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High dimensional logistic entropy clustering

Edouard GENETAY* Adrien SAUMARD'and R’emi COULAUD#

December 17, 2021

Minimization of the (regularized) entropy of classification probabilities is a versatile class of discrim-
inative clustering methods. The classification probabilities are usually defined through the use of some
classical losses from supervised classification and the point is to avoid modelisation of the full data dis-
tribution by just optimizing the law of the labels conditioned on the observations. We give the first
theoretical study of such methods, by specializing to logistic classification probabilities. We prove that
if the observations are generated from a two-component isotropic Gaussian mixture, then minimizing the
entropy risk over a Euclidean ball indeed allows to identify the separation vector of the mixture. Fur-
thermore, if this separation vector is sparse, then penalizing the empirical risk by a ¢;-regularization term
allows to infer the separation in a high-dimensional space and to recover its support, at standard rates of
sparsity problems. Our approach is based on the local convexity of the logistic entropy risk, that occurs
if the separation vector is large enough, with a condition on its norm that is independent from the space

dimension. This local convexity property also guarantees fast rates in a classical, low-dimensional setting.
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1 Introduction

The clustering problem can be described as follows: given a measurable space X, a sample (X1, ..., X)) €
X" and an integer K > 2, define a (random) labelling function Y : X — {1, ..., K'}. In particular, to each
data X;, associate a label Y;. If the function Y is deterministic, then the task is termed “hard clustering”.
If the function Y is random, the distribution of the labels Y'(z), for x € X, being characterized by the
uplets (P(Y(z) = 1),...,P(Y(x) = K)), then the clustering task is said to be “soft”. In the soft clustering
case, a common approach - called the modelling approach - is to model the distribution of the data,
typically as a mixture distribution, and to directly relate the probabilities (P(Y (z) = 1),...,P(Y(z) = K))
to the parameters of the mixture [6]. One can then reduce to a hard clustering by assigning each point
x to the maximizer of classification probabilities (or choose one at random amongst the maximizers if
it is non-unique). Hard clustering algorithms include the celebrated K-means [29, 43, 31], hierachical
clustering [23], spectral clustering [36]) among others.

Particularly developed in the machine learning community for its flexibility when addressing complex
data, the so-called “discriminative approach” to clustering amounts to model the classification probabilities
(P(Y(z) =1),...,P(Y(x) = K)), which can be understood as the conditional probabilities of the labels
with respect to the position x. Proceeding this way indeed avoids the modelling of the whole distribution
of data and often reduces to encode in the classification probabilities, the frontiers separating the clusters.
In general, this is done through the use of classical learning losses such as the logistic, the Hinge or
the Conditional Random Fields loss [141, 20]. More formally, one puts the constraint of P(Y(z) = k),
k € {1,..., K}, being proportional to exp({(fBk,x)), for a vector By and a loss ¢. For instance the logistic
loss gives classification probabilities proportional to exp(wfz + by,) and the Hinge loss (for K = 2) induces
probabilities of a form proportional to exp(—[1 — (why(z) + by)]+) for some feature map ¢ and with
(w1, b1) = (—wg, —by) in this binary case.

In addition, these losses were primarily introduced for supervised learning and in order to transfer them

to the unsupervised setting, one has to define what would be a desirable (unobserved) label. Arguably,



when classifying data, one would prefer to be as sure as possible of its cluster choice. This is equivalent
to saying that the maximum of classification probabilities would be as close to one as possible. Hence, a
natural criterion to infer a labelling function, would be to define ¥ through the probabilities P(Y (z) =

k) = Zﬁfl(w) exp(£(By, z)), with a normalizing constant Zz(x) = S K exp(¢(By, x)), such that

(B, s Brc) € g max {iz X x [exp(f(ﬁk,xm}. 1)

ma
P Zﬁ(l‘l’) ke{l,... K}

The associated theoretical target is P(Yi(x) = k) = exp(£(By .k, x)) with,

1
(Ba1s s Bui) € arg e {E {ZB(X) kegﬁfK}[eXp(ﬁ(ﬁk,X))]} }

where X follows the unknown - and not modeled - distribution of data.

But the maximum is not a smooth function and it may cause difficulties when trying to optimize (1).
As a smooth proxy, one can try to minimize the entropy of the classification probabilities, since it achieves
its minimum value when the latter probabilities are all equal to zero or one. This amounts to search for a

labelling function Y satisfying P(Y (z) = k) = Z7 ' (z) exp(¢(B, x)) with

B
(B ) € axg | min {jl S But {B(YVa(ai) = 1), . P(Va(i) = K)}} , @)
2
where .
N e S en(U(Ba) | (en(t(Bn)
Bt (P(V3(a) = 1) Vo) = K)) = 32 -0k 1g< s ) 3)

Often, one has to restrict the search among vectors (f1, ..., i) in a compact set, or to add to the entropy a
regularization term encoding the complexity of the vectors (51, ..., Bx) [20, 11]. In this second formulation,
the theoretical target (5o1, ..., fo,kx) of estimation is,

The use of entropy terms in semi-supervised and unsupervised learning is indeed natural and has been

the object of active research [21, 20, 14, 45, 44 41, 27, 1, 34]. Furthermore, this approach is at the core



of some state-of-the-art deep clustering approaches [22]. Another fruitful approach in discriminative clus-
tering consists in considering convex relaxations of some initial, untractable criteria and this methodology
often comes with strong theoretical guarantees |16, 26, 4, 37, 18 11, 10, 19, 33, 10, 13].

The starting point of our work consists in the following observation: to our knowledge, no theoretical
guarantee - of the type of convergence rates - exists in the literature for (regularized) minimum entropy
estimators (2). This a weakness compared to other approaches, such as convex relaxations techniques for
instance. But from a practical perspective, estimators of the form of (2) have already proved to be efficient
and flexible - allowing for instance feature maps embedding and the use of deep architectures - and the
lack of theoretical studies needs to be filled.

We consider the unsupervised classification of a bipartite high-dimensional Gaussian mixture, with
sparse means. This framework is indeed a good benchmark, since on the one hand, it is sufficiently simple
to allow us to understand the nature of the target (5o 1, ..., 50, k) - with K = 2 and o1 = —fp2 in our
bipartite framework - and to investigate the rate of convergence of estimators of the form of (2), suitably
regularized by a £1-penalty. On the other hand, the two-component high-dimensional Gaussian mixture
has received recently at lot of attention |7, 2, 35, 28, 24, 15, 12, 3, 25, 8, 30]. Let us emphasize that our
goal is not a priori to provide a state-of-the-art method, specifically designed to solve the high-dimensional
Gaussian mixture clustering, but to explore for the first time the theoretical behavior of discriminative
estimators that minimize the (regularized) classification entropy and see how they can adapt to a sparse

setting.

2 Some notations and definitions

Let a := (a1, ...,aq) € R? and X be a random variable valued in R, with distribution P. More precisely
X = eZ with ¢ ~ Rad (%) and Z ~ N (a, ;) a Gaussian vector independent from e, with normalized

variance equal to the identity matrix I;. Take n € N*, X1, . X are observations of X independent and

t

identically distributed according to P. Our goal is to estimate the labelling function Yi(x) = sign(z'a),



or its opposite, which gives the same hard clustering. This amounts to estimate the separation vector a.
To do this, we will use an entropy criterion.

Set the logistic probability pg (X) := 1/(1 + eX'?) where 8 € R? and its complementary proba-
bility ¢g (X) := eX'B /(1 + eX'P). The logistic entropy pp is defined as follows, pg (X) := p(B'X) =
—ps (X)logpg (X) —qp (X)loggs (X). The associated risk is R () := E [ps (X)]. The latter expectation
will also be denoted Ppg for short. Let [|-||;, ||-[| and |||, be respectively the Li,Lo and Lo.-norm, and
denote By (0, R), Bo (0, R) and By (0, R) their corresponding balls centered at 0 with radius R in R?. We
consider the minimizer 5y of the risk R (8) over a Lo-ball By (0, R) - where the radius R will be fixed latter
-, Bo € arg mi}l;l {R (B)}, with excess risk £ (5, 00) == R (8) — R (po), for 5 € B2 (0, R). The empirical
distribufif)ng((;)f’ ))((1), . XM is P, = %Z?:l (), where 0y is the Dirac distribution on X, and the
quantity R, (B) == Pupg = %Z;;l PB (X(i)) is the empirical counterpart of R (), called the empirical
risk.

We denote by 7 the probability density function of a centered standard real Gaussian variable N (0, 1).
® is its cumulative distribution function and ®¢ : t — ftooy (u) du the tail distribution of the density

v. In addition, we write G the so-called Gaussian Mill’s ratio G (z) := q;p(%) In this article « : x —

—ﬁ (1 + x%;ii) and x; is the unique element of {z > 0: a(x) = 0}, satisfying z; € [1.54, 1.55].

Vu,v € R,u A v :=min (u,v) and u V v := max (u,v). For a vector 8 = (b1, ..., 3p)" € RP, we define its
support as the set S of indices such that S = {i € {1,...,p}; 5; # 0}. The vector 3 is said to be s-sparse
if Card(S) < s. Furthermore, for a set of indices I C {1,...,p}, we denote 3! € RP the vector such that

Bl =piifieland gf =0if j ¢ I.
3 Minimising the risk over a Ls-ball
Recall that

Bo € argmin {R (8)},
B€B2(0,R)



where the radius R will be fixed later. Let us investigate the geometry of the risk R defined by the logistic

entropy.

Proposition 1. The risk is symmetric, R () = R (—f), and the risk value R (B) with ||B||y = r fized is

decreasing with respect to ’ﬁta‘.

Proposition 1 states that the risk is symmetric around zero, and that its values on a sphere are

increasing with respect to the distance to the line Ra. Its proof can be found in Section 5.1.
Proposition 2. The function A — R (ASB) is decreasing for A € R.

In Proposition 2, it is proved that the risk is decreasing on semi-lines starting at zero. For a proof of
this result, see Section 5.1. From Propositions 1 and 2, we characterize the minimizers of the risk over a

Lo-ball.
Corollary 3. The minimum of R () on B2 (0, R) is reached at £5y where By := Ra/ ||al|,.

From Corollary 3, we deduce that estimating Sy or its opposite directly gives an estimation of the best
labelling function Y, for our clustering problem. A look at the proof of Propositions 1 and 2 shows that
these results, and hence Corollary 3, hold true in the more general setting where the distribution of Z is
only assumed to be spherically symmetric.

In order to tackle the estimation of a sparse separation vector a, the following property will be helpful.

Theorem 4. Let Sy = Ra/ ||all, and let Apin be the smallest eigenvalue of the Hessian ngR at Bo. Take

a parameter v = 0.95, R > y/z1 +0.08 (R = 1.28 for instance) and assume that ||al|, > 2R, then

Ain > 7 (#° (llall, = ) =2 (llall, + ) )

Theorem 4 states that if the radius R and the mean vector a are sufficiently large, then the risk defined
by the logistic entropy is locally strongly convex around (y. The risk is not convex over the whole Lo-ball
Bs(0, R), but this local convexity is very convenient, since it allows to deduce a quadratic growth of the

excess risk pointed on [y, as follows.



Lemma 5. Set By the unique minimum of R (-) on Uy := {B € By (0,R) : B'U > 0} where U is a random

variable uniformly distributed on the unit L*-ball. Assume that R > /z1 + 0.08 and ||al|, > 2R. We have

E (B, Bo)

in > ¢
pevu (|8 — Boll;

with

all, — R)®
co = LO(H|C|L28). exp (— [lally R — 2R?)

for a numerical constant Lo (Lo = 9 x 222 holds).

