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A nonparam etric adaptation theory is developed for the con-
struction of con dence intervals for linear functionals. A between
classm odulus of continuiy captures the expected length of adaptive
con dence intervals. Sharp lower bounds are given for the expected
length and an ordered m odulus of continuity is used to construct
adaptive con dence procedures which are wihin a constant factor
of the lower bounds. In addition, m Inin ax theory over nonconvex
param eter spaces is developed.

1. Introduction. The problem ofestim ating a linear functional occupies
a central position in nonparam etric finction estim ation. It ism ost com plte
In the G aussian settings:

M) dy ()= £@)dt+ n "CdW ©); 2t 3
whereW (t) is standard B rownian m otion and
Q) Y @)= f@+n Tz; i2 M ;

where z; are iid. standard nom al random variables and M isa nite or
countably n nite ndex set. In particular, m inin ax estin ation theory has
been well developed in Ibragim ov and Hasn inskii (1984), D onoho and Liu
(1991) and D onocho (1994).

Con dence sets also play a fundam ental role in statistical inference. In
the context of nonparam etric function estin ation variable size con dence
Intervals, bands and balls have received particular attention recently. For
any ocon dence set there are two m ain Interrelated issues which need to
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be considered together, coverage probability and the expected size of the
con dence set.

O ne comm on technique for constructing con dence bands and Intervals is
through the bootstrap . In this context it hasbeen noted that intervalsbased
on the bootstrap offen have poor coverage probability. See, for exam ple, Hall

(1992) and Hardle and M arron (1991). Picard and Trboulky ((000) con—
struct adaptive con dence Intervals for functions at a point using a wavelet
m ethod which achieve optim al coverage accuracy up to a logarithm ic factor
although in this case the issue of optin al expected length is not addressed.
O n the otherhand Li (1989), Beran and D um bgen (1998) and G enovese and
W asserm an (2002) have constructed con dence balls w hich guarantee cover—
age probability. C loser to the present work, adaptive con dence bands have
been constructed In the special case of shape restricted functions. In this
context Hengartner and Stark (1995) and Dumbgen (1998) give a variabl
w idth con dence band which adapts to local an oothness w hile m antaining
a given level of coverage probability.

In this paper we focus on the construction of con dence intervals for
Iinear functionals which adapt to the unknown function. T his adaptation
problem can bem ade precise by considering collections of param eter spaces
fF4;32 Jg, where J is som e index set. For such a collection of param eter
spaces the con dence interval should have a given coverage probability over
the union of the param eter spaces. Sub gct to this constraint the goal is
to m Inin ize the m axim um expected length sin ultaneously over each of the
param eter spaces.

For exam ple, consider the sin ple and m ost easily explained case of two
nested spaces, F1 F .An adaptive con dence Intervalm ust attain optim al
expected length perform ance over both F; and F whilke satisfying a given
coverage probability over F' .M ore speci cally write I 7 forthe collection of
all con dence intervals which cover the Iinear functionalT £ w ith m Inin um
coverage probability ofat least 1 over the param eter space F .D enote by
LCI;G)= supsygEs @ (CI)) themaxinum expected length ofa con dence
IntervalCI over G where L (CI) isthe length ofthe CI.Then a benchm ark
forthe evaluation ofthem axin um expected length overF ; foranyCI2 I 5
is given by

3) L F;F)= =Wnf LECI;F):

CI2T
In particular,whenF;=F stL )=1 E ;F),whith givesthem inin ax
expected length of con dence intervals of level 1 over F .For convex F ,
D onoho (1994) constructed xed length intervals centered at a ne estin a—
tors which have length within a sm all constant factorof L. ).

Themapr result In the present paper is the construction of con dence
intervals w hich have expected length w ithin a constant factor of L. F 4;F )
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sin ultaneously over a collection of convex param eter spaces F y where F =

[F 4. The construction of such intervals is general and is applicable to col-
Jections of arbitrary convex param eter spaces. It is shown in Caiand Low

(2003) that in particular cases, such as collections of convex functions, the
general procedure can bem odi ed to yield sin pl and easily n plem entable
procedures.

The m ain technical tools used In the derivation of the general adaptive
con dence Intervals are geom etric quantities, the ordered and between class
m oduli of continuity which are de ned as llow s. For a linear functional
T and param eter spaces F and G there are ordered m oduli of continuity
! (";F ;G) associated w ith the G aussian m odels (1) and (2) de ned by

@) ' (";F ;G)=supfTg Tf:kg fk "£2F ;92 Gg;

where k  kis the L, ( ;) function nom in the white noise model (1)
and the % sequence nom over the index set M in the G aussian m odel 2).
Aswe shallgive a uni ed treatm ent of both m odels it is convenient in the
notation used throughout the paper not to distinguish the function nom
and the sequence nom . It is Im plicit that for results conceming the white
noise model (1) the notation k kalways refers to the L, function nom
w hereas for the sequence m odel (2) it always refers to the % sequence nom .
W henG=F,! (";F;F) isthem odulus of continuity over F introduced by
Donoho and L1 (1991) and w illbe denoted by ! (";F ).

Fortwo param eter spacesF and G and a given linear functionalT , the be-

tween classm odulusofcontinuity isde nedas ! (";F ;G) = maxf! (";F ;G);! (";G;F )qg,
or equivalently
©) 'y GFG)=supfffg Tfikg £k "MEL2F;g2Gg:

The between class and ordered m oduliwere rst Introduced in Caiand
Low (2002) in the context of adaptive estin ation underm ean squared error
where they were shown to be Instrum ental in characterizing the possble
degree of adaptability over two convex classes F and G in the sam e way
that the m odulus of continuity ! (";F ) used by D onoho and Lii (1991) and
D onoho (1994) captures the m inim ax di culy of estin ation over a singke
convex param eter space F .

T he paper is organized as follow s. Section 2 covers adaptation over two
convex param eter gpaces F'1 and F, where the theory ism ost easily under-
stood.A lower bound based on the between classm odulus as de ned n (5)
isgiven forL, F1;F ) whereF = F; [ F,.An adaptive con dence interval
attaining thisbound isalso constructed by using the ordered m odulias given
n (4).Varous exam ples are used to illustrate the adaptation theory.

M ore generally ket fF 5;j2 Jg be a collection of convex param eter spaces
w ith nonem pty intersections and let F = [F 5. The goal is then to sinul
taneously m nim ize L (CI;F ) for con dence intervals CI 2 I y .For each
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param eter space F 4, L  4;F ) provides a lower bound on the m axin um

expected length over F 5 forany CI2 I z . In Section 3 a com plete treat-
m ent is given for nested F 5, possibly in nite in number. For any collection

of nested convex param eter spaces a variabl length con dence interval is
constructed which for a given level of coverage has expected length w ithin
a constant factor of the m inim um expected length sin ultaneously over all
param eter spaces in the collection.

Section 4 treats the case ofa general nite collection of convex param eter
spaces. A m ore com plicated procedure results in an interval which also has
expected length w ithin a constant factor ofthem inim um expected length al-
though the constant factor now dependson the num ber of param eter spaces
in the ocollection. F inally in Section 5 it is shown, by exam pl, that the rate
of grow th in this constant factor as a function of the num ber of param eter
spaces cannot In generalbe avoided. In addition, the adaptation theory de—
veloped in thispaper is used to extend them Inin ax theory to a nite union
of convex param eter spaces. T his extension is given in Section 5.

2. A daptation over two param eter goaces. In this section we consider
adaptation over two param eter spaces. For the developm ent of this theory,
it is convenient for a given  to provide a benchm ark for the m axin um
expected length over F; of con dence Intervals w ith a given coverage prob—
ability of 1 over ' = F1 [ F,, namely to provide a lower bound for
L (F1;F)asde ned In (3).Thisbenchm ark is given in Section 2.1 for ar-
bitrary param eter spaces.

