 0 then (44) leads to ® g(—iu,0) = 5~ for all u € R% and
the same argument leads to (45).

As for all z € R™, ®p(—2,0) = Pp(2,0) and Dz(—2,0) = P5(2,0), m1 € R Arguing similarly

for the function ® (0, 25), there exists mq € R such that for all z € C%2,

DpR(0,2) = ™2 7D £(0,2) . (46)
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Combining (45) and (46) with (42) yields, for all (¢1,t2) € R% x Réz,
Pr(ty,t2) = €imrtl+im;t2¢§(t17t2) - 47)

Then, using (38), for all t € R% such that ®(¢,0) # 0, ¢1(t) = emimi g, (t). Since the set of zeros of
t — ®r(t,0) has empty interior, for each ¢ such that ®z(¢,0) = 0 it is possible to find a sequence (t,,)n>1

such that ¢,, tends to ¢ and for all n, g, (t,,0) # 0. But ¢; and 51 are continuous functions, so that for all
t € R4,

$1(t) = e 1y (1) (48)
Similarly using (39), we get that for all t € R,

Bo(t) = "™ 13y (1). (49)

The proof is concluded by noting that (47), (48) and (49) imply that R = R and Q= QNQ up to translation.

D Proof of Corollary 2

The noisy ICA model may be written as

YI _ A[S + Er

YJ - AJS gJ ’
Then, the ICA model fits the setting of Theorem 1 with YV = Y7, Y@ =y, X(1) = A;S and X® =
AjS. Write d; = |I| and dy = d — |I| and denote by R the joint distribution of (A;S, A;S). Note first

that if for all 1 < j < ¢ the distribution of all S} is in Ml then the distribution of A;S is in Mdl as for all
A€ R%,

q
E [exp )\TAI H )\TAI ,

where forall 1 < j < gandall z € C, U,(z) = E [exp (2S;)]. Then, by assumption, and the Cauchy-
Schwarz 1nequa11ty, there exist A; € R and B € R such that

U, (AT Ap);) < APl AT < A Bl AP

where A;(j) is the j-th column of A;. Therefore, A7.S is in /\/ld1 with constants given by A = H Ar(5)
and B = ZF Bj||Az(j)]l|°- Similarly, A;S is in M9>. Then for any (zg,2) € C% x C%,

e

®p(20,2) =E [exp ((izg Ar +iz" A;)S)] = || E [exp ((izg A1 +i2" A1);S;)]

1

.
I

Il
Ee

U; ((izg Ar +iz" Ay);)
1

.
I

Forall 1 < j < g, the function z — W, ((2J Ar + 2" Ay);) is analytic therefore z — ® (0, 2) is the null
function if and only if there exists 1 < j < ¢ such that the function z — W;((izg A + iz Ay);) is null
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(as D (2o, -) is a finite product of analytic functions). As all columns of A ; are nonzero, for all 1 < j < g,
2+ W;((izg Ar +1iz" Ay);) is not the null function. Similarly, for any (z, z9) € C% x C%,

q
Or(z20) = [[ W5 (127 A +iz) Aj);)
j=1
and the proof that ®z(z, zo) is not the null function follows the same steps.

E Links between M?and Y/, g: proof of Lemma 5

First implication. First, note that for all n > 0, n! > (n/e)™, so that by the concavity of = — log z, for all
j €N,

-1

d d [17111

) d
(I | ja!> < elilh exp <—§ jalogja> < el exp(—||j]11 log(||]l1 /d)) < <”e| ) . (50)
a=1 a=1

Letp > 1land pu € ./\/ld Write ¢, : A € R? — [exp (iA"2) p(dz). Then ¢,(0) = 1 and for all
j € N4\ {0}, if X has dlstrlbutlon 1, by the inequality of arithmetic and geometric means and by convexity

of z — 27l on R,
(17111
(Z Tilh )

Z 1X,)V | < max E “X |||JH1] )
17112 1<asd

Since p € M;‘f by assumption, there exists A and B such that for all A € R,

107 0,,(0)] =

d
E lH XJa

a=1

E[e* X] < AeBIM5 (51)

Hence, by Markov’s inequality, forall « € {1,...,d},t > 0and A > 0,

< Aexp(BN — At).

Thus, if p = 1, then | X,| < B almost surely, and therefore for all 7 € N¢\ {0},
\3j<,0p(0)| < Bllil ,
which concludes the proof together with equation (50). In the following, assume p > 1, so that
P(X, > t) < Aexp(—Ct?/ (7D
where C' = (p — 1)B(pB)~*/(=1) > 0. Therefore, writing v = p/(p — 1) > 1 yields

P(1Xa| > 1) < 24 exp(~CF)
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Let j € N9\ {0}, then

B[IX 0] = [ PXUI > e)de = s [ 20X > et tar,

e t>0

<2A\\j||1/ tl\j\llflefct”dt’
>

t=

< 2415111 (1 +/ t'“lleC”) dt.
t>1

=

For all z € R, note that J, = [,_, t"e~“"dt = (vC)~(e™® + (z — v + 1)J,_). Since for z < 0,
Jo < fis, 67t < e /Casy > 1

o C - 2\ [2/71-1 2 \ [/ g-C
Jo<— 1+ = 4. = i -
vC * vC e (VC) - (70) C

Thus, if z > 7C/2, J, < 2(e~¢/C)(4z/(vC))[#/71, and if z < vC/2, J, < 2¢~C/C, so that

e—C A [z/7]
Jo<2— |1 —
¢ < i (70)

and as a consequence

| | | O o=C railil — 1N a1/
E [‘XG‘HJHI} < 2A[[l (1 + Jyjph—1) < 245 (1 +2o 2o (W) ,
e e—C 4|51 gl =1)/v+1
Al (1428 428 — (2L :
mn1< st 4t (A1)

Hence, since ||j||1 > 1, there exists constants ¢, ¢’ > 0 which only depends on p, A and B such that

) B IR llalls/~
107¢,(0)] < |73 & <1 + (W’C )

il (2—1/7) 4 llills/~
< 2TV — v 1) || |
“ ((zgv)uin)

< @il

Bringing the above inequality together with equation (50) implies for all j € N¢\ {0},

& ©u(0)

d .
Ha:1 ]a!

where S = ed(c’)'/7, which concludes the proof.
Second implication. Let S, > 0 and let u be a probability measure on R? such that ¢ : A € R? —
[exp(iAT2)u(dz) € Y. s. Then ¢ can be extended on C? and is equal to its Taylor expansion. In

< (2ed(c/) /)l 5 ol /v =1 < gllilla 1k /P
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particular, for all A\ € R?,

d
B(—iX) <1+ Z SHj”lﬂjH;”H]”l H )\éa <1+ Z md(SH)\H)mm_mn.
jENI\{0} a=1

m>=1
By Lemma 23, there exists a constant 25 > 0 depending only on « and d such that for all A € R,
. a+i 1/k
B(—iA) < 1+ 6(S|AIV 20) * exp ((SIAV 20)*) |

which implies that there exists a constant ¢ depending only on « and d such that for all A € R,

/ exp(\Ta)u(dr) < e (14 (SN ) exp (w(SIAIY*)

F Proof of Theorem 7

By equation (32) from the proof of Theorem 6, taking m, ,, as in equation (13), for all g € (1/2,1],.5 > 0,
B >0,¢, >0,cg > 0andcy > 0, there exist ¢ > 0 and ng such that for all v € [(d + 4/3)e/S, Veq) and
n = no,

logn \"° . 4

su inf Pre o[ su _o8nm s <d|z=1-2.