The quadratic growth of the excess risk stated in Lemma 5 will turn out to be a keystone to prove
the oracle inequality for the excess risk of the minimizer of empirical risk regularized by a ¢; penalty (see

Section 4). The proof of Lemma 5 is postponed to Section 5.1.

4 An oracle inequality in high dimension

Recall that By = Ra/ ||al|, is a minimizer of the risk over the Lo-ball of radius R: fy € argmin R (3).
Set Uy = { B € By (0,R): BU > 0} and where U is a random variable uniformly distrﬁii%tff)()n the
unit Euclidean sphere, independent from the observations. We have P(B{U = 0) = 0 and so §p or its
opposite belongs to Wy. Without loss of generality, we assume that 5y € ¥y and analyze the situation

conditionnally on the choice of U.

We investigate the behavior of the following estimator,

p = argmin {Ry (6) + A5} - (4)

BeYy

Set also the empirical process V;, (8) := (P, — P) (pg). For some T > 1, define the event

T =

sup
geBs(0,R) 1B = Bolly V Ao

{ V2 (8) = Va ()] _ mo}? -



where Ag>0 is to be fixed in the following theorem.

Theorem 6. Fiz n > 2. Assume that By - or equivalently a - is s-sparse, for some integer s > 1, and
denote S its support. Assume also that R = \/x1 + 0.08 and ||a|l, > 2R. Set M, := |ja||, + v2logd +
VAT (T ) and

Ao :=3LM, (&/W(Zd)logn + 4) n~1/2.

When the event T occurs, it holds: YA > 2T \g,
€ (B.80) +4 (= 2T00) | 5| < Ay, s (T20 + 27, (6)

where AHa”wR is a constant depending only on |la|ly and R. More precisely, for a numerical constant Ay,

one can take

8 —6 p2 R+2R?
Ajal,r = Ao llalls (lall, — R)~® R2elel= 2R,
Furthermore, the event T occurs with probability at least

1
2572 log (2d) nlog?n’

42
1—310g< R°nd

According to Theorem 6, if the regularization parameter A is equal for instance to 3T Ao, then the rate

of convergence of the excess risk is of the order

slog dlog®nlog (d V n)

)

n

with a pre-factor that only depends on |[|all, and R. Thus the estimator 3 adapts to sparsity and is able

to estimate By even if d >> n. Furthermore, the rate of convergence of

‘BSCH1 would be given by

I

S\/logdlog2 nlog (dVn)
n



with also a pre-factor that only depends on ||a|l, and R. This means that if s and d are such that this
rate (for a bounded ||al|,) goes to zero with n growing to infinity, then the support S of 3y is recovered in
the sense that HBSCH1 goes to zero.

Note however that the dependence in ||al|, is exponential in our bounds. This due to our argument of
proof, which uses the local convexity of the risk around fy. But when ||al|, is large, the risk tends to be
flat (see Theorem 4). This local convexity argument is also at the core the approach, developed in [12],
to the non-convex ¢;-penalized loss in mixture regression (see also [9, Chapter 9]). Note that the needed
lower bound on ||al|, is independent from the dimension d.

A careful look at the proofs also shows that when the conclusion of Lemma 5 holds, that is the excess
risk dominates the square of the Euclidean distance, then Theorem 6 still holds for a general, bounded
and Lipschitz loss.

It is also worth noting that in a classical, non-sparse case where the dimension is (much) smaller than
the sample size, a convergence bound could also be obtained, by standard empirical process techniques.
Indeed, the loss p is bounded and Lipschitz, so the rate of convergence of the following estimator,

B €arg min {7@”(5)},

BE€B2(0,R)

\/? . /logt/mlog(;/«s)’

up to a numerical pre-factor and on an event of probability at least 1 — ¢ for § € (0,1). An important

is of the order

remark is that the latter rate in y/d/n holds without any assumption on R and |/al|,, because the local
convexity of the risk on fj - that is Theorem 4 - is not needed to prove it. If Theorem 4 furthermore holds,
it is easy to see that the rate is actually d/n, up to a pre-factor. Indeed, Theorem induces a so-called
margin relation for the excess risk, which in turn induces a fast rate, since the loss is bounded (see for
instance [32]).

Also, one can consider the adaptive selection of the regularization parameter. For this, a sensible idea



is to consider a BIC-type criterion defined with the active set of the estimators corresponding to different
values of the regularization parameter.
We postpone to a forthcoming addition the practical implementation of the estimator, together with

comparisons in the sparse two-component Gaussian mixture model with other available algorithms.

5 Proofs

Define the empirical process V;, (8) = (P, — P) (pg) and V™" (8) = (P, — P) (pglic(x)<m,}) Where
G (X) := || X||,, and note that pg : 8 — p(8'X) is L-lipschitz (with L < 2.5).

5.1 Proofs of the main results

Proof of Proposition 1. Take X = e¢Z where ¢ ~ Rad(1/2) and Z ~ N (a, 1), with a € R? and also

N ~ N (0,1). Because expression (11) of Lemma 7 is symmetric in X, one has R (8) = R (—f) and

R(B)=E

tQ,Zt3
Ztﬁ> B Z /86
log<1—|—e 71_~_€Zf,8

The distribution of the real-valued random variable Z!3 is N (,Bta, 18 H§> and we assume that |3, = .

The criterion can be seen as a function of p := 'a and r:

rN
R(B) =E |log (1 + e“”N) — (1 j_:f:f:;r } =R (u,r). (7)

10



Its derivative with respect to p is:

IR (p,7) = @E [log (1 4 eu+rN) _ (n+rN)e ]

1+ eprtrN
d (p+rN)ertrN

[ d
—E |- Liog (14 emtN) - L
L du Og( te ) dp 14 ertrN }

[ outrN pu+rN N) eptrN _ehtrN
[ (e )

1+ eprtrN 1+ ertrN 1+ eprtrN (14 eprtrN)?
[ +rN e,u—i-'rN e,u—i—'rN
) _(U )+rN + (u+7N) ehtTN 5
14 et (1+eu+rN)

_E _(M + TN) eu-i—rN e;H—rN .
- 1 + eptrN 1+ ertrN
N p+rN
R (p,7r) = —E (ptri)e 5| -
(1 + entriV)
Let us define g : 2 — ﬁ so that 0, R (u,r) = —E[g(p+rN)]. We use the lemma 8 and the fact

that ¢ is odd and positive on (0,+00) to conclude that E [g (1 + rN)] has the sign of p, which gives the

result. O

Proof of Proposition 2. Take 8 € RY, there is u € R such that 8%a = u||3||,. Recall Identity (7) above,

where R can be seen as a function of y and r with Z!8 ~ N (,u, 7‘2). Then we have

OR(AB) R (MB'a,|ABll,)  OR (ru,r)
0f) TSR IR gy,

We set Vu € R, N, ~ N (u, 1) and Equation (7) gives:

11



OR (ru,r) _ QE log (1 + o) (ru -+ 7 Np) elrutrNo)
or or 1 + e(ru+rNo)
[0 9 (rNye N
=E | log(1+e™M) — — ( —"—
D g 2 (2
E i NuerNu NuerNu TNu (NuerNu) oN N _NuerNu
= - riNye 't —m4mM8M—
_l—i—eTNu 1+ e™Nu 1+ erNe “ (14 eNu)?
[ N, (NyerNe N, e Nu
=FE ——u( - ) +rNueTN"7ue 5
1+ erNu (1 +€rNu)
) —TN'U, (NueTNu) €rNu _
1+ erNu 1+ erlNu
_E —rNu (NueTN”) -1
1+ erNu 1+ erNu
[ M < 0
(14 eNu)
Hence % < 0 as required. O

Proof of Theorem 4. We make use of Equation (21) from Lemma 14: Ya € R, R, v > 0,

x1 + 1(8)—0 T el T
— — - 100 el — > _
R (1 (R lally + =12 ) G (5 + R = flally) | = (1+0) -G (llall, — 5 ). (8)

where, see Section 2, x1 is a positive numerical constant and the function G is the so-called Gaussian
Mill’s ratio. By Proposition 24, we also have that G is decreasing on R. Hence, if Equation (8) is satisfied
for some values of ||a||,, R and v such that [a|, — (R + (z1 + 0.08) R™') > 0, then it is satisfied for any
triplet (||all, + h, R,v) with A > 0. In addition, we know from Lemma 26 that |al|, = 2R ~ 2.548,
R = /21 +0.08 ~ 1.2741 and v = 0.95 make Equation (8) hold true. Consequently, it also holds true
when ||al|, > 2R ~ 2.548, R = \/z1 + 0.08 ~ 1.2741 and v = 0.95.

According to lemma 14, when Equation (8) holds, one can control from below the values of (d%o R) (h,h).

12



More precisely,

Appin == inf (d3 R) (h,h
i, (R) (8. 1)

> ||iizT|1£1 % <n2]3§2 +1-— 772) <<1>c <||aH2 - %) _§° <||U“H2 N %))

n=||hy]|

2
R _ TN e TVY 21 2
~ 3 <q> (”aH? R) ® (”aH? * R)) . <77 p Lo )

~~

=1

because x1/R > 1. This proves the result. O

Proof of Lemma 5. The risk R admits two minima 3y and —fy on Bz (0, R). We consider
Uy = {B S BQ(O,R) :BtU>0},

where U is a random variable uniformly distributed on the unit L?-ball. The probability that U € ﬁol is
0 then with probability 1 we have U ¢ /6’0L and there is therefore only one vector among Sy and —fg that
satisfies B{U > 0. We call By the vector satisfying both R (fp) is the minimum of R (-) and S§U > 0.
Take 8 € Uy and let € € (0, R), we are about to control £ (8, Bp) on Ba (5, €) and {V € By(0,R) : Bbv > 0}\
Bs (Po, €) but these two sets may not be included Wy. To bypass this issue, remark that the risk R is
symmetric with respect to 0. Hence, in the case where § ¢ {1/ € By(0,R) : Bbv > 0}, we will have
E(B,Bo) = E(—pB,Bo) where —f € {V € By(0,R): Bbv > 0}. Consequently, one can always control
€ (-, Bo) on ¥y with its values on {V € By(0,R) : Bhv > 0}, and without loss of generality we will focus
on the control of & (-, By) on {v € By (0,R) : Biv > 0}.

Case 1: € By (Bo,¢)
We know from Lemma 30 that V3 € By (fo, ),

& (B, Bo) 1

> = (14 ([lally — R)?) — 24 jal|* e/ /2eclall2 || 5 — 5o, .
o~ (llall,R—R2/2) 18 — 50”3 16 ( )

13



(14 -R)?
When HB - 6(]”2 < 1 16( (||aH2 ) >’ one has

2 24|a||*eR?/2¢elall2

E (B, Bo) > L+ (lal, = B)°
e~ (laloR=R2/2) 3 g2~ 0 |

In particular, the latter inequality holds when

11+ (lally = R)®

<
TTT68 [l e

which is satisfied for

1 —R)? 1 ~R)?
SL +(HciH22 R) exp 1 +(HciH22 R) lall,
768 lafly e /2 384 |lafl5 e /2

1 1+ (Jafl, - R)? 2 1+ (lall, - R
=_— exp | —R*/2 — =! €maz-
68 Jal A Y

Then for all 5 € By (5o, Emaz), we have

EWB:f) L 2\ (Jal,RR2/2
15— fol = 32 (1+ lall, - B)*) e ).