W e give a com plte treatm ent of adaptation when the two param eter
spaces are convex. In this case adaptive Intervals attaining the lower bound
given in Section 2.1 are constructed. The adaptive procedure is given in
Section 2 2. E xam ples illustrating the theory are given in Section 2 .3.

Tt isconvenienttowritea; bwhenever0< lm infa;=b, Ilimn supa=h <
1 , where 1 ranges over either a continuous or discrete Index set.

21. Lower bound on the kength of con dence intervals. The follow ng
sin ple twopoint Nom alm ean problem is the basis for a surprisingly use—
fi1l general lower bound on the expected length of 1 level con dence
Intervals. W e shall see later that the twopoint bound is easy to apply for
adaptation theory because each point can be chosen to lie In di erent pa—
ram eter gpaces. P revious work on con dence intervals for bounded N om al
means as n Pratt (1961), Zeytinoglu and M intz (1984) and Stark (1992)
isuseful orm inin ax theory but it is not applicable for general adaptation
problam s.

Let X N(;Z)andsupposethat 2 =1 g; i.gwhere (< 1.Con-—
sider the follow ing sin ple statistical decision theory problem : construct con—

dence ntervals CI X ) for which have sn allest expected length under g
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sub gct to the coverage constraint
P (2CIK)) 1 for 2

T hroughout thepapersetz = ta ) where isthe cum ulative density
function of a standard N om aldistribution. In addition write L (CI) for the
length ofa con dence intervalC1I.

Proposition 1. Let X N ( ;2) and suppose that 2 = f 4; 19
where o< ;.LetCIX )beal ¥veloon dence interval for . Then

1 0

(6) E LCIKXK)) (1 0 1

N
for i= 0;1. M orover there exists a con dence interval which attains the
Jower bounds sim ultaneously for both i= 0 and i= 1.

Proof. Itisclarthat it su cesto consider con dence intervalsCI X )
ofthree possble form s: [ g; 1], £ gg and £ ;9. The problem isthen tom in—
mmizeP | CIX )= [o; 1] subfctto the constraintsP | CIX )= f 19)

andP  CIX)= £ ¢9)

It follow s from theNeym an{Pearson lem m a that, sub fct to the constraint
thatP  CIX )= £ ¢9) ’

P,CIK)=f o)

Hence
ELCIXK)N=(1 0P ,CIX)=Tl0;1)
=(1 0@ P,CIX)=f19) P, CIX)=T1o9)

1 0

(1 0) 1 z

Thebound for | llow s sim ilarly.
It is easy to see that an Interval attaining the lower bound for o and 1
is given by

8
<ng; if X 1 Z
CIX)= _loi1k if ;1 z <X < otz ,
.flg; if X 0+Z ’
when ; z < o+ z .Othemwise st
8
+
REoy X
CI =
®) b ot

- f19; if X >
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In this case the con dence interval always has zero length and coverage of
at least 1

Based on the twopoint bound given In P roposition 1 the follow ing theo—
rem gives a lower bound for In nie-dim ensional G aussian m odels.

Theorem 1. Let0< < % and kt F, F e two param eter spaces.
T hen
1 Z
(7) L F1;F) = e = FiF
2 n
where L, (F1;F ) isde nedin 8) and !, (";F1;F ) is the between classm od-
ulus as given in (5).

Proof. W eshallfocuson the proof forthewhite noisew ith drift m odel
(1). T he proof for the sequence m odel (2) is analogous. Fix "> 0. For any
> 0 there are functions f; 2 F1 and f, 2 F such that

I TEHEI W p—E;Fl;F

and such that

kf, fik, P=:
n
D enote by P ; the probability m easure associated w ith the w hite noise process
1
dY )= fi()dt+ p=dW (); It 3;i= 12:
n

Let , = nkf; ﬁk%.Thenasu cient statistic for the fam ily of m easures
fP; :i= 1;2g is given by the log-lkelhood ratio S, = log(dP,=dP;) w ith
8
% N 7n; n under P4,
Sn
n

7; n underP,.

An equivalent su cient statistic is thus given by
TH+TEf, Tf T4

in

Qn= + S
n 2 .
w here 8
f, TH{)?
i Tfl;M under P,
Qn " 2
T, T4§)

% N TfHh;——— underP,.
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Tt ollow s from P roposition 1 that for any con dence intervalCI Q ,) based
on Qn,

f T £
ELLCIQn) ¥6H THI1 I TR
N
w here =%—T—flj.Henoe
LCIQ.) & TEIQ fake, £k z)),
l, p—F;F a ™ z)),
n
Letting ! 0, it follow s that forany "> 0O,
LCIQFY) L p=#uF " z)),

By thesu ciency ofQ ,, it ollow sthat forany con dence ntervalCI2 I &

"

@) LCIiF1) suply ?—H;FliF a " z))

"0

T he theorem follow s on taking "= z .

Remark 1. A lthough the prin ary use of this theoram is for adaptive
con dence intervals, it can also beused to show that from am nim ax point of
view there is relatively little to gain by using variabl length intervals. In the
m Inin ax setting D onocho (1994) showed that over a given convex param eter
space F, xed length con dence Intervals for a linear functional T £ w ith
coverage ofat least 1 musthavem axin um length at least 2! é% ;F ) and
that xed length con dence Intervals can be centered on a ne estim ators
wih m axinum Jlength at m ost 2! (313%—2;}? ).By takingF1=F , Theoram 1
yields that the m inIn ax expected length ofa 1 level con dence interval
over any param eter space F satis es
1

© L F) iF

Tk

Thisshow sthat orany given < 1=2 the optim alvariabl length con dence
Intervalsm ust have m axin um expected length at least a xed constant fac—
tor of the length of the shortest xed length con dence interval when the
param eter space F is convex.
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22. Adaptive con  dence interval. There are at least two natural ways
to de ne adaptive con dence intervals over a collection of convex param eter
spaces fF ;;i= 1;:::;kg. Let F = j_k=1Fi' Calla con dence Interval CI 2
I  adaptive over the collection fF;;i= 1;:::;kg if, oralll ik,

Z
10) LCI;F;) Ci()!s p—H;Fi;F ;

where C; ( ) are constantsdependingon only. In otherwordsa con dence
Intervalw hich adapts over the param eter spaces F' ; attains the lower bound
given In Theorem 1 oreach i whilk m aintaining coverage over F . W e shall
show that such adaptive con dence Intervals can alw aysbe constructed w hen
k is nite.

It is also reasonable, In light of the m Inin ax discussion given above, to
term a con dence ntervalCI2 I » adaptive over the collection of param —
eter spaces F'; if, foralll i k,

1) LCI;F) Ci()! pZ—H;Fi

where C;( ) are constants dependingon only. W e shallcall such a con -
dence Interval strongly adaptive. It is clear that a con dence intervalwhich is
strongly adaptive is also adaptive. H ow ever strongly adaptive con dence in—
tervalsdonotalwaysexist.Low (1997) hasgiven exam pleswherel, (F 1;F )

L (1), In which case strongly adaptive estin ators do not exist. O ther ex—
am plks are given In Section 2.3 and throughout the paper. On the other
hand,when L. F.1;F) L (1) strongly adaptive estim ators do exist and
any estin ator which is adaptive is also strongly adaptive.

In this section the focus is on adaptation over tw o param eter spaces w here
the theory is m ost easily understood. For two param eter spaces F 1 F,
Theoram 1 givesa lowerbound forthem axim um expected length overF; of
con dence Intervalsw ith guaranteed coverage overF' .W enow show that the
lower bound can in fact be attained w ithin a constant factor not depending
on n when F; is convex and F is the union of F; and another convex set
Fs.