R B @ €U 8 8ey) (me[ﬁm]{(loglogn) e L E
Q" €Qevcq)

(52)
Write 0, (k') = ¢ (logn/loglogn) ™™ ?, we will show that
it Prege (Ifrun— £ ) S =Y
su m * (O* B on = < n(K >1—-—,
] B B U (5 Beg) " LA(RM xRi2) = 90 n

Q*€Q(v,cv,cq)

and since ||fgm" — < diam(Y,.s)? by construction, Theorem 7 follows.

2
L2(R% xR92)

Fix x, R* and @Q* and assume we are in the event of probability at least 1 — 4/n of equation (52) where
| frrm — f* ||%‘2(Rd1 xRdz) S on (k") for all K’ € [k, k. By the triangular inequality, for all &’ € [xo, ],

[ fonm = SN < fwrm = N+ 1w = formll s
oy [ Ao ) 5>
An (k) + on(Rn) otherwise,
< on(K) + An(Bpn) + on(K) + Ap(K') + on(Rn) < 24, (k") + 30, (K)
by definition of %, and since A,, > 0 and o,, > 0. Recall that

Ay (k) =0V  sup {H};”,n - J/C;’\/N”,n”L?(Rdl xRd2) — on (")},

K" €[ko,K']
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so that as k' < K,

An(r) <OV sup {[|furn — FEI + 1 furn — f*”L?(Rdl xRd2) — on(r")},

K" €[Ko,kK]
= [|furn — fXII + (0 v Sl[lp U — f*HL?(Rdl xRd2) — Un(’i”)}> )
Kk E€[ko,k
< fwrn = I < onls).

Equation (53) follows by taking ' = k.

G Proof of Lemma 15

To simplify the notations, write ®* : (t1,t2) — P g« (t1, tg)fba*,(l) (tl)fb*Q*_@) (t2) the characteristic func-
tion of Y under the parameters (R*, Q*). By definition of M and M,, and since for any complex numbers
aandb, [|a* — |b]?| < |a — b|(|a] + |b]), forany £ > 0,5 >0, € T\ 5, R* and Q*,

(6(t1, t2)dn(t1,0)Pn (0, t2) — bu(t1, t2)(t1,0)6(0, t2))

M, (6) — M (6 vea R*, Q)| < /

dy do
BVesl x BVest

— (Ot 12" (11,00 (0, £2) — B* (11,12)0(11, 0)0(0. 12))|
x (‘(fﬁ(tlvtz)%n(tl’ 0)6n (0, t2) — dn(t1,12)b(t1, 0)¢(o7t2))‘
+\(¢(t1,tz)¢*(t1, 0)8*(0,t2) — ®*(t1,12)B(t1, 0)¢(0,t2))D dt,dt,
< 26l pg (14 6l 02,

/Bdl " O(t1,t2)(dn(t1,0)dn (0, t2) — B*(t1,0)*(0, 1))

Vest Vest

- (%n(tlat2) — ®*(t1,t2))0(t1, 0)¢(Oat2)’dt1dt2

< A0l g (1 [9lloz, )?VEelBn — B

Ves

< 16]101% pg_veulldn — @ llocpa,

since ||®*|| oo < 1 and ||y |lc < 1 by definition. Thus, by (58) in Lemma 24, forany n. > 1, k > 0, 8 > 0,

To =1V (M)"“ and any probability measures R* and Q* on R¢,

K

sup |Mn(¢) - M(d), Vest|R*a Q*)|
$€Y s

< 38416 0% (Svest V 20) % exp (zm(gyest v :co)l/“) 160 — "l oe 2
Let NR(e, vey|R*, Q%) (resp. N™(e, vest| R*, Q*)) be the number of brackets of size e required to cover
{y € R? > Re(e®'¥),t € BY } (resp. with Im instead of Re), where the size of the bracket [u, v] is

Vest

Eg+.q+[(v — u)2(Y)]"/2. Since all these functions take values in [~1,1] and for all y, ¢, ¢’ € R, |e®t ¥ —
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it Ty\ <t =) Tyl < V|t — 'l ||yl]. it is possible to obtain a bracket of size € for each of these two
sets from a bracket of size €/(\/dEg+ o+ [ Y[[2]) of (B¢ .|| - ||oo), which means that

Vest?

4 Er o+ [||Y]?
NRe(G’ VeSl|R*7Q*) \/Nlm(evl/est|R*7Q*) < ( = - = [” H ] \Y 1)
€

Thus, by [Massart, 2007], Theorem 6.8 and Corollary 6.9, there exists a numerical constant C' such that for
allz > 0, R* and Q~,

~ E(R*, Q"
PR+ o+ (||¢n — & ps =C {(Q) + \/E+ 2”"D <de @
Vest n n n

(the factor 4 is due to the bilateral control on both the real and imaginary part of an — ®*) where

[V 1602 dEp o [IY
B(R*,Q") = Vi / %“dloﬂ el g, 1 210501 v 1602 0B - [1Y2)
1/A
_fA/ n A dlog du+3dlogA where A = \/1V 1603 dE- o- [ Y]]
= VnA <\/ﬁe_"+d/ Y ;gxdx> +3dlog A
A

+oo
< dynA <e1 +/ gdm> +3dA
1

< 6dy/nA
= 6dy/my/1V 1602 dE R o[ Y |2].

Hence, foralln > 1, x > 0, R* and Q*, with probability at least 1 — 4e~" under Pr~ g~,

1 1 2 Er« o« |||Y 2
Gd\/ V 1602, dE R« o+ [[ Y]] +\/§+2””
n n n

and finally there exists a numerical constant cp; such that for all n > 1 and « > 0, with probability at least
1—4e 7,

16— @ lops < C*

)

sup |Mn(¢) - M(¢, Vest)|

9€T ks
1 1V V2 dE[||Y |2
<ecym est(Suesl Vv ao)? o exp <4H(SV€S‘ vV xo)l/”) [d\/yﬂl[””] V \/E\/ a:]

n n

3

where zp =1V (d+4/3)“.