Case 2: 8 € {1/ € By(0,R) : Biv > O} \ B2 (Bo, Emaz)-
Lemmas 1 and 2 imply that VA > 1,E€ (A5, 5o) < € (5, Bo) and

if v e {neBz(0,R): |lull =18l & Bon > Bi8}, € (v.fo) < E (B, o)

With these two properties, we are always able to control & (3, 5y) with another value & (v, 3y) where
v € By (B0, Emaz). Indeed, if R - 8 intersects B (B0, Emax ), there there exists A > 1 such that £ (3, 5y) >
£ (A8, Bo), where A8 € Bs (B0, £mas). Oherwise, we have & (8, Bo) > & (Rﬁ,ﬁﬂ and & (RHBBTOHQ’W =

E (Binter, Bo) where Binter is the rotation of R”éBTOHZ towards (g so that Binter is at the frontier of Bs (80, €maz)-

14



Moreover, V3 € {1/ € By(0,R) : Biv > ()} we have || — Bng < 2R?. Consequently,
for all 8 € {1/ € By(0,R): Bhv > O} \ B2 (B0, Emaz) »

there exists v € By (80, Emaz) such that ||v — Boll; = €masr and

g(ﬁaﬁ@) > g(ﬁaﬁ()) > S(V’BO).
18— Bol; — 2R* T 2R?

Furthermmore, from Case 1 above, we have that Vv € By (80, €maz) such that ||v — Bolly = emaa,

& (Vv 50) Z

max*

1 _ m2) .~ (llall,R—R?/2) 2
25 (14 (lall, = B)”) e~ (lelaR=R?/2),

Hence, for all 8 € {V € By (0,R) : Bfv > 0} \ B2 (8o, Emaz)s

£ @0 _ (1t Ul — BP) e (lanm)s,
15— Boll2 = Y

Finally, from the two cases, we get

—(llall. R—R2
. £B.50) _ (14 Ulally = B ) e Ueliom)
pe{veBy(0,R):Bw>0} 1B — Bolls 64R?

15



Consequently, the result is also true when one takes the infimum over Wy;:

£ 3.0 (15 (ol = R?) e (leln) <1l+ (lall,~B° (_R2 1o Lt lal, = R

m
6evu || — Boll3 G4R? 68 |al; 384 |lal|3 /2
(1+ lall, = R 1+ (lall, — R)’
= Sy XD —||a||2R—R2/2—R2—W
9-222|af} R 384 [a3 e/
(||aH2_R)6 2 2 2
> —=————_exp(—|la|l|,R—R°/2—- R*— R*/2
3 ot P (el / /2)
all, — R)®
> (H H2 ) exp(— ||Cl||2R—2R2).

T 9.222 g5 R2

We present now the proof of our main result, that is the oracle inequality stated in Section 4.

Proof of Theorem 6. We know from Lemma 10 that

£ (B.80) + |6

<
1

Vi (B) = Va (B0)] + Al1Boll

We set ourselves in the event 7 defined in (5). It holds

sup |Vn (ﬂ) — Vn (B0)|

< 2T\
geBs(0,r) I8 = Bolly V Ao

and, as 3 € By (0, R), Equation (9) gives

& (B.80) + 28|, =27 8= o[, v 20+ Aol

16
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Case 1: HB — ﬁoHl V Ap = Ag. We successively have

:(5.4)

Hence,

e (5.80) + 23 0 4],

Finally, since 2 (A — 2T\) < 2) and HBSCH1 - H BSC — 3¢

£ (5. ) +2(A—270) |35

Case 2: HB_BOH1 VA = HB_BOH{ We have HﬁA

<
<
<

233+ (ol | 4]
2TNZ + A ‘Hﬁﬂ”l - Hﬁ‘u

2T)\§+)\HBO—BH1.

<
<
<

9TA2 + 3\ H,@O _ BHl

27§ + 3\ \o

2(Tho+ N>

=

1

=4,

<3(Tho+ N2,

BS

]
1

85 . nBoll, = (1881l and

HB — ﬁoHl — HBS — ﬁgul + HBSCH1 = HBS — ﬁoHl + HBSC)L. Consequently, it holds successively

£ (B.50) + |6

¢ () 2],
¢ () 1257, -
€ (8. o) + (A = 2T)
£ (B,60) + (A —2Tx0)

B>

< 2T\
1

. < 2T

‘ 1 < 2T )\o

‘ 1§2T>\0

17

B—ﬁoHl

85 — Bo
85 — Bo
3% — Bo

+ ABoll; »

2T HBSCHI A8,
S| AS

(A Bs L =A%)

1 +A Hﬁg B BSHl’

fy= @5,



Since By — 4% has at most s non-zero coordinates, one has Hﬁo - BsHl < Vs ||Bo — BSHQ < Vs ||Bo — BHQ
Hence, for any ¢y > 0,
. . e s 5
£ (B.60) + (= 2mn) [ 85| < (mra+ 3 /2 v |40 - 5
Now use the fact that Va, b, 2ab < a® + b? to get
A2
R - ge , 8 CoHﬁo—B )
£ (8.80) + (A —2T0) 85| <m0+ 0?2+ ———12
1 2cg 2
; 51|12 (llall,—R)° 2
So we can use Lemma 5 and have & (ﬁ,ﬂo) > ¢ Hﬁo —p ) where ¢y = W@fu“”ﬁ*m . Conse-
222||g|8
quently, for this choice of ¢y,
~ sge 9 8 & (Bv 50)
€ (B,80) + (A —210) |85 < (Tho+ 3 5 + =2,
1 200 2
which gives
£ (.80) +200—2120) 55 < (mro+ 222
0
Finally, combining the two cases, we obtain
A~ 5S¢ 2 S
£ (5,%) 2 ()= 2T\) HB < (TAo+3)” max (6,2) .
0
The bound on the probability of the event T is given in Theorem 9. O

5.2 Auxiliary results

Let us first state the following basic lemma, where we compute the derivatives of the loss and its risk.

18



Lemma 7. With notations of section 2, it holds

ps (X)

ps (X)

Ipp (X)
0Bu
9q5 (X)
0Bu
dpp (X)
0Bu
o 0

Tm%pﬁ(m

o 9 0
95, 88, 35.° %)
(dsR) (h)

(d3R) (h, k)

(d3R) (h, k,1)

—log qs (X) —l—Xtﬁ.pﬁ (X)

tn, X8
xtg) _ X'Be” ©
log(1+e ) [+ X8

—Xupp (X) g5 (X)
Xupp (X) qs (X)
—X'BXups (X) qs (X)
= — X, Xuo (X'B)

— XX Xud' (X'B)
E [-X'B.ps (X) g5 (X) X'h]
E[X'h.X'k.o (X'B)]

(
E [X'h.X'k.X'.o (X'B)]

Proof. Consider X, 3 € R, pg (X) is defined in section 2. For simplicity, p and ¢ stand for pg (X) and

qp (X) recall that pg (X) = g5 (X) e X7:

ps (X) = —plogp — qlogq
=— (qe*m) log (qe*m) —qlogg

= —qe*XtB log q + Xtﬁqe*XtB —qlogq

= —q (1 + e*Xtﬁ) logq + X'BqeX"°

= —logq+ X'Bp

= log (1 + eXtﬁ) —

XtBeX"B
1+ eX'8

19



Denote (5, the u-th component of 5. We have,

dps (X) a[ 1 ] X, eX'P
(1+eX8)?

0Bu OBy |1+ eX'B

= —Xups (X) g5 (X)

and

g (X) 0 Ips (X)
- 0By

Secondly, we use Equation (11) to have

Ops (X) _ _Ologq 9 (X'Bp)

0By 0Bu 0Bu
Bq t
— 0Bu 9 (X ﬂ) t @
=7 T Tom P e,
(Xupq)

= - q + Xup + Xtﬁ (_XUPQ)

= —X'"BXups (X) qs (X).

20



The second derivatives are

0 9 o 0(XB) Ap dq

96, 05,”" ) =~ 5, 96, P 3B

= — (Xy) Xupq — X' BXu (—Xupq) ¢ — X' BXup (Xugp)
=—X,Xupq (1- X'B(q—p))

- eX'P o[ 1— eX'P

- _XvXui(1 + X (1 +X'B (1 n eXtﬁ))

= X, X, (X'8).

Xupq — X'BXy——q — X'BX,

The third derivatives are

0 0 0

0

9Bw
= Xu X, Xud (X'B).

As the derivatives are uniformly bounded with respect to 5, the theorem of derivation under integral can

be applied and it comes that Vh, k, I, € R,

(d5R) (h) = E [~ X*8.p5 (X) g5 (X) X'h]
(d3R) (h.}) =E[X'h.X"k.a (X'5)].

(d3R) (h,k,1) =E [X'h.X"k.X"L.o/ (X'B)] .

O

Lemma 8. Take r > 0. For any function g odd on R, positive on (0,400) and when U is a symetric

random variable with a density vy decreasing on Ry, the quantity E[g (u + rU)| has the sign of p.

21



Proof. Take r,u > 0, Uy and Uy two independent copies of U. It holds

Efg(u+rU)] =E[g(u+rUs) Iyy>0 + g (1 — rUz) Iy,>o)
=E[g(p+rUr) Iy, >0+

g(p=rU2) Iocyyce + 9 (0 —rU2) In cycon + g (0 —rUs) IZ%<U2]

=K [9 (+7U01) Iy >0 + 9 (0 —rU2) Irecq,

+9 (= rU) locy,<e + 9 (n—1U2) I%<U2<2$}

=E [9 (b +rU1) fyy>0 + g (0 —102) Igg<U2]

+E [9 (b= rU1) locyy<e + g (u—rU) I%<U2<2%} :

Let us compute the sign of E [g (w+7rU1) Iy, >0 + g (p—rU2) IQE<UQ}:

22



E {9 (b +7U1) Iy >0 + g (n—1U2) IZ%<U2}

:/wgmmw(x)dw/mg(u—m)v(m)dar
0 2

122
T

:/Ooog(u+mc)7(x)dx+/ooo9< ( 2ru>

>v( )

Q
/\
ﬁ
@
7:
S~—

/—\
<
+

Let us now compute the sign of E [g (w—rU) Ipcyycrn +g(pp—1Uz) In g, con|:
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E [9 (n—rln) IO<U2<% +9(p—rls) I%<U2<2g
n 2p

g(u—m)v(x)dwr/

T
J22
=

g(p—rz)y(x)de

©

—/Org(u—m)v(w)dwr/org(u—T<2f—y>>’y<2f—y>dy
2

~
,
>0 N——r
S—— %—x>ﬁ>x
>0 r r
>0
>0
Hence E[g (u+rU)] > 0. If u < 0, then one has E[g(u+rU)] = —E[g(—p — rU)] and the previous
result applies since —p > 0 and —U ~ U. Thus we find that if 4 < 0,E[g (pn + rU)] < 0. O

Theorem 9. Set © = By (0, R), M,, = ||a||, + v2logd + \/2log (1 + n) and

No = 3n~Y2LM, (5\/310g (2d)logn + 4) .

It holds ¥Yn > 2, VT > 1,

[V (B) = Vi (Bo)] 3 <4R2nd> 9 ) 1
P > 2T | < Jlog [ 22 “91(T — 1)2log (2d) log?n ) + .
(228 18 = Boll, V Ao 0) =38\ 22 eXp( (T = 1) log (2d) log ”> 2572 log (2d) nlog® n

24



Proof. First, the triangular inequality gives

Vi (B) = Vo (Bo)| < [V (B) = V™" (Bo) | + [V, (B) = V™™ (Bo) — (Ve (B) — Vi (B0)) |,

and since Va,b,t > 0 on has “a + b > 2t” implies “either a > t or b > t”, the probability of interest can be

controlled as follows:

, (Sup Vi (8) = Va (B0)] _ m0> - p (Sup [V (8) = V™ (Bo)| T)\())

geo 1B —Boll; V Xo 8€6 18— Bolly V Ao
|Virune (8) — Viirune (8y) — (Vi (8) = Vi (B0))]
o (228 18— Boll; v %o s

Apply now Lemma 40 to have:

Vi (8) = Vi (Bo)] [Varne (8) — V™ (o)
Pls T P TA
(Z‘é‘é R °> = (Z‘ég B=Bol,Vre 0

e (iiF(X()> > T2(]> .