Let fF 1;F »g be a pair of convex param eter spaces w ith nonem pty inter-
section and ket F = F; [ F,.0ur rstobfctive is to construct a con dence
Interval fora lnear functionalT £ which hasguaranteed coverage probability
ofl over ' and hasm axin um expected length overF; w ithin a constant
factor of the Iower bound given in Theorem 1, namely, forany CI2 I 5z,

1 z
12) LCI;F1) > 'y P=iF1iF
n
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T he construction of the adaptive con dence interval relies on the ordered
modulus ! (";F ;F ) asgiven in (4).For 1 i3 2,set

z
lig=! ‘p?;Fi;Fj

Caiand Low (2004) give an algorithm for the construction of a linear esti-
m ator TAi,.j w hich has variance bounded by
A l 2
13) Var(Ty;)  ——!is
2

and bias which satis es

14 inf f...) Tf L.

(14) mj(E ;) ) 3y

and

15) sip € (Fy5)  TE) 3lis:
f2F;

W e shall use the linear estin ators "fi,.j to construct a con dence interval
w hich has guaranteed coverage probability over F and which also has ex-—
pected length over F1 within a constant factor of the lower bound given by
(@6).For j= 1 and 2 de ne the con dence IntervalsCIj, by

@e) CI, = m

A ETes 3 ..gs ot 3. -
3 Ty 2-J;Jgrm??2<ij;l+ 2 -39 ¢

1;2 i=

The ©llow ing result shows that the con dence interval CI,;, attains the
lowerbound on them axim um expected length overF; given in (7) wihi a
constant factor not depending on n and satis es the constraint that it has
them inim um ocoverage of 1 forallf 2 F .

Lemma 1. LetF; and F, ke convex param eter spaces with F1 \ F, 6 ?
and BtF = F - [Fz.LetfnejntervalCIj; ede nedasin 16) for j= 1 and
2.Then CIy, 21 r and CIj, hasexpected Ength over F 4y which satis es

Z =2
@7) L(CIj; iE ) +4 !, —pi;Fj;F

2=
Lemma 1 follow s from the proof of P roposition 4 given in Section 4.1.

Remark 2. Theoram 1 and Lemma 1 together show that under the
conditions of Lemma 1,

Z =
(18) L EF;F) L ??;Fl;F



10 T.T.CAIAND M .G.LOW

A Ihough the intervalCI;, has guaranteed coverage probability over F
and optin al expected length over F i, it m ay not have optin al expected
length over F' because the expected length over F , isnot controlled.On the
other hand, by symm etry CI,, hasguaranteed coverage probability over F
and optin alexpected length over F', .By Bonferroni, the con dence interval
CI =CI, , \ C I, o also has coverage probability of at least 1 and
s0 CI 2 I y .Furthem ore, it is easy to see that it has optim al expected
length over both F; and F, and hence also over F . In other words the
con dence ntervalCI isal level adaptive con dence Intervalover F;
and F 2.

Proposition 2. LetF; and F, be convex param eter spaces with Fq1 \
F,6 ? and ktF = Fl[Fz.LetﬂlejnteNalCIj; ede nedasin 16) and
ktCI =CIl;=2\CIZ;=2.ThenCI isal kvel adaptive con  dence
intervalover F; and F,.Thatis, CI 21 » and forboth j= 1 and 2,

(19) L F5;F) LECI;F5) C ()L F5F)

where C () is a constant depending only on . Consequently L CI ;F 5)
[ (—Zp%;Fj;F).

Remark 3. Ttisshown in Caiand Low (2004) that the ordered m odulus
is concave. It follow s that, ifb 1, then forall"> 0O,

Ly OF;G)=max(! ©F ;G);! ©";G;F))
(20) max b! (";F ;G);b! (";G;F))
bl (";F;G):

It then ©low s from the bounds given in (7) and (17) and inequality (20)
that the constant C ( ) In (19) can be taken as

9+ 4z _,
C()=s ————:
1=2 )z

2 3. Discussion. In nonparam etric function estin ation the goalof adap—
tive estim ation is often fram ed in tem s of achieving optim ality results si-
m ultaneously over a collection ofparam eter spaces fF yg.T hebenchm ark for
success isgiven by how wellone could do ifthe param eter space is com pletely
speci ed.W e temm ed any such con dence interval strongly adaptive.

So far, attention has focused on constructing adaptive con dence proce—
dures which attain the lower bound on expected length given in T heorem
1.Thisbound gives the best one can do In this adaptive con dence interval
problem . The lower bound however m ay di er quite dram atically from the
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m Inin ax expected length if the param eter space F 5 is prespeci ed. In par-
ticular suppose, as is com m on, that the between classm odulus of continuiy
is Holderdan. T hat is, the m odulus satis es

'y (EGF )= Ci"® 1+ o@)); 1 L3 2

for som e constants C ;3> 0 and 0< g;3  1.Such isthe case In the exam ples
given In Section 32 and also In m any other comm only treated problem s.
W hen them odulus !; (";F ;G) is Holderian write g ;G) for the exponent
of them odulus. T hat is,

1, (";F ;G) ﬁI(F;G):

Also =t gG)= gG;G).

W ithout lossofgenerality,assumeqF ;1) gE»).T hroughout the rem ain—
der ofthe paperC isused to denote a generic constant which m ay vary from
plhcecetoplaceand setF = F 1 [ Fy.NotethatqE 1;F )= m nfqE1);9E€ 1;F2)g
and gF ) = mnfqE1);9F2);q9F 1;F2)g. In this sstup strongly adaptive
con dence Intervals exist if and only if g 1;F ) = qF 1) or equivalently
qti1) afE;F2).

T here are four cases of Interest.

Case 1. gF2) gF1) qgE1;F2).In thiscase gqF1;F)= gqF 1) and
strongly adaptive con dence intervals exist. T hese Intervals have m axin um
expected length which can attain the sam e optin al rate of convergence as
the m Inin ax con dence interval over known F ;. Speci ¢ shape restricted
exam ples are given In Section 32 which ilustrate this case and m ore general
theory.

Case 2. gqF1;F2)= gF2) < gFi1). In this case gF1;F ) < gF 1) and
thus strongly adaptive con dence intervals do not exist.A daptive con dence
Intervals of evel 1 over F'1 and F 5, have m axin um expected length over
F; which satis es

1 z B
21) LCI;Fq) E [ p_H;Fl;F n qE )—2:
In contrast, if it isknown that £2 F{, 1 Jevel con dence intervals can
be constructed which satisfy
L(CI;F;) Cnd®u=2 cp aF)=z,

Hence from thispoint of view the cost of adaptation is substantial. T he rate
of convergence of the m axin um expected length of CI over F'; is the same
as that for the m axin um expected length over F .
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Example 1. Consider estin ating the lnear functional T £ = £ (0) over
Lipschitz classes based on the G aussian observations given in (1).For 0<
land 7 a<b 3,theLipschitz finction class over the interval ;b]
isde ned as

22) F (M ;b))
=ff:[ 3;3]! R;¥F& f@3 Mk yibrx;y2 b;bg:

Tt isalso convenient towrite F ( ;M ) BrF ( ;M ;[ 2;1)).

Let 0< ,< 1 1l,sstFy;=F ( M ) ori= 1;2. In this case standard
calculations as, for exam pl, outlined In Cai and Low (2002) show that
PMF)=Cc™ =@t gt o)) and ! (F;FL)=Cc" 2@ 2t 14 6(1)).
Hence

. — . P 2 2 P 2 l .
qE1;F )= qF1;F2) = 2,41 <qgFi)= 2.+
Case 3. qE2) < qF1;F2) < gF1). In this case qF 1;F ) < qF 1) and
strongly adaptive con dence Intervals do not exist.Any 1 level adaptive
con dence intervalCI overF ; and F,,must havem axin um expected length
ofCI over F'; satisfying

1 z o -
@) LCLF) S 'y P=;F;F n GF1F2)=2 L aF1)=2,
n

The cost of adaptation in this case is that the rate of convergence of the
maxinum expected length of CI over Fq is slower than that if it is known
that £ 2 F'; but faster than for the m axin um expected length over F,.An
exam pl for this case can be given as follow s.