K
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H Technical results

Lemma 23. Foralld > 0 and all x > 0, let 1 4 be the function defined on R* by 1z q : u udaty =,
Let g = ((d +4/3)/K)", then for all z > 0,

Zwmd 6(x V xzg) o exp(k (m\/xo)l/”).

m=>=1

Proof. For all > 0, there exists u,(x) such that ¢ 4 is nondecreasing on (0, u,(x)] and nonincreasing on
[us(z), +00). This real number satisfies

Uy () =sup {u > 0:ulog(x) — kulogu — ku+d > 0} .
Hence, for all z > 0, u, () > e~ '2'/# and for all = > (d/k)", u,(x) < z'/*, so that

xl/n

Ui ()

Ky ()
wx,d(u*(mo»—u*(m)d( ) < 29/ expr /")

Thus,

[ue(z)] =1
> thea(m) < 7 baa(m) + veallus(@)]) + Yea(uc@)]) + D tealm

m>1 m=1 m>]’u*(a:ﬂ+1
Lus(2)]

Vo,a(u)du + 20 a(ur(z)) + : %gﬁﬁd(u)du
1 Uy (T

so that for all x > (d/k)",

Z Yz,a(m) < 27/ exp (mm”“) + Y a(u)du

m>1 uzl
x u
< 244/ exp (ﬁxl/“) +/ u (7) du
u>1 u
Let u = /%, then
a( “ 41 d—rz/ "o
U (7) du < x = v dv,
>1 U vez—1/r
d+1
<z " exp( 1/"“vlogv)dv—i—/ d=rz ”dv) ,
v>1
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when kz'/* > d + 4/3, so that for all z > (L:/?’) ,
> wralm) <3075 (1 + exp(ra'*)) < 627 exp(rna’/”)
m>1

The case © < ((d + 4/3)/k)" follows from the fact that x — 1), q(m) is nondecreasing for all positive
integer m and all d > 0. U

The results established in this section involve the following quantities.

Cr(k,S,v) = L 161l (gt g2 » (54)
foiu = Y (m+d/r) "™ (55)
m>1
g :(k,S) = sup {(max(S, 1)etT22%)Tg—ret11 (56)
r>1

where d = dy + da.
Lemma 24. Ler k > 0 and uy = (4/(3k))", then for all u > 0,
Fr(w) < 6(uV up)* exp(r(u V ug)/*), (57)
where f; is defined in (55). Let £, S > 0and xo = 1V ((d + 4/3)/k)", then for all v > 0,
Cr(k,S,v) < T(SvV ao)* exp(k(Sv V 20) /%), (58)
where Cy is defined in (54). For all k,S > 0,
9(k, S) < 200+2/5(§ v 1)1/% exp (2He(d+2)/“(5 v 1)1/“) : (59)

where g is defined in (56).

Proof. The inequality (57) follows from Lemma 23 and the fact that f.(u) < 2, 5, m™""u™ for all
u > 0. The inequality (58) follows exactly the same proof as the second implication of Lemma 5. To
prove (59), write, for all x,S > 0, B(k,S) = (S V 1)e?™22* and consider the function v : =
B(k, S)Tx=r* 1 = 45, ¢)1(2) with the notation where v, 4 is defined in Lemma 23. By definition,
g(k,S) = sup, >, ¥(z). In the proof of Lemma 23, it is shown that this function is upper bounded on R*
by B(k, )" exp(kB(k, S)'/*) as soon as B(k,S) > (1/k)*, which is always true since 3(x, S)'/* >
2e2/% > 2% 2/k > 1/k. O

Lemma 25. Let ¢ € and d = dy + da. For all K > 0, there exists a function f,, : Ry — Ry such that for
allS <oo,v>0,¢€ Y, gandm > d/k,

¢ — Tm¢||Lm(BS1 «B2) < 2%(Sy)mm M f (Sy)

where Y, s, f.. and T, ¢ are defined in (8), (55) and (11).
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Proof. Letr >0, S < oo and ¢ € Y, s. By definition of T, s, for all z € B x B2,

d
o)=Y e [[ i, where |ei| < ST if 1

i€Nd  a=1
Then, for all z € Bdt x Bdz,
d
(6 =Twd)(x)= > ][]k,
iel:inﬁ— a=1

where, for all m € N,

Q’L:{z’eNd:Zia:m}, |§»+={ieNd:Z¢a>m}. (60)

This yields
16 = Tonll o g gy < O Ml ™11 (Sl
et
and

6= Tl ey < D0 00 (S0 <3 ()~ (Su)™ (14 m),

m’>m m’'>m

< 2d Z (m/)—nm/(sy)m/(m/)d.

m’'>m

Therefore, for m > d/k, as for all m’ > m, (m')=""+d < (m 4 1)~"m+d,

H¢7Tm¢||[‘oo(3jf1><552) < 2d(Sl/)m(m+1)7Km+d Z (,,n/)ffﬁ(m’,m)(SV)(m’,m)7

m’'>m

< (Sy)mm a2 N (! 4 d k)T (Sv)™

m’>0

which concludes the proof by definition of f,, see (55). O

I Proof of Lemma 18
Letrk,v>0,5S<oo,meN* ¢ge¥,gandh € G, s.
M Tyi0) = [ [(Tnh)(01,82) (1) (12,0)(Tn) 0,12

- (de)) (tla t2) (Tmh) (tla 0) (Tm(b) (0’ t2)
— (T 9) (t1, t2) (T ) (t1, 0) (T 1) (0, t2) | 2t it
= [l A(¢, m)h|[F 2 (gaay (61)
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where A(¢, m) is a linear operator onto L?(B2%). Write

Py = (Tin0)(-,0)(T)(0,-), P2 = =(Tm@) (-, 0)(Tim¢),  Ps = —(Tr)(0,-)(Tm) ,

so that
A(p,m)h = (Ty,h) Py + (Th,h) (0, ) Py + (T, h) (-, 0) Ps .

Let H be the vector of coordinates of  in the canonical basis of C[ X1, ..., Xa4), for all (z,y) € BY,
d . .
h(z,y) = Z H; j H Ty
i,jENd a,b=1

Then h = H "9 where 90t is the vector such that for all i € N2,
2d
m; = [ xie.
a=1

Let A be the matrix such that the coordinates of .A(¢, m)h in the canonical basis are, for all i € N 2d,

.Ai = Z Ai,jHj~

jEN2d
Likewise, let J,,, be the matrix of the operator T, in the canonical basis: for all (¢, j) € N2d x N24,

(Jm)ij = iy <mLi=j -

(62)

(63)

(64)

Let f, (P1i)ienza, (Pa,i)ienza and (P ;);enza the vector of coordinates of ¢, Py, P, and Ps in the canonical

basis. Then, for all (i, j) € N2¢ x N2¢,

Aij = (Pri—j+ Poicj+ Psimj)1jjil,<m s

with the convention Py ; = P5; = P;; = 0 if there exists a € {1,...,2d} such that i, < 0. For all

(i,5) € (N4)?,

Py gy = fao fonLii<mili<m

Pogpy=— D, Fupfi-uolulh<mlji-uli<mlii<m
ueNd:u i

Psgpy=— D, Jawfoivlih<mlivl<mlj—vf<m-
IS\ CRA]

Lemma 26. For all (i,j) € N? x N¢,
i) A, ; = 0ifthere exists a € {1,...,2d} such that j, > i, (A is lower triangular) ;
ii) A;; =0if||7]l1 > m, so that AJ,,, = A;
iii) A; ; = 0if||i]lx > ||jlli +2m, so that Adyy = JmyomAdyy forallm’ € N ;
iv) Aii=—¢(0)*=-1;
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v) the coefficient A; j is upper bounded as follows:
|Ai il < ST (i = gl /2) 70 {14 (1 + [li = dall) @ + (U4 iz = 2ll0) %),
where i = (i1,i2) € N© x N% and j = (j1,j2) € N© x Nz,

Proof. Ttems i) to iv) are direct consequences of the definitions. Let (i,5) € (N%)2, by definition of Y, s,
| £ < SlIFI HI€||1_K”]€‘|1 for all k € N2, Then, by concavity of = — z log 2,

i ; 1. ) 1. )
Pugel < 140 exp (2 Sl og il + g il og ] )

< S5l g, (/i(||i||1 1) log <||1||1 + ||J||1>) 7

2
: . —r(|Z||1+]l7
< gllilli+ill (HZHI‘HJH1> (il +11511)
~ 2 .