From Lemmas 37 and 39, we get

M2 + |lal o, +1

— 2
P( Vi (8) = Vi (50)) 1og(4R nd)exp (=21(7 177 tog (20) og? ) + 122 tlol
0

sup ———————— >2T)¢ | <
geo 1B —Folly V Ao

25



Furthermore,

4L 2)\272 - 2072 2
nAG LM (5‘/3 log(2d) log n+4> -
n

llalloo+1
L+ N

<4
~ 9 x 25 (3log (2d) log® n) nT?
1
< 7
2577 log (2d) nlog” n

Hence,

4R?*nd
L2M2

1
2572 log (2d) nlog®n’

P <Sup [V (8) = Vi (B0)] mg) - %1‘%(

exp (=21 (T — 1) log (2d)log® n) +
S22 718 — Boll, v %o ) exe (211 1oz g )

Lemma 10. Recall that Sy = argmin {R (8)} and § := argmin {7%” (B)+ A HﬁHl} It holds
BeYyY BeYy

e (5.50) 28], <

Voo (B) = Vi (B0)| + Aol -

Proof. By definition of 3, we have:

R (B) +2[[8] < R (80) + AllB0l -

Injecting the excess risk on both sides of the inequality gives

£ (8.80) + 2|3 < R(B) = R(Bo) + R (B0) = R (B) + Al1Bolly

Then the result comes from the inequality:

R(B) = R(o) + Rn (B0) = R (B) <

Voo (8) = Va (B0)]
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5.3 Some further technical lemmas

Lemma 11. Assuming a € R, Z ~a+ N, N ~ N (0,14), Bo = Ra/ ||ally, and hy € B3, then h', Z and

Z'By are two independent Gaussian variables.

Proof. Note that h', a = 0. We have

Cov (W Z,Z'By) =E [(h . Z —E [n' Z]) (Z'Bo — E [ Z"'Bo]) ]

(B (a+ N) —E[b (a+ N)]) ((a+ N)' 5o —E [(a+ N) o])]
(W, N —E [ N]) (a'Bo + N'Bo — E [a' B0 + N"Bo] )]

(WLN — W E[N]) (NG — E [N'] o))

=h\E [NNt] Bo

E
E
E
E

[
[
[
[

=" fo
=0.
O

Lemma 12. With Z, By, o and R usual notations and for all h := h + hy € Vect(fo) @ Bol such that
|h]ly =1 and with 1 := Hh”

o WE have

(#,R) (h, 1) = 7B | 2 (2'50)” a (2'B0) | + (1~ o) B o (2B0)]

Proof. We computed d%OR in Equation (18) of Lemma 7. The function « (see Section 2) is even, so the
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entries of the Hessian d%OR are

Yu,v € [1,d], (d20R) [(e2y) (eZu) a (e 2" Bo) |

[ZyZuo (Z'60)] -

u,v

E
E

Now, let us use the decomposition h = h| + h and remark that h = GnllﬁﬁTollg = G%ﬁo with € € {—1,1}.

It comes

(,R) (h,h) = E | (n'2)*a (7'6) |
=E| (hy+h1)' 2)2 a (Ztﬁo)]

(
e

—E _(hﬂ Z>2 a (Ztﬁo)} + 2B W ZH, Z.a (2'60)| + B (1 2)" o (2'0)
(

(hﬁZ)Q + 20 207 + (hjz)Q) a (Ztﬁo)}

()" o (2200)| + 28 [1 20 2o (2'5)] + E[04.2)" o (2:00)]

— i E [ (2'80)° @ (Ztﬁo)] +2E W ZH, Z.a (2'80)| + E | (W.2)" a (2'60) |

Also remark that h’lZ and Z!By are Gaussian random variables, because Z is a Gaussian vector, that are

independent due to lemma 11.

(1
R?

(1
R2

(ER) (hh) = P | L (2280)% a (28y) | + 2B (P20 Z.0 (2'50) | + B | (0, 2)" a (260) |

—1°E | =5 (2'80)” @ (2'f0) | + 2E |1 Z.0 (2'50) | E [, 2] + B [ (1, 2)*] E [o (2'50)]

=0

(250)"a (2460) | + B [(1.2)°) E [o (2'50)].

(1
R?
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Note that E | (k} 2)°| =E (k% (a+ N))*| =E[(h{N)*| = B [NN Ry =1 - hence:

1

(,R) (1) = 72 |

(2'50)"a (250)| + (1= ) B o (2')].

O]

Lemma 13. For all h := h + hy € Vect(Bo) © By such that ||h|ly, = 1 and with n = Hh”H2. The two

following quantities

1
A= E [32 (Z60)” o (250) H{Ztﬁml}] (1= ) E [0 (Z'50) Liztgooany]
1
B = o7 | 1 (2'50)" @ (2450) vy + (1= 1) B [0 (260) I arcmsoeon)]

are controlled by

x? 8 T T .
A5 (b 1=) R [Rllall = B = (214 555 )| @ (5 + R = lals) | (lal = ) e,

<t (ra =) (o (lal - 2) - 0 (jol + 2)).

Proof. Let us first give an upper bound for the quantity B. Recall that, from Lemma 15 we have —a(z) €

29



(0,1) for x € [~z1,z1]. It holds

1
B = E [R2 (Ztﬁo) (Ztﬁo) H{—961<Ztﬁ0<901}:| - (1 - 772) [ [Oz (Ztﬁo) H{—I1<Ztﬁo<961}]

ﬁ

1
|: ZtBO H{—m1<Ztﬁ()<J;1}:| + (1 - "72) E |:4]1{—1‘1<Zt50<$1}:|

% ( 12 > —z1 < Z'By < x1]

1( R% n2>P —z1 < Rllally + RN (0,1) < 1]
i (anl n?) p 2L ally < A(0,1) < 22— ] }
i <n221 772> lall, = 5 <A (0,1) < El + HaIIQ}
s )(cbc (ua||2—%) — ¢ (Jlall, + ).

Let us now turn to the lower bound for the quantity A:

A= an [R2 (Ztﬂo) (Zt,Bo) H{Ztﬂo>$1}} + (1 - 772) E [a (Ztﬁo) ]I{Zt50>961}}
1
> n’E [Rgxla (ZBo) H{Zfﬁom}] (1=7*)E [ (2'60) Izt go>a1}]
= P ILE [0 (2'80) Tppoeny) + (1 =7 B [ (2460) Lz

= (7 1= B (260) L)

We need now to control E [a (Zt,Bo) ]I{Ztﬁo>x1}] from below. We first use Lemma 19 to get:
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E[a(Z'60) Izt pp>ay]

o0 8 o (a/B=llall,)?/2
> r—xr1 — —— e*w— dfﬂ
- /m ( ' 100) V2 R?
_ /°° LG ( N 8>
- V2rR? ' 100

Using the notations of Lemmas 20 and 21 we obtain,

o o—(a/R-lal)?/2
/ e ———dx
x1 V 27TR2

8
E [Oz (Zt,B()) ]I{Ztﬂ0>xl}] > Ja,R (1,331) — <x1 + 100) Ka,R (1,331) . (20)

Hence, Lemmas 20 and 21 give:

E[a(Z'Bo) Izt po>a13)
> B (14 (lall - B) G (5 + R~ fal)) ) 7 (%~ fall) et - ( + 120) 7 (%~ lall) & (G + R~ llall) e

> R [ Rllall = B = (214 55) | & (5 + R el 2 (hall = 53 ) e

Finally,

A> (ﬁﬁz +1- 772) [R%— [R(||a| ~R)- (1’1 + 1?)0)] G(T+R- ||a|])} v (llall = %) e

Lemma 14. Take a € RY, R,v > 0 and By := Rﬁ if inequality
2

1

Tt 100 | ¢ (L et il
R(l—(R—||a||2+ 0 ) G (S 4 R=aly) | = 0+ TG (el -F) @)
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is true, then for all h = hy +hy € Vect(fo) ® By such that ||k, =1 and n := ||k

o U also holds

(a2, R) (h, h) > (”23%2 v1- n2> (cpc (HQHQ . %) _ 9 (HaHQ + %)) .

Proof. Recall thatfy := Ra/ ||al|,. We proved in Lemma 12, that (d%ﬂ%) (h,h) is given by the following

formula:
(,R) (1.1 =B | 1 (250)" @ (2'5)| + (L= ) o (2'50)]

We know from Lemma 15 that « is non-positive on the interval [—x1, z1] and positive otherwise. Conse-

quently, we study the sign of (d%OR) (h,h) on the partition R = (—oco—, z1) | [—z1, 1] U (21, 00):

(@B,R) (0. 1) = 7B | g5 (250" (2'60) | + (1) B [ (2'60)]

— 1’ [R2 (Ztﬁo) o (2 Bo) ]I{Z%Ml}} + (1=n*)E[a (Z'B0) Liztgy>21}]
A

+n°E RQ (Ztﬁo) o (Z'B) H{—z1<ztﬁo<x1}] +(1-7*)E[a(Z'8) Ly <2tBy<a1})

~~

—-B

5 (200 (280 Wz | + (1= 1) B [0 (290) o]

[ 1

+n2E 7

We have found in Lemma 13 two quantities @ > 0 and b > 0 such that A > a and b > B:

a:= (772}52 +1—7 ) [R+ [R(Ha”2 —R) - (xl + 13())] G (% +R— ||a,2)] (HGH2 _ %) o1

b:—1<n2§2+1—n>( (tally = ) =@ (llall,+ 35 ) ) -

32



If a > (1 + 1) b for some v > 0 then we have (ngR) (h,h)>A—B>a—b>uvbh As

1 /[ 522 9 1
v g (P e r-m) o (lal, - ).

the condition “a > (1 + v)b” is satisfied when these successive conditions are true:

(772;1 +1- n2> [R+ {R(Iallg - R) - <x1 + 130)] G(T+R- ||a||2>} v (llall = %) e

1 z? c x
>(14v); (772]%12 +1- 772) o (Ilal\z - ﬁl)

(simplify (7]22—%2 +1- 7]2>and R in factor in the left-hand side)

1’1+% T1 T
Rt (R fall+ 2520 ) 6 (54 R~ lall,) | 7 (lall - 5)

e’ . 1
> (L) 0t (lall, - 32

(divide by 7 (||lall, — %) and make Mill’s ratio appear)

T+ 71(8)0 T e’t T
_ _ Z- | 100 Z _ > -z _ =zt
R <1 <R lally + =2 ) & (%5 + R = llally) ) = (1 +v) 6 (llall, - 5 -

To conclude, when the latter inequality is true, one has (d%ﬂ%) (h,h) > vb. O
Lemma 15. Study of a(x) = —ﬁ (1 + x%;—ii) Atz =0, a(0) = —7 is a global minimum, x,,,, €

2, 3] is the positive real where o is mazimal with value Qmaq, its derivative is bounded ||/ ||, < 0.22 and

by definition of x1 (see Section 2), a(x1) = 0 with

1 ~ 1.54340463. (22)
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x [ 0] [ o | [1] [ | 2 | |Zoww]| [ o]
sign of f” - | - — — N R — _ _ — 1 _
variations of f/ | 1 |\, 0 N NN | N N\ N\ N\ N\ | —o©
sign of f’ + | + 0 — e — — — — -
variations of f | 2 | 2| flz2) [N 2 [N ] 0 [N\ [3—=¢€2]|\ N N | —00

sign of f + | + + + |+ +] 0] - - — - —
sign of o —% — — — — — 0 + + + AOmax + 0

Table 1: sign and variation table of f, sign table of «

Proof. First, remark that Vax > 0,

1_ x
a(a:)20<:>1+x1 ¢

<0

(&

sr(l-e")<—(14+¢€")
Slt+eP —ze*+2<0

< f(x) <0.