Example 2. Suppose that the white noise w ith drift process (1) is ob—
served and that the linear functional Tf = f (0). Let the Lipschiz class
F ( ;M ;B;b]) be de ned as above and lt D be the set of all decreasing
functions on [ %;%].Set

Fp (1M 17 2iM2)=F ( 1;M 1;[ 2;0D\F (2;M 2;0;3)\ D :

LetF1=Fp (1;M1; 2;Mz)andF,o=Fp ( 1;N1; 2;Ny)wih 1l 1> 2>
1> 2> 0.Then asih Caiand Low (2002) it is easy to check that

LeyF)=Ccm @Y @ o);
L(Fy)=Cmm@ Y ay oq));
L(WE1F )= Cm™ 2Tl 2 Y 14 o());

L(E2F )= Cm Tl D a4+ oq)):
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Note that in thiscase ! (";F1;F2)6 ! ";F;F1) 1+ o)).Since 1> 5, it
then follow s from (24) that

22

iF )= Fo)= ——2
qE1;F )= g 1;F2) 2+ 1

Hence 0< gqF2) < gF1;F )< gF 1)< 1.

Case 4. gF1;F2)< gF2) gEq).In thiscase, strongly adaptive con —
dence intervals do not exist and the cost of adaptation is extraordinary. If
f is known to be in F;, one can attain the rate of convergence na =2 for
them axin um expected length ofthe optimall level con dence Interval
over F ;. W ithout the Inform ation 1 Jevel adaptive con dence intervals
over F1 and F, must have m axinum expected length over F; at least of
ordern 9®1¥2)=2 An example is given below .

Example 3. Onceagain considerthewhienoisem odelwith T £ = £ (0).
Let

F(1M1; 2/M2)=F (1;M ;[ 2;0D\F ( 2;M 2;0;3))

and consider 0 < 2 1 land 0< 1 2 1.SetFl=F(1;M 17 2:M 2)
andF,=F ( 1;N1; 2;N).Standard calculations show that ! (";F ;)= Cc " 1=€ 1+ D (14
o)) and ! F,)=Cc" =€ 2*D (1 4 5(1)). The between class m odulus is

given as

25) LMEF)=Cc™ T Va4 o))

where =max@mih(q; 1);min(2; 2)).

W hen 1 2> 1 2, the quantity in @5) equals ; and hence

21

JFo)= ———
qE 1;F2) 2+ 1

Therefore in thiscase qE 1;F2) < min@EF 1);9F 2)):

3. A daptation over nested param eter spaces. Section 2 gave the adap-
tation theory fortwo convex param eter spaces. T his theory can be extended
to m ore general collections of param eter spaces. In this section the focus is
on adaptation over a collection of a nite or countably in nite number of
nested convex param eter spaces, F i Fy ks, WHere In the case of
k=1 ,F,; denotes LlFi. T he ob Ective is, for a given linear functional
T £, to construct variable length con dence intervals which have coverage
probability ofat least 1 over Fy and which sin ultaneously m Inin ize the

expected length over each of the param eter spaces F'y. A target for these
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expected lengths has been provided by the lower bound given in T heorem
1, nam ely

1 Z
26) L Fy4Fx) > Ly p_H;Fj;Fk

where !, (";F 5;Fy) isthe between classm odulus as given in (5).

The m apr result of this section is to show that adaptive con dence in—
tervals exist and to construct such adaptive Intervals. A s in Section 22 the
construction of these adaptive con dence procedures relies on the ordered
modulus! (";F i;F ) asgiven In (4).Forl i;j ksetly=! (—ZP%;Fi;Fj)
and It TAL.j be Inear estim ators w ith variances and biases bounded as In
3){as).

The con dence procedure is built in two steps. In the rst step for each
1 j k an interval is constructed which controls the coverage probability
over Fy and which also has expected length over F y w ithin a constant fac-
tor of the lower bound given by (26). In the second step these intervals are
com bined to create a single intervalw hich m aintains coverage w hile sim ulta—
neously attaining an expected length over every F 5 within a xed constant
factor of the lower bound given In (26).

For the urst step de ne the con dence intervals CI 4 as follows. For 1
J ket =1, (—Zp%;Fj;Fk) and de neCIj by

@7) A o
Ty + Txi Ao
T*’ Fl5x  Tx;9)+ + 249 ¢

Lemm a 2 show s that these intervals have guaranteed coverage over F, and
near optin al expected length over F ;.

Remark 4. This nterval isdesigned for 0 < 02.If02< 05 all
subsequent results hold w ith m norm odi cations, as noted In later ram arks,
when the interval is replaced by

T\',‘k + T\k;' A A
CI;= % Uk Tp)+ + 3 595
@8) A A
T + Ty S A
+ £T5x  Tkps)+ + 359 ¢
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Lemma 2. For 0< 02, the con dence jntervalC} de ned in 27)
has coverage prokability of at least 1 % forallf 2 Fy and satis es
1 4 1,
29) : 2 222 ¢

Z =
81l ‘p?;Fj;Fk

Remark 5. For 02< 05 the Interval given In £8) satis es the
sam e coverage but has expected length bounded by 10! 4 (—ZP% iF5iFx).

In the follow ing proof, and throughout the rest of the paper, write Z for
a standard N om al random variable.

Proof of Lemma 2. Lemma 2 gives a bound on both coverage proba—
bility and expected length. F irst consider coverage probability. It is easy to
see that the intervalC I contains the interval CI5 de ned as

(30) CIj= [I'Ak,.j 2j;'fj;k+ 2 j]

w here the nterval C I is taken to be the em pty set whenever the left end—
point of the above interval is larger than the right endpoint. F irst note that
Prf2Fy,ETy;; TE 1lyandthatETy;  TE 2!y Let

T/\k,'j Tf (l=2) ;i,j A
'k T2 =2 ’

Zki3 =

AN

Tyx Tf+ (1=2) !j;k .

Zage =
e '3k=Z =2

Then forany £ 2 Fy it follows from (14) and (15) that z;; hasa Nom al
distrbution w ith m ean less than or equalto zero and variance bounded by
1, and zx has a Nom al distrbbution w ith m ean greater than or equal to
zero and variance bounded by 1.Note that 5= max(!y;5;!x). Hence for
f2Fy,

PTf2CIL) P Tf2CL)

;1 ;g 1
P Zk,'j > 2T 5 Z =2 + P Zj,'k 2—k + - z =2
© k7] © I

3
2P Z —Z =
2

Notethat fora xed > 1, it iseasy to verify thatg(z)=P (@ z)=P (Z
z) is a strictly decreasing function ofz forz> 0 and for = 02,

2P Z 3z ,) 2
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Hence, P (Tf ZC1I,) % and so the claim of the required coverage proba—
bility hasbeen established.

Now tum to the bound on expected length given in (29) for which the
follow ing technical lemm a is needed.

Lemma 3. LetX N ( ; 2) with o and 0< 0. Then

31) EXL1® >0 o — +p2L_exp
0

ON‘ON

Proof. Itiseasy to check by taking partial derivativesthat EX 1 X >
0) is an Increasing function ofboth and .Hence

E,X1X >0)
E, X1X >0)

Z
1 . & o)
2 o O 2 0
Z Z
1 ! x 0)? 0 ! Vel
2 o O 2 0 2 0= 0
0 0 s
0 2 0
Now note that for £ 2 F 4,
VAN VaY VaY VaY 4
E Tyx  Tx;y) 3 and Var(Tix Tk;y) 22 ]2-;
=2
and so from Lemm a 3 i ollow s that
A A 1 2 1,
32) E (Tj;k Tk;j)+ —Z_, T P=—exp -z, 3 2j
2 2z, 8

and hence (29) is satis ed.

Lemma 2 show s that the Interval C I, has guaranteed coverage over Fy
and near optin alexpected length overF 5 .B efore tuming to the construction
ofan adaptive con dence intervalwe state a sin ple prelin nary lemm a.The
proof is straightforw ard and not given here.