Similarly, using definition (60),

Py iy < Slill+lall Z (aelly + [l 7) ==ttt g — gy reli=elh
ueNd:u i
lléll1
< S+l Z 1| (k + ||jH1)—n(k'+HjH1)(||Z~||1 — k)—n(\lilh—k) ,
k=0
lléll1

. . . 1 . .
< ST N g0, ]y} exp (= 2[5 0k + 5]12) log(k + []12)
k=0

+ 5 (il = k) log(llil — B)] )

< SIS i 4 1) exp (il + 71 g (L1 ) )

N | =

2

. . — || 14117
< S|i|1+||j|1(||i||l+1)d+1(|z||1+||J||1> e

and

Y

lillx + 152 —s(llélla+115011)
2)

which concludes the proof. O

|p37(i7j)| < Sl\i||1+\|j|\1(Hj||l + 1)d2+1 (

Forall ¢ > 0, let P; be the ¢-th Legendre polynomial and P]°™ its normalized version defined as in (30).
Let B be the change-of-basis matrix from the canonical basis formed by the monomials (9;);cna, Where
d = dy + ds and 90; is defined in (62), to the basis generated by the normalized Legendre polynomials: for
alli € N,

d
P™(Xy,.., Xg) = > B [[ Xi, (65)
jeNd a=1
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where P7°™ is defined in (31). Then, B; ; = 0 if there exists 1 < a < d such that j, > i, or such that
ia — ja is an odd integer. Otherwise, for all k& € N such that k, < i,/2foralla € {1,...,d},

1/2
e (1T —lilly ,,~ li—2k] 1 T (0 (20 = 2ka
Biiok=v [1Ga+1/2) 27y H=nie T & ; ;
a=1 a=1 a @
1/2
e (1T —lills ,~lli—2k] Wl T ((ia = ko) (260 — 2ka
=v [Ga+1/2)) 271y (=D TT i P R CO
am1 a—1 a a ~ Iva

Lemma 27. Let h € L2(B% x B%2) and X be the vector of coordinates of Ty, h in the Legendre polynomials
basis. Then,

[y |X*

2 —
LQ(Bﬂl XBZQ) - |
and

||A(¢7 m)h”iﬂ(B,‘fl XB,’%Q

where A, J,, and B are defined in (63), (64) and (65).

= IXTBATBT? = [|X T 1 BJm A s B sl

Proof. Let h € L?(B% x B%) and £ be the vector of Legendre polynomials. By definition of .J,,, as
£ = B, by (65),
Twh=X"2=X"BM=(J,H) M.

Then, H"J,, = X "B = X"BJ,, and

A(p,m)h = (AH)" M = (AJ,, H) " M=H"J,AT(B™'¢)=X"BA'B~'¢
=X"J,BJ,A" J3,B 13, L
by Lemma 26 and the fact that J,,B~' = J,,B~'.J,,, since B~ is lower triangular, so that X " = X T.J,,,.

The proof is concluded by noting that Legendre plolynomials form an orthonormal basis of L2(B%* x B42),
the operator £ : L2(B% x B42) — L2(B% x B%2) is then norm preserving. O

A lower bound for [ A(¢, m)hl|; . (B%1 xpi2) May then be obtained by lower bounding the smallest sin-
gular values of .J,,B.J,,, A" Js,, and J3,, B~ 1J3,, as

[ A(p, m)hlly s g s gy o | XT T By AT Jsm B~ s ||
m = m B
heGy,s ||T77LhHL2(B‘11 XBZQ) Xelm(Jp) HXT”

Ork(Jm) (‘]’rnBJ'rn)Urk(J,,,L) (JS'rrLAJ'rn)Urk(ng) (JSmBil J3m) )
=01(JuB ™) o) (Adm) o1 (J3mB) T (67)

WV

The following lemmas allow to control the three terms of equation (67).

Lemma 28. Let d = di + do. Forallm € N* and all v > 0,
o1(JmB) < v~ 2mdam (=t v 1™

where J,, and B are defined in (64) and (65).
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Proof. For all k,i € N such that k < 7,
; ; , 2i — 2k 21 )
V< ') ~2i//mij2 and (7)< () ~ 4V
k i/2 i i

Thus, by (66), for all v > 0,

d
Byiooil < v 2 [ (4/v)ievke < v @/24lill (=1 1) =2

a=1

Then,

o1 (JmBJm) < [{(i,5) € N x N+ (JuBpn)i 5 # O 2| T Bl oo
< k(J) [T BT mlloo < B
which yields o1 (J,,BJ,,) < v=42md4™(v=1 v 1)™, O
Lemma 29. Let d = di + do. Forallm € N* and all v > 0,
o1(JmB™Y) < V220m /2402y 7)™
where J,, and B are defined in (64) and (65).

Proof. Write £ the vector of Legendre polynomials. By definition of 9t and B, see (62) and (65), £ = B
and for all 7 € N¢,

2

2 — _
Hmille(B‘jIX5§2): Z(B 1)i,j2j = Z(B 1)22,]’7

jeNd Lz(Bgl XBﬁZ) jENC
as Legendre polynomials form an orthonormal basis of L2(B% x B42). Then, using that

d

9 2iat1
2 —
Hmi”LQ(Bﬁleg?) - H m P
a=1
yields
24(m + 1)4d ifv <1
JnB |7 < o
” I {Qd(m +1)dFty2mtd fy > 1.
The proof is concluded by o1 (J,,B™Y) = 01(J,,B7 1) < || B~ || £ O

Lemma 30. Let d = dy + do. Then,
k(1) (Adm) = 41 (2\@)7dm7d71(de)73mg(li, S, dy,dy) ™3™,

where g is defined in (56).
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Proof. By Lemma 26, A = —J,,, + N where N is a (3m + 1)-nilpotent strict lower triangular matrix. Let
D=— ‘,i:o N* with the convention N° = J,,,, then DA = J,,, and

k() (A) = o1 (D)7

Therefore,
3m—1 3m—1 3m
At g - NF| < NF < (rk k 1/2 NF
Ok(1,)(A) 7 < o1 Z < o1 | Jam Z I | < (tk(Jpn )1k (J3m)) Z [N loo -
k=0 k=0 k=0
Therefore,
3m k
Onk(r,) (A< (Bm+D(m+ 1) | 143 sup > T Mo a0

e
k=1BIENT | (0) 4(1) . () eN distinets u=1
i=a® <aM <...<aF) =j

Letk € N*and i = a(® < a® < ... < a® = j distinct in N¢. By Lemma 26, writing for all u > 0,
al®) = (aﬁ“’,aé“)) € N x N2,

|Na(u—l),a(u)‘ g SHa(u),a(u—l)Hl(”a(u) _ a(ufl)”1/2)7%“11(”)*11(”’1)“1
x {14 @+ flaf” = ol V) + (1 + [l - af V)"

so that

k
HNa(u,—n’a(u)
u=1

k
< 8 0= e =a PVl gy <—I€k Z EHG(“) —a® V| log([|a!™) — a(u_1)||1/2)>

u=1

k
x [T et —af™ Y+ 1% (lag” = ag'™ Py +1)%+
u=1
i S . o j — 1
< SIS hoxp (dr 4 )1 = il -+ (da + D)l il e (=l = 1o L)

it el
ety (L=l
< lli=ill (g +1) =il (od2+1 l72=s2ll (% ,

using that = — xlog x is convex, log(1 + z) < « for z > 0 and using

k

k
3 Jla®™ —at= VY =S (la®ly — [la® V) = (17 — il -
u=1

u=1

It remains to count

Sﬁj = Z 1.