We study f : z — 1+ e” —xze” + x for x € Ry since « is even. First of all, f/'(z) = 1 — ze” and

" () = — (z+ 1) €® which gives the sign and variation table 1. It is obvious that there exists 1 > 0
such that f (z1) = 0. Set p, = (1 —¢*) "' and ¢, = e (1 — ¢”)"'. Note that p, — ¢, = ﬁ—ij = —tanh (%)

and pgq, = % ((p:v + %)2 - (px - %)2) = % (1 — tanh? (%))
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o/(@) = [prge (14 2 (s — 02))

= —% o] g (1 + 2 (P = ¢2)) = px% [9:] (1 + = (P2 = 42)) —pqu% 1+ 2 (e - ¢)]

d
= Pzqz9x (1 +x (px - Qx)) — PxPxlx (1 +x (px - qgc)) — Pz4x (poc - qCC) + 55% [(px - QI)]

= Pzqzx [Qx (1 +x (p:v - QJ:)) — Pz (1 +x (px - QJ:)) - (pw - Qz) —Z <_pa:qgc _pw%c)]
= Pae [— Pe — @) (L + 2 (P2 — ¢2)) — (Pe — Gz) + 20D2Gs]

= Pale [22D2qz — (Do — @z) (2 + 2 (P2 — ¢a))] (23)

a2 1o () o 2) e (2]
= pote [ (1 - 3tanh? (3 )) +2tanh (3]

o (z) = i (1 ~ tanh? (g)) [g (1 ~ 3tanh? (g)) + 2tanh @ﬂ .

One can see on Figure 7?7 that the maximum of « is attained at 2 < z,,,,. < 3. The function « is

Lipschitz and one can see graphically on Figure ?? that ||o/|| < 0.22. O
Lemma 16. o : x — —(H‘ET)z (1 + xii» is concave on [x1, 3].

Proof. The shape of « on [x1, 3] can be seen on figure 1.
We use the following compact notations: p = H%’ g =1—p, hence a(x) = —pg (1 + x (p — q)). Recall

that g—g = —pq, g—g = pq and that Vz > 0,p < g. We proved in Equation (23) that

o' (x) = pgl(q —p) 2+ (p — q)) + 2xpq]

=p(1—p)[(1—2p)(2+2(p—q))+2xp(l - p)]

In this proof we will also need the variations of w : z +— 1+ z (p — q):
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008 1 — alpha
—— abscissa axis

16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30

Figure 1: Plot of @ on [z, 3].

/() = - (142 (p—q)

=%p—®+$£jp—®
=(p—q) +z(—pq — pq)
=(p—q) —2xpq

<0

We will want the sign of f%;‘. First remark that

d [o do’ 1 ,d [1

— === 4d— | =

dz | pq dx pq dz | pq
do’ 1 , —1 d(pq)
dvpq  (pq)” dw

1
=a"— +a'—— (=pgq + ppq)
pq (rq)

1 1
— | =|=d"=——d—(p—9q)
dz [pq} pq Pq
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aalgebraic rearrangment give o/ = p(1 — p)% [;‘—;} +a' (2p —1). Now compute what is still missing:

dci {o/] _d[PQ[(Q—I’)(2+$(P—Q))+25L‘PQ]}

dr |pq| ~ drx nq

:%[(q—p)(Z—I—x(p—q))ﬂLQl‘p(J]
=%(q—p><2+x<p—q>>+<q—p>%<2+w<p—q>>+2%<‘“pq>

=(pa+pq) 2+z(p—q)+(¢—p)[(p—q) +z(—pg—pg)] +2(pg — xpgq + zppq)
=2pg(2+x(p—q)+(a—p)[(p—a) —22pq] +2pq (1 + 2 (p — q))
=2pq(3+2x(p—q))+(¢—p)(p—q) — 2zpq(q—p)
=2pg (3+ 2z (p— q)) — (¢ —p)* +2zpq (p — q)
=2pg(3+2z(p—q) +x(p—q) — (¢ —p)*
=6pg(1+x(p—q) — (¢—p)’
= 6pge(z) — (p — q)°
d

- [;‘;] = 6p(1 — p)w(x) — (1 — 2p)*

-Case x € [21,2]:
we have p € [0.11,0.18], hence 1 —2p € [0.64,0.78],  — p is decreasing and p — p(1 — p) is increasing
on this intervalles of interest then p(1 — p) € [pr=2(1 — pz=2), Po=z, (1 — pr=z,)] C [0.09,0.15]

then w is strictly decreasing and w(x) € [w(2),w(71)] C [-0.53,0] (0 occurs because by definition

is such that 0 = a(z1) = pqw(z1)), all intervalle put together gives in case z € [z1, 2]:

o(z)=p(l—p) |(1=2p) | 1+1+z(p—q) | +2 21 p(l—p)
—— [ —— ~———— N~ ———
>0.09 >0.64 >—0.53 >1.5435  >0.09

> 0.052
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o () =p(l—p) |(1=-2p) | 1+1+z(p—q) | +2 21 p(l—p)
—— [ —— ~———— N~ ———
<0.15 <0.78 <0 <1.5436 <0.15

<0.19

it holds
d [o 2
— | — | =2p(1—p)w(z)—|1-2
dx [pq} p p)\() (J)
<0 >0.64
—_———
>0.4
<-04
d [d 2
. [} =2p(1—p)w(z) — (1 —2p
T | pq N — =~ N——
<0.15 >-0.53 <0.78
—_————
<0.61
> —0.769
And finally

d [d
(o) =p1 =) [ %]+ o)1 - 2
~——dr | pq S~
>0.09 jf)f >0.059 <—0.64

< —0.07376
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d [o
o (x) = [}—&—O/m 1-2
(z) Ol o (z)(1 - 2p)
<0.15~—— <0.19 >-0.78
>-0.769
> —0.26355

« is concave on [z, 2].

-We do the same in the case x € [2,2.5]:

we have p € [0.075,0.12], hence 1 — 2p € [0.76,0.85], = +— p is decreasing and p — p(1 — p) is
increasing on this intervalles of interest then p(1 —p) € [pr=25(1 — pz=2.5), Pe=2(1 — Pz=2)] C [0.069,0.11],
w(z) € [w(3),w(2)] C [-1.125,—-0.52] and

o(z)=p(l—p) |(1=2p) | 1+1+z(p—q)| +2 21 p(l—p)
N—_——— | N—— N—_———— M~ N——
>0.069 >0.76 >—1.125 >1.5435 >0.069

> 0.008

o(z)=p(l—p) |(1-2p) | 1+1+z(p—q) | +2 21 p(l—p)
N e | N N —— M~ N——

<0.12 <0.85 <—0.52 <1.5436 <0.12
< 0.094
We now have

d [do 2

ol o R R ()

dx pq N—— N~ N——

>0.069 <—0.52 >0.76
R

>0.5776

< —0.64936 < —0.65
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2

[z ()

<0.11 >-0.53 <0.85
—_——
<0.7225

> —0.8391 > —0.84

And finally

d [d
o/ (z) = p(1 - p)&- H o) (1 2p)
~——dx | pq S~
>0.069 m >0.008 <—-0.76

< —0.05093

d [do
o’(z) = |::|+O/CL' 1-2
@)= 20 5 || + o)1~ 2)
<01 1N———— <0.094 >-0.85
>-0.84
> —0.1723

Consequently « is concave on [2,2.5]

-We do the same in the case z € [2.5, 3]:

in that case p € [0.047,0.076], hence 1 — 2p € [0.848,0.906], = — p is decreasing and p — p(1 — p) is
increasing on this intervalles of interest then p(1—p) € [py=3(1 — pz=3), Pr=2.5(1 — pz—2.5)] C [0.0447,0.071]
and w(z) € [w(3),w(2)] C [-1.72,—1.12].
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o () =p(l—p) |(1-2p) | 1+1+z(p—q) | +2 21 p(l—p)
—— [ —— ~———— N~ ———
>0.0447 >0.848 >—1.72 >1.5435 >0.0447

> —0.02113

o(x)=pl—p) |(1=2p) |1+ 1+2(p—q)|+2 21 p(l—p)
N | N — N — M~ N———

<0.071 <0.906 <-1.12 <1.5436 <0.071
< 0.0079
We now have
d [do 2

| = - we) - (12 2)

X | pq N — N~ SN——"

>0.0447 <—1.12 >0.848

>0.5776

< -0.83

d [o 2
] =) - (12 2)
T | pq S——" ~—
<0.076 >-—1,72 <0.906
<0.7225
> —1,082

Concerning o, since o € [—0.02113,0.0079], the reasonning with an intervalle containing 0 is a bit
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different: p(1 — p)-L [%q} € [~0.077, —0.039] and o/(z) (1 — 2p) € [~0.0072, 0.0191], consequently
d

o () = p(1 —p) -

FIRRSCLEE”

€ [—-0.082, —0.0199]

Consequently « is concave on [2.5, 3] O

Lemma 17. Vz > 3, a(x) — p(z) > ze™™ (% — 4e™") where o : x — 7(1:;)2 (1 +$}_T_ZT> and

prx— (x—x1—0.08) e ".

Proof. Let us study o — ¢

e* 1—¢€” -z
o) —ele) = e (M o1 )~ (@ m 00
672:)3
= G (e T ae) — @ - 008
e

—2z o 1 0.08
:9«“63<6x_e_1_> _x<1_fvl+)e—x
(14+e7) x z z

N AN
<

s [ 1 1 e_$> < x1 + 0.08)}
=ze | ——g (1= —e"— -1 - —
(14 e7) T x T
Set R(x) := W —1+3e ® and § = 1 + 0.08. We get
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a(z) - plz) = ze ™" :(1 ) (1 e ) _ (1 B é)}

—x —2z it
_ 1 .
=xe ® 5—1—46_14—26 +3e72 4 35 +R(1:)(1—f—e — )
x T x

>xe E—4673':—|—R(m)(1— —e - C )}
|z T

Let us now discuss the sign of R(z) (1 — % —e 7= 67%):
R(z) =3¢ (1+e ) *—3e7 =3¢ <(1 +e ) o 1) < 0, R is strictly decreasing. Since limg_, 4~ R(x) =

0, necessarily R > 0. In addition, since z > 3,

(1—2e77) >0.

8
|
w
[SVRIR )

Hence R(z) (1 —l e

O]

Lemma 18. The function o : & — ——& (1 + x%;ii) is greater than ¢ : x +— (x —x1 — 0.08) e™* on

[z1, 00].

Proof. Let us prove that @ > ¢ by considering four intervals [z1,2], [2,2.5], [2.5,3] and [3,00]. We
know that « is concave on [z1,3] according to lemma 16. It is also the case of ¢ because ¢”(x) =
(x —x1 —0.08 — 2) e=® which is negative on [z1,3] since z1 + 0.08 + 2 ~ 3.62. Hence, « is above its
geometrical chords and ¢ below its tangents on [z1, 3].

Case 1 on [x1,2]:
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Figure 2: Plot of «, ¢ and its the chord on [z, 2].

The function « is above Ij : a s 22 (x —x1) and ¢ is below s :  — ¢(1.85) + ¢’(1.85) (x — 1.85).

2—x1

And as shown on figure 2, [ > Il on [z1,2], one can compute the first coordinate of their intersection

point:

0(1.85) + 22 21— 1.85¢/(1.85)

o 2—1q
Tintersection — a(2) .

— ¢'(1.85)

2—x
A numerical computatuion gives Zintersection = 2.820. The two affine functions I; and ls intersect outside
the intervalle [z1,2] and since at z; we have lao(x1) &~ —0.00165 < 0 = [1(z1), we can conclude that on
(21,2, a > 11 > 12 > .