Lemma 4. Let 0< 1 2 x e a sequence of m onotonically
increasing positive num bers. Then there exists a unique subsequence 5 <
5 < p<with 3, = k, such that foralll i m,
(33) % 23 , and 4 < 2 forally 1< j< %

where we set jy= 0 and o= 0.
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T he construction of the adaptive con dence interval proceeds as follow s.

. . zZ -
Onceagain orl j k,sety= !+({9T2;Fj;Fk).Let 5 < 3 < 5. <

be the subsequence satisfying (33).Let /j be the index ofthe shortest interval
among alltheCI; forl i m .M ore precisely,

ﬁ'= argm in L (CIji):

Ji;1 im
T hen the adaptive con dence nterval for T £ is de ned by
(34) CI =C Iﬂ:

T he ollow ing theoram showsthatCI isal level adaptive con dence

Theorem 2. The con dence intervalCI de ned in 34) has coverage
probability of at least 1 forallf 2 Fy, thatis, CI 21 y, and satis es

Z =

35 L G F LCI;F- — L G F
(35) E3;Fx) ( 3) =2 'z E5iFx)
sin ultaneously oralll j k.M orover,

Z =
(36) LCI;Fy) 8ly B— F 4 Fx

n

foralll i m,and oralll j k

Z =2
37) LECTI ;F5) 16!, —p?;Fj;Fk

T he proofofT heoram 2 restson the follow ing in portant technical lemm a.
Recallthat Lemm a 2 gives a lower bound on coverage over F . and an upper
bound on expected length over Fy.Lemma 5 show s, In a precise way, that
ifC I; has a large expected length it m ust have high coverage probability.

Lemma 5. Iff2 Fy and

POEf2CI)H>2P @ $( +3)z_);
then
E @ Tu) 3¢

Proof. First note that

Tis + Thn

Jik ki3 &

P (If.%CIj) P Tf EEE— 'f-,k Tx;3+ 2 9)
Ty + Txs A A

+P Tf + (Tj;k Tk;j+ 2 j)

2



18 T.T.CAIAND M .G.LOW

Now note that

A A

1 1 4 ~ Tox + Tx;3 1 1 A
53 8 0 Ty B=m——=  TE -5+ B Ty Tip):
S A N
LetX = 55— Tf Tyx Tk;3+ 2 5).Suppose that
E @ Tag)> 5
T hen
1 4 2
E X) 5(+3) 3 and VarX) 23
=2
Hence
T/\'- + T/\ - A A
P Tf % Tj;k Tk;j+ 2 ]) =P (X 0)
P Z l( + 3)
p— Z —
2 2
Sin ilarly,
'I/‘\j'k+ 'I/‘\kj N A 1
P TFf #+ T Tks+ 2 5) P Z Z(+3)Z:2
Hence,

P@£2CI;) 2P @Z ( +3)z_):

Proof of Theorem 2. Note that it su ces to prove (36) since 37)
follow s Inm ediately from (36) and (35) is a direct consequence of (20), (7)
and (37).For (36) assum e w ithout loss of generality that 5 25 ; forall
1 j  k; otherw ise we can work along the subsequence. F irst note that
since CI isthe shortest ofallthe C I, con dence Intervals Lemm a 2 yields
that the expected length of CI satis es

LCIFy) LCL;F5)
1

4 1
(38) 2 -z _, +pPp——exp —22:2 + 4 5
2 2z, 8
8j:
Now tum to the proof of coverage. N ote that
Xk N
PTfzCI)= P(If%CIj\j= J)
j=1
(39) o

minfP (T£f2CT1y)P (= Jj)g:
=1
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For 1 0, denote d() = 2P (Z 3 (I+ 6)z ;). Note that d(0) = 2P (Z
%z=2) %.Forl 1kt

(40) A= fj:d<P C£2CI;) dd 1)g

S
and ket j) = minfj:j2 A,g.Notethat it ollowsfrom Lemma2that A;=
fj 1lg.Then by Lemmab

AN N

41) ETypx Tkse) @+ 350

N ote thatVar(Tj(D,.k Tk;j(l)) Zzi 32-, SO

=2
P@Z (3 3bz):

Since 5 254 1, it Pollows that, for any integerm > 0,

N

PG JO+m) PLCIy>4;50in)
PLCLy >4 2 5p)

PEZ @ 2 iz

Lm:
Let j =minfj@®:1 1 8g.Form=3andl 1 85 =P @ 3@l
Dz ;). Ifj = j@1), then

xk
minfP (T£2CTI;);P G=3)g dO)+ dO)+dO)+ 1
=3

+ P (Z 5z 5):

~Jloy

Sin ilarly, if J = j@ ©rsome 2 1 8§, then

Xk
minfP T£2CI;);P 3= g d@d 1)+ dO)+ dO)+ 13
=3
S + P 5z ,):
Hence
Xk
42) minfP T£2CI,);P G=3)g £ +P @ 5z,):
=3

The llow Ing sin ple lemm a can be used to bound P (Z 5z_,).
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Lemma 6. LetZ N (©0;1) and ket a> 0 and b> 0 b= two constants.
T hen

P@Z a+b exp( @+EL)P @ > a):

ApplyingLemma 6 with a= z _, and b= 4z _,, it ollow s that

P@ 52,)=P @ z_,+4z )

1
12%_,) — —
=p(1225) 5
T herefore
Xk
PTf2CI) minfP T£2CI;;P G= g
=1
13 ® X : o .
o0+ minfP T£2CIy);P G= Jj)g:
=9 32A,

Forl 9, ltm;bethe an allest integer satisfying 2™ * % 31+ 7):Thenm ;
Iog, 31+ 7) 1.Recallthat for j2 Ay, P (If%CIj) 2P (Z % 1+ 3z ).
Now note that

N

PO JO+m) im, P@ 30+ 3)zp):

So, forl 9,
X
minfP (T£f2CI;;P §= g
J2A,
my 2P @ 1@+ 3)z )+ im,
@mi+ DP @ 11+ 3)z )=
So
® X
minfP (C£2CI;);P (= d)g
=992A,
®
@bg, 31+ 7) 1P @ 1@+ 3)z ,):
=9

Lemma 6 yields

1 1
P Z Z (l‘l" 3)Z =2 P Z Z_p + Z (l 1)Z:2

1(1 1)+l(1 17 z° :
=P 32 =2 pF
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Hence,
® X
minfP T£2CI,);P (= Jg
=9492A,
® 1 1 i
—  Qbg,@l+7) lexp -@Q DL+—@Q 1fF Z°,
2 4 32
=9
® 22=2 22=2
3 @Ig, Bl+ 10) 1)exp 312 exp 1:
=8

It is easy to see that or 1 8, Rlg B1+ 10) l)exp( (2,=32)F) is
strictly decreasing and

z7_ 1
=2 9
2 log, 31+ 10 1)ex —1I —:
( g, ( ) ) exXp 32 2
So,
2 X R 1 %2 z’_, 1
mnfP (T£2CIy);P (J= Jjlg 2 exp Tl 12
=992A, =8
Hence,

PTE2CI) = + & =
3.1. Adaptation over nearly nested param eter spaces. In som e com m on
cases of nterest such asH older spaces, Sobolev spaces and B esov spaces, the
param eter spaces are not exactly nested, but have nested structure in temm s
of the m oduli of continuity. Theorem 2 can be generalized to such nearly
nested param eter spaces.

Denote by C HullF ) the convex hullof a parameter set F . Let F'j, i=
;::1k, be convex param eter spaces and forany Integer 1  m kletg =
L1 F1.Suppose the ollow ing condition, which is trivially satis ed ifF ; are

nested, holds.