a(® aD) ... a(k) eN24 distincts
i=a(®<aMW ... <aP) =5
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This sum counts the number of paths connecting i and j, going away from 0 in N and made of k steps with
non-zero length. Thus, it is upper bounded by the number of paths of length ||j — i||; going away from zero
in N¢ and made of k steps with nonzero length. Such a path is entirely described by the direction of each
step (d possibilities each) and the length of each step (or equivalently the distance travelled after each of the
first £ — 1 steps, which is equivalent to choosing k — 1 distinct integers in {1, ..., ||j —i||s — 1}). Therefore

j—ifjp — 1 . o
sty < d’“(“ L ) < M)y — illE /K < ¥ il Ge/R)*

and

3m —rl+k
V4
Oy (ATw) ™ < (3m+ 1)(m + 1))%/2 (1 3 (de)* sup(Sets 12w () ) ,

k
k=1 2k

3m k
< (Bm+1)(m+ 1))d/2 (1 + Z (desup(SeleedQHQ")””x_’“”'l) > ,

k=1 z21

3m
< (Bm+1)(m+1)¥2(3m + 1) max (1, de Sup(Sed1+1ed2+12")1x_m+1) ,
r>1

3m
< 4(2v2)¥m**! max (17 de sup(Sedl+1ed2+12“)”5x_”+1) )

x>1
which concludes the proof by (56). O

The proof of Lemma 18 may then be completed. By equations (61) and (67) and the three above lemmas,
there exists a numerical constant ¢ > 0 such that

M"™(T,,h,Trn s v)
> Ul(Jmel)fszrkum)(AJm)gal(JSmB)ﬁ||Tmh||i2(Bgl B2y
> c(4™m ™ v D) T2 < ((2v2) 72 0m 242 (de) 5™ (k, S, dy, do) T5™)
X (W@m) O (V)T Tl g

> c(4v/2) 2 (4e) MmN (0 v v ) g (s, 8, ) OO T2, g g

J Proofs of Section B

J.1 Proof of Lemma 19

Letk,v,S >0,m >d/k, g € Tysand h € G, gand write V = h — T,h and U = ¢ — T,,¢p. Using the
inequality |a + b|? > |a|?/2 — |b|? for all (a, b) € C?,

. 1 .
M (h, ¢;v) = 5 M™(Tnh, ¢5v) = 9(20) VI3 4]l -
By Lemma 25, ||V || < 2¢(Sv)mm="m+d f, (Sv) so that

A 1
]\41'“(117 oy V) = §M1‘“(Tmh, o;v) — 9(2y)d22d(Sy)zmm_z"m*'mfﬁ(SV)QC’% (k,S,v).
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Similarly,

M™(h, ¢3v) = SM™(h, T v) — (20) U |3l (6 Tndlloc + 311U 1),

=N =

> —M™(h, Ty, 0;v) — (20)4224(Sv)?mm =252 £ (S1)2(2Cy (K, S, v))?
x (6Cy (K, S,v) + 3 x 2Cy(x, S, v))?.

(\}

Therefore, there exists a constant ¢ such that
M"™(h, ¢;v) > EM““(Tmh7 T3 v) — SO (K, S,1)224(20)4(Sp)2mm=2km+2d £ (S1)?2
Then, by Lemma 18, there exists ¢ > 0 such that
M (h, ¢3v) > c(4V2) 721 (4e) "m0 v ) T2 (K, S, dy, da) AT | T3 g g
—CC%t (K, S, v)22%(20) Y (Sy)2mm—2Rm+2d £ (G1)2
Finally, by Lemma 25 and the inequality

HTmh”iz(Bgl ><Bﬁ2) > ”h”i2(851 ><B§2)/2 - ”h - Tmh”iQ(Bgl ><Bﬁ2) ’

Mhn(hv (i); V) > (C/2)a(d1’ dQ’ m,v, K, S)”h”iz(Bfﬁ ><Bﬁ2)
— (cal(dy,dy,m, v, K, S) +<Cy(k, S, V))22d(QV)d(SV)Qmm*Q"mJFQdf,@(Su)2 ,
where

aldy, dy, m, v, K, S) = (4v2) 724 (4e) M =243 (v v u3) "2 Mg (k, S, dy, dg) ~S™d O™ .

This concludes the proof.

J.2  Proof of Proposition 20

In this proof the subscript L?(B% x B?2) is dropped from the notation ||| for better clarity. As Sv > x¢Vug
where z( and u are defined in Lemma 24, then by Lemma 24 and Lemma 19, for all m > d/,

M™(h,¢5v) > Za(m,v,x, S) (IIB]]* = 72(80)(Sv)*" 2/ exp(2n(Sw) /) ym =2 +21)
_ '674 . 36(8V)d(sy)2m+(4d+6)/ﬁ, eXp(GK(SV)l/n)m—2mm+2d ,

where « is defined in (33). The proposition will follow from a careful choice of m depending on ||A/|.
Since z'/% < k™1 exp(kx'/*/2) for all 2 > 0,

M¥ (b, 6:0) > Salm, v,k ) (|82 = 72(80)" (Sv)2" 52 exp(3k(Sv) /=) ym =221

— 7% 36(80)%(Sv) 2™ k4970 exp((2d + 9)k(Sv)/ K )m~2emA2d
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Assume that

d 2m 1/k —2km+2d LZ 2
(8)"(5v)>™ exp (3(50)/%) ) m < 2 ||n)?. (68)

144
Then,

M"™(h,¢;v) = ~a(m,v,k,S)||h|

=10

—ET - 36(80)4(S1) 216 exp ((Qd +9)r(S)Y *”v) p—2em+2d.
The constraint (68) can be written
1 1 (69)
where a; = d, by = (Sv)~! and ¢ = 144k~ 2(8v)? exp(3k(Sv)'/*). On the other hand, if S > 1,
alm,v, k,S) =8 4m =543 (4ed) " (v v 1 3) 2" g(k, S) ™,
> 8 4m P13 (ded) O (v v ) TR (T2 G) 6K exp(—126km (e T2 8) )