Case 2 on [2,2.5]:

a(2.5)—a(2)

555~ (r—2) and ¢ is below lo : x = ©(2.2) +

The function « is above 1 : = — «a(2) +
¢'(2.2) (x—2.2). 13 > Il as well, one can check it with [3(2) ~ 0.05493 > 0.05450 ~ [3(2) and
[1(2.5) = 0.0785 > 0.0779 ~ 12(2.5). Consequently on [2,2.5], a > 11 > I3 > ¢.

Case 3 on [2.5,3]:

a(3)—a(2.5)

The function « is above Iy : = « (2.5) + =5

(x — 2.5) and ¢ is maximal at 1 + 1 + 0.08 with
approximate value 0.07256. And since {1(2.5) ~ 0.07856 > 0.07256 and [;(3) ~ 0.07750 > 0.07256, we can
conclude that [; is above the maximum of ¢. Hence, on [2.5,3], a > 11 > ¢.

Case 4 on z € [3, 00]:
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Figure 3: Plot of o and the chord of ¢ on [2,2.5].

0.080 A
0.078 A
0.076
0.074 A
po72{ — T
~—
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0.070 A phi “"'x_\_\_\x
— dhord g
0068 +— T T T T T
25 26 27 28 29 3.0

Figure 4: Plot of o and the chord of ¢ on [2.5, 3].
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—— alpha
0oz phi
—— abscissa axis

Figure 5: Plot of & and ¢ on [3, 8]

Thanks to Lemma 17, we know that Va > 3, a(z) — p(z) > e * (21 + 0.08 — 1 — 4ze™"). Let us study

the sign of f : x — 21 +0.08 — 1 —4ze™*. For any x > 3,

fl(z) = —de " +dze ™ =4(x—1)e " >0.

We also have f(3) ~ 0.026 > 0. Consequently, Vz > 3, f(z) > 0 and a(x) — ¢(z) > 0 as well.

This completes the proof: Vo > z1,a(z) — ¢(z) > 0. O
Lemma 19. Recall that oo = —ﬁ <1 + x%;—ij), Z ~ N (a,1;) and By = Ra/|a|,, a € RY. We have
B o (2'60) Uzaoan] > | ((ac —1- 15) e—xe_(m/R_”a”zy/j dz. 1)

. 100 ViR
Proof. Recall that a(z) > (z— 21 — 155) e™® on [z1,00[ according to Lemma 18. Moreover Z!8y ~

N (aBo, [|B]ly) with a’By = R||ally, ||B|l, = R. This gives
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Ela (280 > (z—Rlal)*\ ,
[ (Z"0) Lz gy 5011 . o ZﬂRQ xXp(—"pp ) dn

> / (x ) e_m\/;TWeXp (_(w/R; Hall)2> .

Lemma 20. For any a,z € R4, € € R and R > 0, it holds

[T petr L —(a/Rlaly)?/2) g _ z _ Z_ &=
Jan (€2) = / (x o ) )dw—R(H(naHz RE) G (5 + Re —llall,) ) v (5 — llall,) e,

where vy 1 x — (27r)*1/26_%“:2 is the standard Gaussian density, ®¢ is the standard Gaussian tail function

and G : x — @ (x) /v(x) is the Gaussian Mill’s ratio.

Proof. We have

e 1 (x — Ra]))?
Ja,r (&, 2) /Z Te s exp ( SR dx

_[* = (¢ = Ral))* + 2R*¢x
N / VarRz " <_ 2R? de. (25)
Moreover,
(z — Rlal)® + 2R% = (v + R% - R |all,)* + % (2R ||all, — R2).
Hence,

> x —la 2 2 all. —
Ja,R(é,z):/ \/;Wexp <_( + R(RE — |lally))” + B* (2]|all Rg)Rg)d

2R?
_(2alz—Rs>Rf/°° 1 (/R + RE — |lally)®
=e¢ 2 T exp | — dx 26
. VanR? p( 2 2



By the change the variable y = /R + R¢ — ||a||,, we get

Jan(62) = [ R(y— (RE ~ |lally)) — ( y2>d
a,R\S, %) =€ 2 Yy — - ||a —F—€Xp | =5 Y
=/ R-Ré—lall 2" Ve

_ (2lally—Re) Re /00 1 y2>
—e 2 Ry——exp (— dy
o/RARE—|all, V2T 2
g [ R (R¢ ~ |lally) — ( y2>d
—e 2 —|lally) ——=exp | —% | dy
2/ R+Ré—lall, v 2

R _ (2llalla—Reg)Re [ 1 ( yQ)]OO
= —Re 2 exp | —=
Vom 2 ) 12/R+Re—lall

~ R(RE~ llallyy e @ (£ 4 Re — [all)
— e S (e MR (Jal, - R 8 (5 + R ol
= R [1+ (lall, = RO G (5 + Be — Jal,) | = Rl 1)+ freneclela).
and since
(2lall, — RE) RE + (2/R+ RE — |lally)® = (2/R — |lally)” + 22¢, (27)
we finally get the result. O

Lemma 21. For any a,z € R%, ¢ € R and R > 0, it holds

> 1 2 z z
K . o 1 —(a/Rllal)? /2y — o (2 _ z _ ¢
ayR (§,Z) /Z € /27TR2€ 2 dic fY(R ||a||2)G<R+R£ Ha‘||2>€

where ~y is the standard Gaussian density, ®¢ is the standard Gaussian tail function and G : x© —

O () /y(z) is the Gaussian Mill’s ratio.

Proof. By the same calculation as in Equation 25, we can write
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_ Cllally—Re)Re /°° 1 (z/R + RE — lall,)?
K, ,Z2)=c¢e 2 exp | — dx.
R (5 ) . 27I'R2 b < 2

By the change the variable y = z/R + R — ||al|,, we get

Kan(6.2) =0 /z:ms—nag \/;? o <_y22> dy
= e (R 4 Re — Jaly)
_ \/12?6 (2HaH2—R&)R&Jrgz/mz%&—Hallz)2 G (/R + e ||all,).
By Identity (27), it follows that
Ko (6:2) = e /100" 4G (/R + R —al,).
as expected. ]

Lemma 22. Set G (x) = q;v(%) the Mill’s ratio of the standard gaussian distribution. G satisfies: Vx € R

G () — G (z) =1
G"(z) —2G' (x) = G () =0

G"(x) — 2G' () —2G" (x) =0
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12 —— millsratio
bound_inf
10 —— bound_sup
— abscissa axis

(1R
06

0.4

0z

0o

v(x)
G (z) = =2 (@) 7 (x) = ¢ (z) (=2 (x))
v (@) (2
I C))
7 (2)
=—1+42G ()
and @ =2G—-1=>G"=G+2G = G"=G +G + zG" O
Proposition 23. The function G (x) = q;c(g) is known as the Gaussian Mill’s ratio and Yz > 0
2 2
0<———=<G(x) <
r+Vat4+4 (@) <

T+ y/2? +4.2

Proof. Focus on the first inequality: the lower bound is due to [5] and the upper bound is attributed to
Pollak [38] according to [17] in which one can find the inequality in the first commentar of Remark 11

p 1848. O

P (x)

Proposition 24. The Gaussian mill’s ratio function G : x — () 1s a strictly decreasing function on R.
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Proof. We have seen in Lemma 22 that G’ = —1+4 zG. Since G > 0, it is obvious that G’ < 0 on ]—o0; 0].

Furthermore, take x > 0, then with proposition 23 we have
G'(z) = -1+ 2G(z)

2
T+ y/2? +4.2
2
S S

14 4/1+ -2

T

<-1l+4z

One can see that Vz > 0, %
+

1+-55

T

< 1, hence G’ < 0 everywhere on ]0, cof. O

Lemma 25. Define Eqqpcq : 1+ aG(=b—a) > ¢G(a+d) where a,b,c,d > 0 and G :  — LCORyP
the Gaussian mill’s ratio where v and ®° are respectively the density and the tail function of the standard

univariate gaussian. If Fqqp . q holds true, then Yh > 0, Eqqihpc.a holds true.

Proof. Start with (a,b,c,d) such that Eggp.q holds true and take h > 0. We proved in prop 24
that G is a decreasing function,then G (=b —a) < G (—=b— (a+ h)), then one has 0 < aG (=b—a) <
(a+h)G(=b—(a+h)), hence

1+ (a+h)G(=b—(a+h))>1+4+aG(-b—a)
But (a, b, c,d) such that Eq,p 4 holds true, therefore
1+ (a+h)G(=b—(a+h)) > cG(a+d)
Finally, use again the fact that G is decreasing, to have G (a + d) > G ((a + h) + d) and it comes
1+ (a+h)G(=b—(a+h)) >cG((a+h)+d)

To conclude, Eqq4hp.c,q holds also true. ]
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; 1+ 100 z e’ z
Lemma 26. The equation R (1 — (R — |lally + %) G(%+R- HCLH2)> > (1+v) G (lall, — %)

holds true, in particular, for R = \/z1 + 0.08 &~ 1.2741, ||al|, = 2R = R+ 4098 ~ 2,548 and v = 0.95.

8
Proof. Replace the corresponding quantities to get as left side R (1 - (R — |lally + m) G(%+R- Ha||2)) =

R
. 8
R = \/z1 + 0.08 and as right side (1 + v) -G (R + LJFNO - %) = (1+v) G <\/m+ Foggo )
Approximation show that /z; 4+ 0.08 ~ 1.2741, e:le 1.1701, /1 + 0.08 + \/% 1.33700 and
N . _ 1y 0.08 ~
G (1.337) ~ 0.5552. On can see it is then enough to takes v = 0.95 because (1 4 v) -G (le +0.08 + m) ~
1.2668 (the inequality holds true because 1.2741 > 1.2668). O

Lemma 27. Recall that (dsR) (v) = —E [X'Bps (X) g5 (X) X'v] for B € By (0,R) and v € R?. Assume
that a'B —2||8]13 > 0. If (v, B) <0, it holds

V) > —e(2aB=I8I3)/2 [ _), aa—1812Y )
(45R) (v) > < Hﬁ||2><llﬁ||2 (a5 - 113)°)

Proof. For v € R%, decompose it on B+ @ Vect (8) as v = v + V|, and set A, := <V, ﬁ> so that v =
2

—_

)‘Vﬁ . Recall X ~ epy,qZ where ep,q is a Rademacher random variable with distribution %5,1 + %cﬁand
Z ~ N (a,I;). Asaconsequence Z'3 ~ N <at5, ||BH§) Set also N ~ N (0, 1), so that Z!8 = a'8+||B]|y N

We have, by symmetry in X and independence between Z!3 and Z'v, ,
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(dsR) (v) = —E [X'Bps (X) g5 (X) X'v]

i VA ethB
= 5| L2 ()
[(1+e77)
[ Ztﬂe_Ztﬁ . Ztﬁe—Zt,B .
=Bl — —B |7
| (1+e2'F) (1+e=%'P)
A A Z'e=7'0
- | 2P gz, - e " i
(14 e XF)" | ~—~— 18]l (1+e74'F)
Av :
= - E[C(a’B+ Bl N)],
181l
where ¢ : x — ( 1’:_2 ::)2. Note that the function ¢ is even and that a simple calculation gives Va > 0, ((x) >
e If ), <0,

)\y )\1/ +00 .TZ B 1 (.’I] _ atﬁ)Q
[ ¢ N v et B
[T, e 1, ) 2 - [ e mm“f”( 21612 )x

Set Ny~ N <atﬁ — 2|82, ||5|\§). This gives
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E¢(a'8+18I5N)] > /;Oo fe‘xleXp <_(2_HBH6)> "

2 |1l
2

/+oo 21 (2= (w6 - 1813))"+ 11815 (25— 115) |
= —————exp | — . x

0 4 Jon 18115 2[18l2

2
2 _ t -2 2
_ o~ (2at6-1813) 2 /+°°$ L oo 7(35 (a9 2“5”2»
4
o e8I 2118112

L (2at5-118)2)/2 2
> 3¢ ( 18113) /2 (N2 4]

L —(2at8-18I2)/2 2 2

ge (2a!8-11813)/ (V [Na,ﬁ] +E[Na,,8])

1 _(aats_1i8I32 2
— e G 1Dz (a1 + (a5 - 20818)°).

where in the second inequality, we used the fact that a!3 — 2| ﬁ||§ > 0. Therefore
(dgR) (v) > =0~ (2a6-1813)/2 (HﬁH% + (- !\6\\3)2> _
8Bl
L]

Definition 28. The operator norm ||-[|,,, on the trilinear symmetric operator space with respect to ||-||, is
defined as: for all T' symetric trilinear operator, ||T,, ==  sup [T (u,u,u)| as shown in equation (2)

w€dB2(0,1)
in both [17] and [39].