Condition C. Forl J  k and som e constants G Ci> 0,
P(";C HullGy);C HullGk))  Ci! (";Gy;Gk) Gl (F 4;F k)
and
P(";C HullGy);C HullGy))  Ci! (";GyiGy) Gl (EyF )

orall0< "< .
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Sin ilarly tothenested case forl i;7  k,set Q,] =1 (—Zp%;c HullG;);C HullG;)),
and once again Caiand Low (2004) give a construction of linear estin ators
Tl% w hich have variance bounded by

var(fy;) 72 1"
=2
and bias which satis es
mrEdly T L
and
wp & () TH 319

f2F;

Set g-): [ (%%;C HullG4);C HullGk)) and de ne the con dence Inter—

vals CI;as earlier.W hen 0< 02, kt
10 4+ 10
ik k; A A
CIy= % £C0 Tope + 2 S5
43) ~0 ~0
T+ T

kij 0 0 0
T EC Ty £ 259

and when 02< < 05 ket

1O + 10,
_ Jik kij A0 A0 0.
CIj— 72 f'(fj;k Tk,_j)+ + 3 397
TO + 10

Jik kij A0 A0 0. .

—_— -4 f(Tj;k Tk,_j)Jr + 3 59

44)

Follow ing the argum ent given in the nested case kt gi be a subsequence
of g satisfying (33) and lt ’ﬁ= argm Iny1 i o L (CI5) be the index ofthe
shortest interval along the subsequence and de ne the adaptive con dence
Interval for T £ by

(45) CI =¢C I3 :

A s stated precisely in the ollow Ing result this con dence interval is adaptive
over the param eter spaces fF 5 :j= 1;:::;kg.

Proposition 3. Suppose Condition C holds. Then the con dence in-
tervalcg de ned in 45) has coverage prokability of at least 1 for all
f2F = }j?:leandsatjs es the ower ound on expected length,

(46) L FF) LECIGEy COL E4F);

sin ultaneously foralll J k, where the constant C ( ) only depends on
and is independent of k. In other words, L. CI ;F ) y (%%;Fj;F ) for

alll J k.
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W e om it the proof of P roposition 3 since it essentially follow s a sin ilar path
to that of Theorem 2.

32. Examplks. Theoram 2 and P roposition 3 have established general
adaptation resuls for collections ofnested ornearly nested param eter spaces.
In this section a couple of exam ples are given which illustrate this general
theory.

Suppose that we cbserve the white noise w ith drift process (1) and that
the lnear functional is point evaluation. For convenience take Tf = £ (0).
Let D be the st of all decreasing functions on [ %;%] and et Fp ( ;M )=
F ( ;M )\ D be the collection of m onotonically decreasing Lipschitz func-
tionswhere F' ( ;M ) isthe Lipschiz class de ned jns(22) .

For integer j 1 ltM;= 23@ *Psl and et G="_,Fp ( ;M j).Stan-
dard calculations as in, for exam ple, D onoho and L (1987), yield

@7 P(MFp (M );G)= ! (";GiFp ( ;M ))
=@ + @y e w2 =@ 1)

orM @ + 1}7?".Let j= ! »Z;Fp ( M ;);G).Then i is easy to see
that 5+1= 2 j and hence the adaptive con dence Intervalgiven in (34) has
coverage probability over G of at least 1 and satis es

LCIFp (;My) 6@ + 1@ UM 7@ TH2 7€ b, =e+b,
48)
Furthem ore, orany M > 0O,
(49) LCI;Fp (;M)) 12@ + 1)@ by =@ +,2 7@+, =@+

forall su ciently argen.

Anothercomm on problem in fiinction estin ation is to adapt over am ooth—
ness classes. For xed M >SO,the clhssesFp (1;M ) Ep (2;M ) whenever
0< < 1 1l.Let@= , ;Fp ( ;M ).Then once again standard cal
culations yield

L(Fp (M );G9 =1 (G%Fp (M)
(50) =2 + 1)1:(2 +1)M 1=2 +1)n2 =@ +1):
Now ktl= 1> ,> be the sequence such that

' Z 0 ' Z 0
by p?;FD (5+17M );G7 =21, p?;FD (5:M );G

T hen the adaptive con dence intervalgiven in (34) has coverage probability
over GY of at Jeast 1 and satis es

LCI;Fp (M)

©1) 6@ 5+ 1)IT@ sty =@ 5t 1,2

%‘:(2 PO =@ D,
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Furthem ore, for any 0< 1,

(52) LECI;Fp (;M)) 12@ +1}7@ *hy =€ +Dy2 7€ " by =@ +1

forall su ciently argen.

4. A daptation over a generaloollection of convex param eter spaces. Sec—
tion 3 focused on collections of nested param eter spaces. It hasbeen shown
that the between class m odulus of continuity com pletely characterizes the
optin al expected length of adaptive con dence intervals. O ne particularly
Interesting feature of the nested case is that the optin al expected length of
the con dence intervals doesnot depend on the num ber of param eter spaces
in the collection.

T he nested case, although iInteresting, is som ew hat special. In this section
general nite collections of convex param eter spaces are considered. In this
general setting the theory ism ore com plicated and in general the num ber of
param eter spaces, say k, m ay also play a roke in the optin alexpected length
of adaptive con dence intervals.Fora xed and nite num ber of param eter
spaces the optin al expected length of adaptive Intervals is still within a
constant factor of the between class m odulus of continuiy. H owever the
constant factor in this case can depend on the num ber of param eter spaces.
W e construct adaptive con denge intervals which show that this constant
factor doesnot grow fasterthan~ logk and we give an exam ple which show s
that this factor is som etin es necessary.

intersections, that is,F;\ F 56 ? foralli; j.T he ob Fctive is to construct an
adaptive con dence Interval fora linear gmctjonalT f which has guaranteed
coverage probability of 1 over G = ]j?: 1 F 5 and rate optim al expected
length over each of the param eter spaces F 5.

T he adaptive con dence intervalgiven in this section di ers substantially
from that given in the nested case. H owever, the general strategy for con-—
structing adaptive con dence intervals in this setup is sin ilar to that of
the nested case. In particular, a key step is to st construct an interval
which has optin al expected length over one of the param eter spaces whike
attaining coverage probability over the union of the param eter spaces.

41. Constrained optim al expected ength con dence intervals. A smen-
tioned above, it is convenient to construct a con dence interval which has
shortest possble expescted length overa given F y whilem aintaining coverage
probability over G = }]L 1Fy.

F irst note that for any con dence intervalCI2 I 4, Theorem 1 yieldsa
target for the expected length

1 Z
(53) L(CI;Fj) 5 !+ p:;Fj;G
n
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Asin Section 22, orl 14j  k set Ly= ! (PZ;F F 5) and ket Ty be
a linear estim ator which has variance bounded by i ! iz;j and bias which
satis es
(54) nfE Fi5)  TE) 3l
and
(55) sup @ (Fy5) TE) 2140
£2F;

Asa rststep In the construction of adaptive con dence Intervals, de ne
CI.. by
Ji

(56) C Ij,. = m le’lf'f\l,j % ! 1;397M a-Xffj;i'l' % ! 319 :
1 1
T he follow Ing result show s that this con dence Interval attains the lower
bound on them aximum expected length over F 5 given In (53) and satis es
the constraint that it has the m inim um coverage of 1 forallf 2 G.

Proposition 4. LetF5, j= l;:S::;k,be convex param eter gpaces with
Fi\F3;6 ? foralli;jand ktG= ]§=1Fj.Let’d'1e interval CI;, be de-
ned as in $6). Then CIj,. 21 5 and CIj,. has expected length over F 4
satisfying
|
8 logk+ 1)+ 4z _,

57) L ;G LCL. ;F-
67) L F3G) LCI, ;Fs) R

LE4;G):

Remark 6. It follows from (59) that the expected length of the con -
dence intervalCIy, israteoptinalasn! 1 aslongask remains xed.