— 8—d(ed+25)—6m/nm—5d—3(8ed)—Gm(y vV V_3)_2m exp(—l?ﬁm(ed—i_QS)l/K) )

Therefore,

Mlin(h, (b? l/) > 8—d(ed+25)—6m/nm—5d—3(8€d)—6m(y vV V_3)_2m exp(_lzﬁm(ed—&-QS)l/H)Hh||2

<
4
— 7 36(80)Y(Sv)? k40 exp((2d + 9)k(Sp) L/ Fym2emF2d
Assume that
%||h||287d(ed+25)76m/ﬁm75d73(8€d)76m(l/ V. 1/73)72777, exp (712ﬁm(ed+23)1/m)
>T7*-36(8v)4(Sv)? K4 S exp ((2d + 9)5(5’1/)1/”) m—2rmE2d - (70)
Then,

Mlin(h, (b; I/) > 8—d(ed+25)—6m/nm—5d—3(86d)—6m(1/ vV V—S)—2m

<
8
X exp (—12nm(ed+25)1/“> A2, (1)

Note that (70) is equivalent to

m2nm77d73((8ed)3(y vV V*S)SV)72m(ed+2S)76m/n eXp(_12Hm(ed+2S)1/n)
288 - 74¢
> %(6@)%—4*6 exp((2d + 9)r(Sv) ™) |[n] 2.
which can be written
m T2 > eo ||| (72)

where as = (7d + 3)/2, by = ((8ed)?(v vV v~2))~1(Sv) "1 (e?+25)~3/% exp(—6k(e?*25)/*) and ¢} =
288 - 74(¢/c)(64v) k496 exp((2d + 9)k(Sv)'/*). Note that ay > aj, c3 > ¢; since x < 1 and by < by.
Thus, (69) and (72) hold when

wmlog(km) — (log(by *)m + ag logm + log cz) = log(1/||Al]) . (73)
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Equation (73) is satisfied when

rm(log(km) — (log(by ") /K + az/k + log(ca) /K) = log(1/|A]),

b 1/k
kmlog (( 2 > ﬁm) > log(1/]|Rh]]) - (74)

which can be written

coed2

Note that for all A > 1, the solution x of the equation xlogz = A satisfies x < 3A/(2log A), so that
choosing

2 log(1/[11)
“log{ (11 22) " tos/10)

m =

, (75)

ensures that (74) holds as soon as

log(1/1|A1)
loglog(1/]|A[])

which is always true when ||h|| < e~ ! since x < 1. If the condition on ||h|| is strenghtened into

by 2/k
(m ) log(1/[[A]}) > 1.

Co€

b 1/k
(1/\ 2@) log(1/|h]) >1 and > 2,

Co€

then the choice (75) implies
o 4 log(1/][Al])

=~ kloglog(1/[A])

Since with by defined above, (71) can be written
M™(h, ¢:v) > < [A|28~m =15 by S,
and b2 Sv < 1, this yields

—8log(b2Sv)

. Cnaaea (Kloglog(L/ RN\ ToaToa (111D
plin h,¢;v) > —||h 28 d ( hl| 108 Og( /” ||) .
(h.d3v) > gl Tlog (LTI ||

J.3 Proof of Lemma 21

Letv > Oandd = dy+ds. Forallh € C,,[ X7, ..., Xy], there exists a unique matrix H = (H; ;);ena jENd2
such that for all (z,y) € Bf* x B2, h(x,y) = X cnar jenas HijPi™ () PP™ (y), with P{o™ defined in
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equation (31). Since H; j = 0if ||i||1 + [|j]|1 > m (as deg(h) < m), by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
2

1RGO gy = D > HiyPrPm(0)

ieNd |jeN2:[|j]|; <m

< Z Z |Hi,j|2 Z Pr}(’)rm(o)27

ieN4 jeNd2 J/ENz:||j/ || 1 <m
ds ” a8\ 2
- § E |H; ;|2 E H 4 Ja M 2ja
2,7 v jl
i€N?1 jeNd2 3’ eNz:|5/ ||y <m a=1 @

By Stirling’s formula, for all j, € N,

. 2
4de /G0 +1/2( ja) <2/
j

a

Then, there exists a numerical constant ¢ > 0 such that

102, < S 3 P Y ()

ieN91 jeNd2 J7eNz:||j/|l1<m

< (e/)2|HIEHO, ..., m}T] < (2¢/v)=m®||h|]}

L2(Bi! xB2)
Assume now that € G, s and m > d/k. By Lemma 25,

e ITh(,0) + (h = T) (- 0)I2, g
+ 222d(QV)d(SV)2mm_2nm+2dfﬁ(Sl/)2 ,
+ 222d(ZV)d(SV)2mm—2mm+2dfﬁ(SV)2 ,
Lz(B d2) + 222d(zy)d(SV)2mm72nm+2de(Sy)2 ,

gy (4 (e )+ 22 o0 S0P (57

)”LZ(Bdl)
~ 2||Tmh’( )HLQ(Bdl
(QC/V)dZdeHT h||L2(B d2)
2(2¢/v)2m®||h — (h — Tp,h)||?
d
(Zcm/y) 2||hHL2(Bdl

Following the same steps for ||A(0, yields

ST
B 0RO, ) ey < 16 {(2em /) + (2em /v } AL, g g
+ {(4( (4(2em/v)h +2)% + (4(2em/v)®2 + 2)? } 244 (2p)2d(Sy)tmp—armtdd £ (G4

which concludes the proof.

J.4 Proof of Proposition 22

In this proof the subscript L2(BZ' x B%) is dropped from the notation || k|| for better clarity. By Lemma 21,
there exists a numerical constant ¢5 > 0 such that for all ¢f > ¢5, forall kK > 0, S < oo, v > 0,m > d/k
and h € G, 5,

5 00,2y < 16 {(2ehm/v)™ + (2chm /) } Bl o o
+ {(4@2ckm/v)™ +2)% + (4(2ckm/v)™ + 2)? } 249 (20) 24 (Sy) AL f(Sp)?
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Then, by Lemma 24,

11+, 0)h(0,)* < 16 {(2c5m/v)*® + (2c5m/v)*®} ||h|*

4 {(4(26’5m/1/)d1 + 2)2 + (4(2015m/y)d2 T 2)2} 24d(2y)2d(sy)4mm—4nm+4d
x 64(Sv)Y* exp(4k(Sv)/")

< 32(1V 2¢hm /v)HdrVd2) || p |4

+ 72 6%(1 v 2cym /) 2(d1Vd2) g4y 2d (G )iy —Armtad (6y)4/8 oxp (4k(S)H/R) .

Assume that
32||R[* = 72 - 61 - 64724 () Imm AkmAAd (G) /K exp (4k(Sv) Y

then
[A(-,0)h(0,-)[|* < 64(1 v 2chm/v) XY |p|*.