Lemma 29. With trilinear symmetric operator defined above, the third derivative of the risk satisfies:

V3 € R?,

PR \/2 (a1 & [51) ( {1918+ [oss - 20618]°] + [oss - 21508] + 1)

where Nog ~ N (0,1).
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Proof. if u € 8B (0,1), then for N ~ N (0, 1), N'u ~ Ny ~ N (0,1), and it is known that E [|[No|] = \/g
and E []Noﬂ = 3E[|No|] V[|No|] + E [|No|>. Owing to Equation (19) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we

have

R (w,u, )] = [E [(X"0)"o (X*8)] |

< e [ec] B @ o]
On the one hand, using the fact that Va,b > 0,¥n € N, (a +b)" < 2" (a" + b") we get

E {(Xtu)6] =E :(atu+ Ntu)ﬁ}

=K (atu + NO)G}

<E :25 ((atu)6 +N§)}

<32 (Jlall} + E [NG])

On the other hand, we have already proved in Lemma 15 that Yz, o/(z) = pyq¢, [ (1 — 3tanh® (%)) + 2tanh (£)].

Hence,
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|0/ ()] < Pats g (1 _ 3tanh? (g)) 4 2tanh (g)‘
o g1 ()] 09
T (e (2) 1) )

T e (ex/z + 690/2)2 (g <A 2)
2

= (em/z)Q (z+1)
=2 " (zx+1).
Recall Z!8 ~ N (atﬁ, ||5||§),
E[(o (x8))’] =E (o' (2'8))’]

<E [452” (78 + 1)2}

. 1 (z —a'B)”
—4 + 1 2 20 - e _
/R(”” e ¢ p( NEE

By denoting Ny g ~ A (afﬂ — 21812, Hﬁug), we get
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(+ (20813 - a8)) "+ 21815 (204 - 211813)

/ 2| _ T ¥ex — T
Eﬂam%»}—eé<+92%hwﬁ b 2813 ’
2
_ ge—2(a'B-11813) / (541)? ——exp | — (SU - (atﬂ ; 2 ||5||§)> o

K VezallElF

_ 4o-2(@8-1813) g [(Nw n 1)2]
= 472" B71IBIE) (B [N2 4] + 2E [N, 4] + 1)

_ o 2(at8-1813) ([Hﬁ”g + [at6 - 21151] 1 +2[a'8 - 2813] + 1)

Finally, we have

3R (u,u,u)| < \lSe(atﬁﬁg)\/Q (Ha\lﬁ LR [Ng]) <[HBH§ - [atﬁ —2 Hﬁuﬁ}?] +2 [atﬁ —2 IIﬁllg] + 1>,

which gives the result, according to definition 28. O

Lemma 30. Under the condition that ||a|l, > 2R, R = \/x1 + 0.08, the excess risk £ (-, fo) satisfies around
Bo:
VB € By (507 €) ﬂ By (07 R);

£ (5,00) 2 R0 | L (1 = R 13 = ol = 24l 2ol 5~ o).

Proof. Fisrt note that £ (By, By) = 0 by definition of & (-, By). According to lemma 27 we can control
(dsgR) (B — Bo) from below.
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Since (8 — Bo, Bo) < 0 and a'By — 2||Bo||3 > 0, we have

(ds,R) (B — Bo) = e~ (2a'BolnlE)/2 <50 g2 > <Hﬁo|!§ + (a0 - |mo||§)2)
8 160113
> Lo (19m12) 50— 5, 60) (14 (llall, ~ R)?)

Use now Lemma 32,
(43R (8 — o) = 7 19LRT/2) (14 (all, — R)?) 18 6ol

According to lemma 4, we can control (d%R) (8 — Bo, B — Bo) from below:

(dZR) (8~ Bo. B~ o) = Auin |18 — foll3 > 0.
In addition, we can use Lemma 29 to have

1
/0 ‘(d?m(lft)BoR) (B — Bo, B — Bo, B — Bo)| dt

Cwa e [l ( B —Bo B —Bo B —Bo )‘
=13l | @hsra0n) (5= Tl T = 3ol )|

1
<8 - ﬂd\g/o Hd?ﬁﬂl—t)ﬂoRHw dt

<8|B- ﬁO\Ig/ exp (= (@' (¢8+ (1 =)o) — [tB + (1 = t)Boll3)) Cs.a (18 + (1 — t)B0) dt,

1
0

where

2
Cya:peR: s \/2 (lal + = [N¢)) ([um% + [atv - 2|ul3] } +2[aty =2 |ull3] + 1)-

To bound O3, from above, remark that Vi € Wy, ||ull3 < 4R?, —2R? < a'v — 2||ul3 < R|all, — 2R? <
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R|lall, and remark also that owing to [a| > 2R ~ 2.548 and article [16], one has E [N§] = 15 with

N(0,1), s0 E [N§] < % |al|$ . Therefore, all together this leads to

Csa () < ¢2 (el + & [N§]) (| B2+ B> max (2R, llallo))*| +2 (R |lall, — 2R?] +1)

1
< \/2 <HaHS + HaHS) (|72 + B> lall3] +2(R lall, - 277 +1)

19
<2 ol (B2 ol + 2R ol - 352 + 1)

< 3all". (29)

Hence

1
/O | (d2s+(1-1)80R) (B = Bo, B — Bo, B — Po)| dt
< 24 lafl* 18 = Boll; / exp (= (a (tB+ (1 —)Bo) — [[tB+ (1 — t)50[3)) dt
0

§24Ha||4||/3—ﬁo|\3| sup  sup exp (— (a’ (tB+ (1 —1)Bo) — [[tB + (1 — t)Boll3))

[B8—Bollp<e0<t<1

< 24|la|* |8 = Boll; exp <— inf a' (tB+(1—t)Bo)+ sup  sup Itﬁ+(1—t)ﬂo|§>

i
I1B=Bolla<e0<t<1 18—Boll,<e0<t<1
< 24||a]|* |8 — Boll3 exp (—a'Bo + |lall, e + R?)

< 24 |jal* e~ llalla R+R2 ellally 18 = Boll?.

Finally, this gives

£ (8,0) > (R0 | (1 (all, = R7) 16 = Boll — 24 Lall ™2t 5 - ol . 0

as required. 0
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Lemma 31. Minoration of ¢ (||all, — %) — ®° (||lall, + %):

va, Bz, @ (Jlally, = 73) = @ (Jlall, + 53) > 25 (lall, + )

Proof. Simple computations give

llall+%
c I c I R
¥ (Jole = )~ (leke+ ) = [ . v@ae

Lemma 32. V3 € By (0, R), if By € 0B2 (0, R) then (By — B, fo) > % B — Bo”%»

Proof. Decompose 3 as 31 + | on By ® Vect (Bp) and note that g € [—1, 1], B = AgBo. We have

(Bo — B, bo) _ (Bo — By Bo) _ (1—Xg) R?
18— Bolls — NBLIZ+ 18y — Bollz  NBll5 + (1= Xg)* R?

Furthermore, we have ||3]|3 < R? and by pythagora’s theorem ||, ||3 € [O, R? - )\%RQ . Therefore,

(B0~ B.Bo) _ (1-29) 2
18— Bolls ~ (1—%) R2+ (1 Xg)? R2
. - Ag
1= 2%+ (1- 23+ 23)
1
> —.
=3
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Definition 33. When one has P, = %E?zl 8z, With z1,..., 2, € X, define the following “empirical-L2-

norm” as:

VP X SR, = | -0 2 (X0)
i=1

Definition 34. For § > 0, the d-covering number N (9, 57, ||-||) of a set JZ is the smallest number of
closed balls, with respect to ||-|| with radius d, that covers the space. The set of the centers of the balls is

called a d-covering set. The entropy of .7 with respect to a norm ||-|| is H (-, .77, ||-||) = log N (-, 2, ||-||).

Lemma 35. Define © (¢) := {8 € B2 (0,R) : || — foll; < €} and take

e, = {(ps — Pao) Lia<asy — E [(058(X) = pgo (X)) Itg(x)<arny) : B €O (e)},

where G (X)) := || X|| . Recall that L is the Lipschitz constant of p.
Then for all u > 0 and M, > 0, the entropy of H# vy, with respect to the empirical-L*-norm, |-||p  (see
definition 33) satisfies

412 M2
u2

H (u, Hon, ) < < +1> log (2d).

Proof. Let X, ..., X; bei.id copies of X and set Be i, = {fg,gf X % (B—0") Liaxy<m,y : 6,8 €© (8)}
One has V3, 8" € O (¢),

P8 (X) = pr (X)| = |p (X'B) — p (X'B)| < L|X'B - XA
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With Va,b > 0, (a + b)* < 2 (a? + b?), it follows that

lpsTicer<any — E [pslicoeay) — porlicoeany + E (oo oo <],

n

= :LZ (Pﬁ (X(i)> Iaxoyen,y — B los (X) Lo <mny] - (P,B’ (X(i)) Ita(xyen,) — E [ps (X) I{G(X)gMn}]>)

(X(i)>)2 Ita(x)<an) + % > (B os (X) Iigo<any] = E[os () Taozmn])’

IA
S|
=1
N
—
e
=
/Q
N
|
)
®

G i=1
= % inl (pﬁ (X(i)> TP (X(i)>)ZI{G(X(i))§Mn} +2E [(Pﬁ' (X) —ps (X))2I{G(X)§Mn}} :
Furthermore,

*Z(PB( ") = (X)) oy ey < ZLQ\X(”B X0 gy can)

< LQZG( ) 18— BHlf{GX(>)<Mn}

<2202 8- ¢

One also has

E [(PB’ (X) = ps (X))° I{G(X)sm}] <*M; |5 - A}

Hence

lpsLicoeany — E [pslicocansy] + porlicoeany — B (oo lamm ][, <AL2M2 (|8 =87 (31)

This relation enables us to state

u
H (ot 11,) < H (30 @ 1)

Define the convex hull of a set of vectors {ej}?zl as Conv {ej}?zl = {Z?:l vje;

v; >0, [jv]|; = 1} and
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take in particular the vectors {e; }?:1 of the canonical basis in R?. Then
O (g) C Bo +e.Conv {0, {:tej}?zl} .
Owing to the definition of e;, we have Vj, |lej||;, = 1. so we can use Lemma 14.28 in [9] to get

H(u,© (), [I) <

which gives the result.