Proof of Proposition 4. First consider the coverage probability of
the interval CI,, .Suppose £ 2 Fy, forsomel m k.Note that the in—
tervalCI;, contains

Cluys=Unys 3'miiTim + 3lm ]t
The derivation below show s that the interval C I, ;; has correct coverage
probability.Firstnotethat orf 2 Fy ,ETy ;3 TEf !4 ,5andthatE Ty

2
1
Tf 214n . Let

w Ty TE =2k,
m;j | _ ’
‘m T2 =2

Tj;m Tf+ (1=2)!j;m .

| .. =
'4m =2
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Then forany £ 2 Fy, it ollows from (54) and (55) that X, ;; hasa Nom al
distribbution w ith m ean less than or equal to zero and variance bounded by
1 and X 45, has a Nom al distrioution w ith m ean greater than or equal to
zero and variance bounded by 1.Hence, for £ 2 Fy, ,

P@Tf2CI;) P TLf£2ChL ;3
=P Kn Zy and X yp Z_p)
1 P&y Zp) P Kym Z_p)
1
Sojbranyf2G,P(If2CIj;) 1 and thus coverage has been estab-

lished.

Theboundson the expected length ofthese intervals can now be obtained
by using the follow ing technical lemm a from Dudlky [(1999), pages 56 and
57].

Lemma 7. LetX ;X ,;:::;X | ke nom ally distributed random variables

with mean 0 and variance 2. Then
(58) B K5 24 4t gl TPy &+ 1)
max X ; —_— :
e Tog (3=2) 9
Let
Z =
5= 14 —p?;Fj;G = 1mia>if!i,.j;!j,.ig:

It is easy to see that the length ofthe intervalCI;; isbounded by

LCI;

j;) miax(fj,.i TfL+mia.x(Tf TAi;j)++3j:

Now note that if £ 2 F 4, then forany i6 j,
ay E Ty TE) 3la
and

|
i

NI

by; E@TE Ty

A 1so note that for any realnumbersx and y, &+ y)+ ®)k + )+ -So
for £ 2 F 4 the expected length of CI;, satis es

EL(CI;) Emax(y: TE£) +Emax@f Ty + 34
1 1

E maxf@js)s + T5a T aa)ig
1
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1
Emax(fy Tf ap), +E max(fiyy 5 by +45:
1 1

It then follow s from Lemm a 7 that

2 ,, 4t bg4 =2p

2+ ogk+ 1)+ 4 -
250 7 1gG2) gher DT 4

E:@CIy )
p]o k+ 1)
g——o " Ty

4 .
Z —p J

and it ollow s by taking the supremum over F 5 that

P
o + 1 Z _

59) L (CIj. iE ) SL-I— 4 1, —p:Z;Fj;G
! Z:Z n

T he proposition now follow s by combining (20), (7) and (59).

42. Adaptive con dence intervals. The intervals CI, constructed In
the Jast section have near optin al expected length over F 5 but do not con—
trol the expected length over other F ;. In this section adaptive con dence
intervalsover fF5:1  Jj kg are form ed by intersecting such intervals. For
a xed k, the resulting interval has rate optin al expected length over every
param eter space F'5 forall 1 jJ k.A Bonferroni approach is applied to
the Intervals of Section 4.1 to yield an adaptive con dence Interval.

M ore speci cally, de ne the con dence intervalCI by

\k
(60) CI = CIy «

where C Ij; are given In (56).The follow ing theorem show s that this con —
dence Intervalhas guaranteed coverage probability and also hasnear optin al
expected length over F y foreach 1 J 0 k.

Theorem 3. LetF5, j= 1é:::;k,beoonvexparameter Spaces with F 3\
Fy6 ? foralli;jand Bt G = }]Lle.LetfnejntervalCI ke given as in
(60).Then CI 2I 5 andCI satis es

12z =2k

1 L 27 LCI;F- _
(61) F 5;G) CIEN 5 s

LE4;G)

foralll 3j k.
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Proof. The results follow easily from P roposition 4. For any f 2 G,
P roposition 4 show s that

P@Ef2CI, 4) 1

~ |

Hence, forany £ 2 G,
XK
PTf2CI)=1 P{TfzCI) 1 PTf2CI; ) 1
=1
For the expected length note that
r-—
Io +1 Z
LCIF3) LCL, 4 F3) g9k D, R F G
’ Z ok n

forany 1 j k.For0< < 05, calculations show that

| O
logk+ 1) :
Z =k
and hence
Z =2k
©2) LCI;Fy) 12, p—F ;G
n

T he theorem now follow s by combining (7), (20) and (62).

r___ @@
Remark 7. Ik follows from Lemma 6 that z _,, 2 logk+ 1 z,.

2
22

Hence it follow s from (62) and (20) that
s
2 Z —p
LCI;F3) 121, —— logk + 1 p=;F ;G
z°_, n

s
2 Z

12 2—]ogk+1 £ P=iF ;G
Z:2 n

T he ratio of the upperbound jist given %} the owerbound in (53) isthus
clearly bounded by a constant multiple of logk.

Section 52 gives an exam ple of a nearly black ob fct which show s that
this~ Jogk factor cannot in generalbe in proved.

5.M Inin ax con dence interval for nonconvex param eter spaces. A sm en—
tioned in the Introduction, D onoho (1994) constructed for any convex pa-—
ram eter space F xed length Intervals centered at a ne estin ators which
have length wihin a sn all constant factor of the m inin ax expected length
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L (F).A Ihough the focus of the present paper is on adaptation the adap-—
tation theory developed in the previous sections can also be used to yield
a m inin ax theory for param eter spaces that are nite unions of convex
param eter spaces. In this section con dence intervalsw ith a speci ed cover—
age probability are given which also have near optim alm axin um expected
length. It is also shown, In contrast to the theory for convex param eter
spaces, that optim al con dence intervals centered on a ne estin ators can

have expected length m uch longer than the expected length of optin al con—

dence Intervals centered at nonlinear estin ators.

alli; jand ket G = ]illFi.Note that the param eter space G is in general
nonconvex. Them inin ax expected length of con dence ntervalsCI2 I 4
can be bounded above and below as follow s.

SetOg < iand tCIbeal level con dence interval for all
£2G=" % F;. &t Dlows from Theorem 1 that the m axinum expected
¥ngth ofCI2 I 5 isbounded below by

63) LCTiG) - | p—;G
2 n
U pper bounds on the m nim ax expected length can be ocbtained by con—
sidering the con dence intervalCI asde ned in (60).A sshown In T heorem
3 this interval has coverage probability ofat least 1 over G .In addition,
it ollows from (61) that the m axinum of the expected length of CI over
G satis es

LCI;G)= maxL (CI ;F5)
13 k

Z =2k
12max! —F ;G
64) e + o 7t
Z _
- 12! .G
n

Hence, (63) and (64) together yield the follow ng result on the m inin ax
expected length of 1 level con dence intervals over G.

S
Theorem 4. Let G = ]§=1Fil where for j= 1;:::;k Fy are convex
spaces with nonem pty intersections and suppose 0< < %.Then

1 4 Z =%
(65) — ! p=;G L G) 12! »—;G
2 n n

Hence, the con dence intervalCI attainsthe optin alrate of convergence
for the m axin um expected length over the param eter spaces G when the
num ber of convex subgpaces is xed and nie.
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T he exam ple of con dence Intervals in Section 52 for a linear functional
of nearly black ob Fcts show s that the factor of z _5 Jogk in the upper
bound of (65) cannot be dropped In general when the number k of convex
subspaces grow sw ith n.

51. Con dence intervals centered ata ne estim ators. W enow consider
the perform ance of con dence intervals centered at a ne estin ators over
nonconvex param eter gpaces. A s m entioned earlier, when the param eter
space F is assum ed to be xed and convex, D onocho (1994) and Theoraem 1
given in Section 2 together show that the length ofthe shortest xed length
con dence intervalcentered on an a ne estin ator isw ithin a xed constant
factor of the m axin um expected length of the optim al con dence interval.
Hence there is relatively little to gain by looking beyond the class of xed
length con dence intervals centered on a ne estin ators.

The Pollow ing theoram considers the case when the param eter space is
nonoonvex.Once again let C HullFE ) denote the convex hull of a param eter
space F .