Assumption (76) can be written
meTbE > o[

(76)

(77)

(78)

where a3 = d, bs = (Sv)~" and ¢3 = 3v/6 - 24(20)%2(Sv)Y/* exp(r(Sv)'/*). Following the same steps

as for the first term yields that choosing

> tog(1/]14])
“log{ (1 2255) " ou(1/181) |

m = B

ensures that (78) holds as soon as

log(1/|A1)
loglog(1/]|Al])

which is always true when ||h|| < e™! since x < 1. If the condition on ||h|| is strenghtened into

bs 2/kK
1A log(1/||R]) > 1,
(1h22) s/l

b 1/k
(m 5 ) log(1/||h]]) > 1 and > 2,
c3e?s

then the choice (79) implies
o 4 log(1/]|Al)

S SToglog(1/[Rl)
Together with (77), this implies that if this m is greater than v/(2cf),

||h( O)h(O )H2 < 64 <20/5>2(dlvd2) (410g(1/”h”))2(d1vd2) ||h||4
’ T v # loglog(1/[[]) '
The condition m > v/(2cf) with m as in (79) is ensured by

3 los(1/[h) _ v

2 loglog(1/|]) ~ 25
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which is in turn ensured by

los(1/lIAl) | A
log log(1/]1a]) ~ " 3¢,

Now take ¢5 = ¢5 V (kv/3). Since for all A > 1, the solution z of equation z/logxz = A satisfies
x < 2Alog A, this is ensured by

log(1/|h]]) > 2 (1v (;:S A 1>> log <1v (;C”S A 1)) ~0,

which holds as soon as ||h|| < 1, and this condition is already implied by (80).

K Proofs of Section 4

K.1 Proof of Lemma 9

Let H be defined by h,(z) = H(x/x¢)/xo. Then, ¢ < c([z + hy(2)(1+ (/20)?)7] * up) is equivalent to
1ol(woz) < o[z — H(2)(1 + 22)7] * Upy, ) (). In this proof, we show that there exists A and B such that
forall A€ Randb > 1,

/em([z = H(2)(1+ 237 % wp) (x)de < AeBINY" ’

in other words [z — H(z)(1 + 2°)7] * up € My, which entails (z — wo((zox)) € M, and thus
Flz — zoC(zoz)] = FIC](-/20) € Yy for some T” by Lemma 5. This ensures F[(] € Yy vy, for
all b > 1/x¢, which yields the result by choosing xo small enough. Let ¢y = ¢i/xo be the normalizing
constant of H, then forallb > 1 and A € R,

/em([z s H(2)(1+ 22)7] % wp) (2)dz

< /e)‘m sup H(y)(1+y2)de
yElr—1/b,z+1/b]

< QTQCTH + QCH/ e‘)\|(m+1/b)(1 + .1,/,2>7'e—([1.’-7;2]/2)1/(2(1—:@))daj
x>0

< 21+TCH + QCHe‘)\l/b/ (1 4 I,Q)Tel)\‘zf(z/ﬁ)l/(l—x)dx
x>0

< 2% ey + QCHGMIX)\(l + Xf)Te‘)‘IX*

+2CH€|A\/ el Mz+rlog(1402) — (2/vE) /=) 4
x> X\

for all X, > 0. Let X, be such that [\|z + 7log(1 + 2?) — (z/v/2)Y/ (=% < —(1/2)(z/v/2)/ %) for
all x > X,. Taking X = cx |/\|_1+1/ * works for A\ large enough for an appropriate constant cx . Then for
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A large enough,

1/k

/e”([z = H(2) (14 227 %wp)(z)dz < 2 ey + 2egeMex | A T1HY/5(1 4 & |\ 72H2/5)Teex
+20He|)‘|/ e_271(xf/%rw)l/<lin)dx,
x>0

e ST L gn ol eXp(_27171/(2(17H))wun)/ =2 @/ VRV g
x>0

B}\l/m
< A-eBIN ,

by convexity of z — /(=% for some constants A and B depending only on . Small values of ) are dealt
with by changing A if necessary.

K.2 Proof of Corollary 11

The first inequality follows from the bound on || Pg h./ Feny|| oo there exists a constant ¢ such that
[Prch |2y < K™ Fanhillfz )

and the polynomial growth assumption on F,, ensures that || Fegy by ||i2(R) < o0.

The second inequality is a consequence of Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality: for any function ¢ (here Py h?2),

o wlitaey = [ ( / so(y)ubm—y)dy)zdx
< / </<p(y)2%(wy)dy> </ub(xy)dy> dz

= ||50||i2(R)~

For the third inequality, let cg, ¢1, c2 be the constants of Conjecture 10. Write (I;); = ([s;, t;]); the intervals
of Conjecture 10. Assume b > 2K* /¢y, so that the support of u; has length smaller than ¢y K ~*. Then for
all 4 and for all x € [s; + b~!,¢; — b~1] (which are non-empty intervals by the assumption on b),

(Prch2) *w) (x) = / (Prch?) (@ — y)us(y)dy
yE[—b*l,bfl]
> K1D/2 ([inf]hﬁ> /ub(y)dy
—1,1
= CQK(K_l)/Q ( inf h,.i>
[-1,1]

so that

|(Pxch2) + w2 > 3 /[ ey (R )
i si+b=1t;—b"1

2
> el -1\ 27 k-1 :
= Ei (t; — i — 207 )5 K ([Pll,fl] h,€>

2
> oK () K% —2b 1) 2 K1 <[ iIllfl] h,€> :
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Taking b > 4K" /¢, gives the desired inequality.

K.3 Proof of Lemma 12

By definition, fj is the density of X when forall 1 < j < d, s; = (o = h, * up, and fy, is the density of X
when S; has density s; = (,, and Ss, ..., S4 have density s; = (o. The derivative of F[f] is

8i.7‘-[f0] _ Z aid1+1—jd1+1ai1—/ﬁ]_‘[sﬂ(’f1+j1)]_'[8d1+1](jd1+1+kd1+1)

(15 5ddy +1) ENTLHL G 1 =da, 1
(k1,Kkdy+15eka) ENG2H L[k |1 =iy

d1 d
« H f[su}(iu+ju) H f[su](iu+k'u)7
u=2 u=d1+2
where the vector j corresponds to how 82‘11_:11 is split among the F[s,], 1 < u < dy + 1, and k corresponds
to how 9i" is split among the F[s,], u € {1,d; +1,...,d}, so that

0" F [ fo]| < Tl Z 't da g (k1 + )" (Jay+1 + kay+1)!
0]l X k - pellkitaalln ) #lday +1+hay 11l
(1 yeeordty 1) ENALHL: |1 =ia, 41 k1 + 717 ljds a1 + Fayall]
(k1,kdy 41, ka) ENT2 12| k|1 =i4
d ) , d '
X 1_1[ (i + Ju)! 11 (i 4 k)
e L e A
Using (k/e)* < k! < ¢(k/e)*VE for some numerical constant ¢ (for instance 5) and (HZ:1 ila)=1 <
(lé]]1/d) =l by convexity of z + xlog x,
O'F Ted llell2 4 4 | | ) |
m < () et S e gh gy gy (el
a=1 “a-