Lemma 36. Let ¢ > 0 and XU, ..., XD . X™) pe ji.d. copies of X. Let also

e, = {08 — pgo) Lia<any — E [(08(X) — pgo (X)) Itg(x)<arny] : B €O (e)},

where G (X) := || X||, and

()= {BeR!: BB (0,R), 18— foll, <e}-

Recall that we set L, the Lipschitz norm of p. One has VT > 1, Vn > 2,

yirune _ yprune 3LM,T (5/3log (2d)logn + 4
P| sup | ®) (6o) > ( ) < exp (=21 (T —1)*log (2d) log® n) .
BEB(e) € vn

Proof. According to equation (31), Vpg € J m,, ||ppllp, < 2LMye =: R, and E (pg (X)) = 0. Hence,
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using Lemma 35 and Definition 34, we have

log (1 +N (uv‘%p&Mn? HHPn)) <1+ H (uﬂ%ﬂ&Mn? HHPn)

4L2M2 2
<1+ (2”6 + 1) log (2d)
Uu

(4L2M552

IN

u

+ 2) log (2d)

Take u := 27°R,, where 0 < s < S := min {S >1:275< } (ie. u € {%Rn,Rn}),

Sl

then one has V0 < s < S,

412 M2e?

log (1 + N (273Rn,%,Mn7 HHPn)) < ( 2-25R2

+ 2) log (2d)
< (2% +2) log (2d)
< 2% (1+2'7%) log (2d)

< 2% x 3log (2d)

Now one can apply [9, Corollary 14.4], where in our case A := 3log (2d). Note that 4logn < 3logyn <
5logn. We get

sup
PEIZ My,

ZPE (x@)

One can apply the Massart’s concentration inequality, recalled for instance in [9, Theorem 14.2]. Then,

+ t) < e—nt2/8’

( \/>logn+4> +R, t> e~t?/8,

< i% (5\/Zlogn+4>.

vt > 0,
1 Z": ps (XD)
, R,

P sup |—
pEH py | TV T

12": ps (X0)

Ry,

>E| sup
PEA ey | T

i=1

which gives

L3 (x0) 2

%\“

sup
PEI My,



A change of variable t =

=(T-1)

/N

5v/Alogn + 4) leads to: VI' > 1,

%\

(T — 1) (5\/Zlogn + 4)2
8

ICOIE

sup —= (5\/Zlogn + 4) <exp | —
PEHz My, \F
Note that Vpg € H 1,

j A ;
=3 (X)) = viirene (8) = virene ().
=1

Consequently, VI' > 1,

P ( sup [V (8) = Vi (Bo)| >

pee(e) NG 8

BLMqeT (5/310g (2d) logn + 4) ) ( (3172~ 1)? (5+/310g (2d) log m + 4) )
< exp

< exp (—21 (T — 1)? log (2d) log? n) .

Lemma 37. Grant the notations of Lemma 36 and set \g := 3LM, (5«/310g (2d)logn + 4) n=2. One
has VT > 1, Vn > 2,

‘Vgrunc (B) _ Vgrunc (ﬁ[))‘ 3 4R2nd 9 )
P <B€;u£ o 18— Bol. v 2 >Th | < 1 log (LQJ\/[?> exp (—21 (T —1)"log (2d) log n) .
2\Y, n

Proof. Let \g > 0,n >2and T" > 1. Let us use a peeling: define © := By (0, R) and divide it into slices

as follows:

@j = {ﬂ € By (O,R) .91 < Hﬁ — 60”1 < 27]'} .
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Note that Jjinf, jsup € Z, Ir > 0, 27Fswr™1 < \g < 27Jswr and 277/ ~1 < p 1= 2RV/d < 279/ with

jsup

0 C U @jUBl (Bo,Q_jS“p)

and ©CB; (60,2*]'"”‘*1). One can also prove that jj,; = |—logyr] = L— log, 2R\/&J < —1 because
R,d > 1 and jsup = | —logy (No)] . Hence

runc _ runc jsuﬂ runc _ runc
P(guptvz (8) - Vi (BO)|ZT>\0>< P(gup [Vireme (8) = Vit <ﬁo>|2m0)

geo 18 = Bolly V Ao TS peo; 18 = Bolly V Ao

Jinf
Vtrunc _ Vt”‘”c
+P sup Vs B -y (Bo) > T |
BEB1(60,2*j5up) ”/8*/80”1 V Ao

Use the fact that Vj € [jinf, jsupls Ao < 277 and VB3 € By (ﬁg, 2_jsup), 18 = Boll; V Ag < 27 Fsur;

Vtrunc _ Vtrunc Jsup Vtrunc _ Vtrunc
P<Sup| A (B) = Viirine (Bo) zm) S P<Sup [Varene (8) = Vit n< (o) zm)

— A & ) 2—J
Bed 13— Bolly V Ao iy \Be®;

Vtrunc _ Vtrunc
+P sup } n (B)7J : n (BO)| >TXo | .
BeBy (@0,27““?) 2iemw

By applying Lemma 36 with \g = 3LM, <5\/310g (2d)logn + 4) n=12, we get

sup —
BeO; 2-J

trunc _ trunc
P( [Va™" (8) = Va™" (Bo)] ZT)\0> < exp (=21 (T — 1) log (2d) log? n) .

Then
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Jsup

|Vt'runc (ﬁ) _ Vt'runc (50)‘ ) )
P sup —= n >Th | < E exp ( —21 (T — 1) log (2d) log“ n
<B€@ 18 = Bolly vV Ao i=Jing < )

+ exp (—21 (T — 1) log (2d) log? n)
< (Joup — Jing +2) exp (—21 (T — 1)2 log (2d) log? n) :
Simplify now the expression of jeup — jins + 2,

jsup - .]”mf +2= ’710g2 2‘R\/g-| - |710g2 ()‘Oﬂ +2

< logy 8RVd + 1 — logy (M)
16RVd

< log,

0
2RvV/nd
< logy
LMy+/3log (2d)logn

2RV nd
< log, M

3 4R?nd
218 (\/ T2z

3 4R*nd

1 log 7L2Mn2 .

This finally gives the result. O

IN

IA

Lemma 38. With G (X) = || X| and a and X defined in the section Notations: if M, = |a| +

V2logd+ v/2logn then

e 2\ /log dlog(1+4n)

n

E (G (X) Ligx)>m,y) <2 (M, +1)

and
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e—2V/log dlog(1+n)

n

E (G (X) Iaeosmn) <2 (M2 + Jlall +1)

Proof. First note that for y > ||a| .,

PGX) > ) < P (max|Z;| >y ol

<dP (121 >y = [lall)

—|la 2
< 2de (y=Il 2||o<,)
Take now M > |la| ., + 1, we have
*© dP(G(X) >
E (G (X) Liax)>m}) = —/M (0 ( Eiy) y)dy

— [yP (G (X) > )5 + /MOO 1 x P(G(X) > y)dy

(M—lallo)?

<2atde 4 [y all) x PG OO > )y

M—|lallo)? o0 —llallo)?
Y e +2/ (v —llalle) x de "= 5=" gy
M
“llallo)? —llallog)* T
O +2[—de(y 2 )]
M

M—|lallo0)? M—llallgo)?
% 2d67%

=2Mde™

(M—llallgo)?

=2(M+1)de” 2

and
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E (G (X)2 I{G(X)>M}) = 7/00 deP(GEl;Mdy
= [-*P(G(X)>y)],, + /Mooy x P(G(X)>y)dy

(M—Jlallo)? o0
2

+/°° (= llall) % PG CX) > y)dy+ [ llall < PG> )y
M M

(M—Jlallo)?
2

= 2M?de”

(M—Jlallo)? (v=llallo)?
2 2

< OM2de- + 2de- +2Ha||oo/ (= llall.) x de~ dy
M N————

>1

(M=llallo)?
2

(M—lalloe)? (M—lallo)?
2 2

< M?de™ +2|al|, de”

(M—Jlallo)?
2 .

=2(M?+ |||, +1)de”

Hence, for M, := ||al||, + v2logd + y/2log (1 +n) > |lal|,, + 1, we have

(Mn—llallo)?

E(G (X) I{G(X)>Mn}) < Q(Mn+1) de” 2
(VZTogd+y/2loa(i4m) )
2

< 2 (M, + 1) de~ o8 d-2V/log dlog(1-+n)—log(1-+n)
o—2/logdiogTim)

<2(M,+1) -
6—2\/10gd10g(1+n)
<2(M, +1) .

and
2 2 _ (Mp—allee)®
E (G (X)’ Laosay ) <2 (M2 +llall + 1) de™ 2
ef2w/10gdlog(1+n)

1+n

e—2V/log dlog(14+n)
o .

=2 (M2 +|lall, +1)

<2 (M7 + lall +1)
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Lemma 39. Assume that ||ally > 2R ~ 2.548. Set

F(X):=G(X) Iigx)>my +E[G(X) Iigix)smny) -

where G (X) = || X||o,. Moreover, take the following constants: M, = |la||,, + v/2logd + /2log (1 + n),
o := 3LM,n~/2 (5\/3 log (2d) log n + 4). It holds: YT > 0,

1< : AT L? M2+ |al, +1
1 (1))> 0 < n 00
P(33r (x0) 2 M) <, Vel

Proof. Note that with our choice of A9, we have by Lemma 38:\¢T/L > 2E [G (X) I{G(X)>Mn}]. Hence,

>

1 , XoT 1 ) T
P(35r () 2 ) = (355 (6 () oty #5160 o) 2 2 )
0

>

—p %Z (6 (XD) Lig(x)sanny —E[G () Lapsan]) 2 TT — 9 [G(X)I{G(X>>M”}]>

<
Il
—

E (G (Xx)? I{G(X)>Mn})

<
< -
n (245 = 2B [G (X) Iia(x)>1,] )

From Lemma 38, we get

70



2
" N < )\oT> . E (G (X)? Iig0o-a1,))

— 2.
" (AOTT —2E [G (X) I{G(X>>Mn}]>

—2./log dlog(1+ 1)
2 (M2 + [la|,, +1) e

) e—2V/log dlog(14n) ) 2

n

n (M -4 (M, +1
<2L2M5+HGHOO+1 e~ 2Vlog dlog(1+m)
- n2\1? (1 . 4LM§J%1 672\/m>2.
NAQ

It holds, for n > 2,

LMTL + 1672\/logd10g(1+n) < LMn +1
noT’ - nAog

M, +1
3LM, (5\ /310g(2d) log n+4)
nT.
vn
1+ 51

T (5\/mlogn + 4)

1 + 1
v2log3
V2 (5y/3log2.1og 2 + 4)

=L

A INA
OO.\ _ W =

Finally, we conclude that

n

1 , AT M2+ |lall, +1
P(-3F (X@)) > 200 ) o yr2tin co T2
( i=1 “)" AT

O]

Lemma 40. Recall from Lemma 36 that V,\""¢ (8) = (Pn — P)(pglia<m,}) and Vo (8) = (P — P) pg.
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Recall also from Lemma 39 that F (X) = G (X) Iigx)y>um,} T E [G (X) Iig(x)>m,} ] with G (X) = || X .-
It holds true that VT > 1,

» ( p VA B) =V (Bo) = (Vi () = Va (B0))] T)\()) o p (1 SR (x0) > m) |

BEB,(0,R) 18 = Boll; V Ao

Proof. Basic computations and Hélder’s inequality give

(Ve (8) = Vr™e (Bo) — (Vi (B) — Vi (B0))|
= |(Pn = P) (psligsm,y) — (Pn— P) (pgoIicnnny) |

|Pu [(p8 = pgo) iy )| + | P [(08 (X) = pso (X)) Licx)> ]|

IA

IN

1 ¢ :
SO L[X (8= 80| Tigxenys g + ELLIX (8= )l Tigonyoan)
=1

1« .
<L (nz | X9 Tra(xosam) 18 = Bolly +E [1X o Iioosna] 118 - m)
=1

- LIIB;MH gF (X(i)> ’

and the result directly follows. O
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