(J1se-sday +1)END TGl 1=ta; 41
(k1,kay +1,0--,ka)ENG2 1|kl =iy

. e
% |y 1 + gy ga || W tEaealh

dy d
X H Hlu +ju||(11—f€)H'Lu+JuH1 H Hlu + kungl—m)uzu_i,_ku”l ’
u=2 u=d1+2
ll4]] e
< Ld 1 dll-”d/2 id1+1—jd1+1 il_k1M
RS HZHl cl|t4 a a (”ZHl/d)nHzHI ,
(15 day +1) ENTLFL ||y =i, 41
(k1skay+150ska) ENT2H L[kl =iy
@@l
HRAMNCEDE
(Tl

S T
||1HTHZHI

for some ¢’ for all ¢ # 0, which concludes the proof.
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K.4 Proof of Lemma 13

Following [Meister, 2007], since without loss of generality b,, > 1 and by integration by part the quantity
Cu,p = supyeg | Flu] ()2 (1 + ) is finite,

/ Flon(Pre, 1) # up, J(O)P(1+£2)7dt = o2 / FLPre, 2)(0) 21 Flun, J(OP(1 + )%t

2
t
<oupalt [ 1FIPR IO,

< C“ﬁanbiBHPKn K||L2(R

=a? /|]—' Py, B2)(t (1+t3)Pdt,

by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and using F[up](t) = F[u](t/b). Thus, H3 holds for F[(,] if

ap || P, b2 |I3 2y = O(b;,*").

K.5 Proof of Lemma 14

For any probability density mg on R, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

1/2
1+ @a) = (fu Qo) da < (/ (o = fu) |2Hmo (w2) x> .

Choosing mg : @ + (7(1 + 2?)) 1, yields

d 1/2
/ [(fo* Q) = (fn * Q)(a) | do < 7/2 (/ [((fo = fa) * Q)" H(Hx?)dz) -
Note that for all z € R¢,
d d
itTw _ N it AT g, T\
FUN®) = 5o /Hco dt—AdjﬂCO(tﬂe at = [[ Al

d
Flfal@) = FlGl((AT2)0) ] FlGl((AT);)

By Parseval’s identity, for all € N¢,

d d 2
/R (o= f) + @)(@)* [ 25" dor = (H 82?‘) ((Flfo] = FILDFIQDE)| dt.
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Let A. = {ATz:z € [~¢,d?} C [-(1+a)c, (1 + a)c]?
using the change of variables v = A"t, for all n € {0,1}¢,

d
[ 1= £+ @ T 3 da

. Since F[g] and F[g]’ are supported on [—c, c],

j=1
2
<ea Y / (H o | (Flfo) - FILD®)|
o<n'<n 7 [=ed® | \j=1
2
d d
<ch<;@ /[ e (Haf;) (M(F[Co] FlGal)( L[Q J((AT1);) )(t) dt,

chj/ Fle) ™ o) T 1F16 ) (o),

0<n’<n Jj=2

for some constants ¢, and cfj, so that for some constant cg S
[(fo* @) = (fn * Q)L (ra)
" (14a)c ) (14a)c . ) 1/2
<[ G- Ao [ |l - Fal o)

—(14a)c —(14a)c

Using that for all ¢ € R, F[(o](t) — F[Ca](t) = anF[Prk, h2](t) Flup, ] (t),

[t Qe (n*@<wugﬁm(/ivwmﬁﬂn2fM(i)iu
vi [ 1o Fur ()] o

Flu] (btn) 2dt> 1/2,

c c 1/2
< o ([ 17RO+ [ 7P 0P

+ [ PP

—C

for some constant ¢/;’. Then,

(izt)d

o=

x] dz,

fmwmw=43mm@m§j

Jj=0

j>K

since by definition Py, h? is orthogonal to x + z7 in L2(R¢) when j € Nand j < K,,. By Conjecture 10,
there exists a nonnegative envelope function Fy,, a constant ¢ and a parameter «,; > 0 such that | Fyyy (2)] <
¢(1 + |&|**) and such that the family (Pk)x>1 satisfies sup e, K %)/2||Pichy [ Feny|loo < 0. Then,
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there exists a constant ¢ which depends on &,

tJ .
| F[Prc, h2)(8)] < sup || Pchw/Fenvlloo Y f,/hn(w)lFenv(x)lledx
K Sk J:JR

t] . . . 1/(1—k)
< esup || Py / Fenyll oo Z 7/ (27 + 27T )e =07 4
K >k, IRy

and
t] . . —K
|FIPx, 2] (1)) < csup | Prche/Felloo > = | (2% 4 adtontl)e=s gy
no K it Jr
i>Kn—1 +

1

1—-k

andv'(z) = (1—kr)(j+1—1/(1—k))a/ " T%,

Tl g—a/ )

Forall j € Ry, write M; = [ zie==""""" dz. By integration by part with u/(z) =
andv(z) = (1— 1)/~ 7% and thus u(z) = —e!/ Y
forall j > - — 1,

) 1

In particular, for all j > 1,

M; < (1 —g)d=0i-1;0-m) sup M; .
3€[0,1/(1=r))

Note that

(4 + O‘n)j—i_am - (J + a)! ej—HXN\/m
Vil J! elj
= O((J + ax)e™ 1+ ay/j)
= O((j + ax)™).

Therefore, there exists a constant ¢ such that for all ¢t € R,
I
\FIPr, b)) < e > = (M + Mjia,),
iZKn

and a similar upper bound for | F[Px, h2]'(t)|. Note that for all o > 0, there exists a constant ¢ such that for
allt € R, when K,, > «,

¢ (te(—R)") 1) (1-r)a ;(1—r)j (te(1 — r) =)
2 GiMase 3, T T < B T
Jz8n JZHn S

Therefore, there exists constants ¢ and C' such that

[ 1+ @0~ - @@t < o ()

Thus, equation (22) holds if K, is chosen, for some large enough constant C’, as
K, = g logn .
k \loglogn
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L. Numerical illustration of Conjecture 10

In this section, we propose some numerical illustrations to support Conjecture 10. First note that the case
k = 1 is true as it boils down to the results established in [Meister, 2007] on Legendre Polynomials. The
case k = 1/2 is also strongly supported by properties of Hermite functions, see [Boyd, 2018, Section A.11].
The orthonormal polynomials used in Conjecture 10 were approximately computed using the Python
package OrthoPoly' which allows to generate orthogonal polynomials with respect to any probability density
functions. The Python code used in this numerical section is available online?. Figure L.1 displays the func-
tions = — K =%)/2(Pyh,)(K'*z) for degrees 1 < K < 16 and for x € {0.55,0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9,0.95}.
We chose to limit our simulations to K < 16 as for degrees larger than 18 the simulations faced some
numerical instability to compute Pk h,. This figure illustrates Equation (18), i.e. the fact that there exists a
function Fypape such that
(Prchy)()

|_>
x K(Kil)/sthape(K'ﬂilx)

< 0.

sup
K>1

‘ o

Then, Figure L.2 illustrates the second part of the conjecture by displaying 2 — K(=%)/2 Py he (K~ "x)
for the same values of x and K as in Figure L.1.

Thttps://github.com/j-jith/orthopoly
Zhttps://sylvainlc.github.io/project/algorithms/
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Figure L.1: Graphical representation of z — KU=®/2Pph, (K 1_”95) for several values of x and K.
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Figure L.2: Graphical representation of x +— K (1=%)/2Pyh, (K ~*z) for several values of x and K.
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