Theorem 5. Consider the white noise m odel (1) or the sequence m odel
2). Let T ke an a ne estimator of T f and 0 a nonnegative random
variabke. IfFCI = [f £+ ]isa (variabk Ength) con dence interval
centered at T and CI2 T & o then

27 _
66) LCI;F) C () B=2;cHulf)
n

where C () > 0 is a constant depending on onl. In particular, if the
intervalCI is of xed length, then

l 2Z =2
(67) LCI) E! —p?;C HullF )

Proof. It isshown in Caiand Low (2004) that the a ne estin ator T
satis es

suijTA Tfj= sup ﬁTA Tf
£2F £2C HullfF )

It then follow s from Theorem 2 ofLow (1995) that T must satisfy either

~ 1 2z _
68) spET TEf§ -! p=2;c HullF)
£2F 4 n

1

4z _,

2Z =2
' p=;CHullF) ;
n
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where , denotes the standard deviation of the estim ator T . W e now con—
sider the two cases separately. If (68) holds, then for any "> 0, there exists
f 2 F such that

A 1 2z
(70) B ET T£3 Z! ——;C HullF ) "
n

StheeCI= [f £+ Jhasm ininum coverage probability ofat least 1
over k',

N

1 B TE3 )

Ay

=P:(df Tfj and B)+P:(f Tfj and > B)

N

Pe( T£J B)+P( >Bg):

Since T isan a ne estin ator and thus has a nom aldistrbution, it is easy
to check that P¢ (f Tfj B) 1=2 and hence

(71) P( >Bg) 3
Letting "! 0 In (70), it then follow s that
EfLCI)=2E¢ () 2BsP ( > By¢)
2Z =2
- — ! —;CHuUulF)
4 2 n
If (69) holds, we have, orf 2 F,

1 B TE£3 )
ET Tf EfT Tf
P %3 —
£
=P ¥J — and %25 ¢ TP ¥7J and > Zgs5 ¢
£ £

P(FJ 825)+P ( >205 ¢)
where Z denotes a standard nom al random variable. Hence
P( > 225 ¢) %
C onsequently,
EfLCI)=2E¢() 2825 ¢P ( > 2025 ¢)

2025 2z
@ 23r—! p=—;CHulF)
4z _, n
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L 2, Z=2..4 1F )
L2204y
10z _, o’

Equation (66) now follows by taking C ( )= mjnf% 5;%

(67) for the xed length case is easier to prove and we om it the proofhere.

g: E quation

Remark 8. Theorem 5 show sthat them Inin ax expected length of con—
dence Intervals centered at a ne estin ators is determ ined by the m odulus
of continuity over the convex hullof F , not over F' itself. In the case that
'(";C HullE )) ' (";F ), any con dence intervals centered at a ne esti-
m atorsw illperform poorly.Such isthe case n the nearblack ob ct exam ple

given iIn the next section.

52. Nearly black obj%:t._ln this section an exam ple isgiven which show s
that the factor z _5 logk In the upper bound of the m Inin ax expected
length given In Theorem 4 cannot in general be dropped. It is also shown
that con dence intervals centered at a ne estim ators are far from optin al.

C onsiderthe G aussian sequencem odel (2) w ith the ndex setM = £1;2;:::;ng,
nam ely

(72) Y@O=£f@+n Zi; i= 1;:::5;n;

where zim:d: N (0;1).The size of the vector, n, is assum ed large. W e assum e
that the vector £ is sparse:only a am all fraction of com ponents are nonzero,
and the indices or locations of the nonzero com ponents are not known in
advance.

D enote the 3 quasinom by kfky= Card(fi:f (1) 6 0Og). Fix m,. The
collection of vectors w ith at m ost m , nonzero entries is

G= Y2u,)= ff 2 R :kfky mag:

Assum e thatm , isknown and m n where <%:

Such an exam pl is considered in Caiand Low (2004) in the context of
m inin ax estin ation. Them odel, which arises naturally in wavelet analysis,
has also been studied in D onoho, Johnstone, Hoch and Stem (1992) and
Abram ovich, Benmm ini, D onoho and Johnstone (2000) for estin ating the
whole ob gct.

Let the linear functionalT £ be given by

=1

and follow ing Caiand Low (2004) ket I (m ,;n) be the class ofall subsets of

Fi=ff2R":£(§)=0 8j=&Ig:
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Note that F 1 isan m ,-din ensional subspace spanned by the coordinates in
I.These are ocbviously convex and G = [F 1 where the union is taken over
I nthesst IMmu;n). From now on we shall assum e that I is In the set
Impun).

Sinple calculations show that orallI;J2 I m ,;n)

q - 00000
'(F;Fg)= Card@ [ J)"

and consequently

p
PMFiG)=1! (MiGiF)=1! ("iG)= 2m,":

Remark 9. TtiseasytoseethatC HullG)= R"™ andhence! (";C HullG)) =
n". It ollows from Theorem 5 and (66) that any con dence Intervalw ith
coverage ofat least 1 centered at an a neestin atorm ust havem axin um
expected length bounded from below by a xed constant not depending on
n.

Let k be the num ber of the m , -din ensional param eter spaces F' 1. T hen
k isequalton choosem , and it is easy to see that
k= ©° "
mn

T he follow Ing result gives a lower bound on the expected length of any
con dence Intervalw ith a m inim um ocoverage probabiliy of 1 over G.

Proposition 5. Suppose that we observe the G aEpssjan sequence m odel
(72), thatn 4andm,<n wih <2.LetTf= L ,f@) and0< <
%.Suppose that CI(Y ) is a con dence interval for Tf ased on 72) and
CI¥)2TI 5.Then orallsu clently large n,

S

1 m, 1 n
Eo)LCI®X)) — P= S lbg —
2 n 2 m
(73) r po
1 1 \ ]ogk.G
2 a 2 PR

where E ( denotes expectation under the G aussian model (72) with £ (1) = 0
fori= 1;2;:::5n.

Remark 10. It follows Inm ediately from (73) that the m axinum ex—
pected length of CI (Y ) over G satis es

p]ogk
(74) LCIEK);G) cC! —pH—;G
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Com paring the Iower bound (74) for the m axim um exp length w ith
the m Inin ax upperbound given in (65) show s that the factor  logk i the
upperbound forthem inim ax expected length cannot be dropped in general.
A sin ilar result also holds for adaptation.

Proof of Proposition 5. In the Pllow Ing proofthe calculation ofthe
L, distance between a m ixture of nom als and a given nom al distribbution
follow s a sin ilar calculation used in Caiand Low (2004).W e include the
details of the calculation here for com plteness. In the proofwe w illom it the
subscriptinm , and sin ply writem form , .Let ¢ bethe pint density ofthe
G aussian observations given In (72).M ore speci cally ¢ is a multivariate

whereA, isthen n dentity matrix.Fix a constant > 0.ForI2 I (m ;n)
ket f1 bede ned by f1 (j) = 197]1 (32 I) and ket fy be the sequence de ned

by fo3)= 0 for j= 1;2;:::;n.Finally ket

1 X
= n fI:
m I2T (@ ;n)

Note that a sin ilarm xture priorwasused in Baraud (2002) to give lower
bounds In a nonparam etric testing problem .Note that orallf;, Tf; = m P=
and that T f; = 0.Note also that if

P . mp= 2CI®X) 1
1 n

forallI2 I (m ;n) then it ©llow s that

1 X
P mp=2CI{Y¥) = —+ £ P £ mp=2CI{¥) 1
n m I2I @ mn) n
N ote that
z 2 1 X X z fr fro

2 14

n
fo m  I2I @ m)I%T (@ n) fo

and sin ple calculations show that

fo

where j is the number of points in the set I\ I°. it oollow s that
Z 2

—=Eexpd
fo

2)_

r
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w here J has a hypergeom etric distribution,

m n m
m

P@=d)=—5"2:

Now note that from Feller [(1968), page 59],

, m m m ™ J m
PJd=7) . — 1 — 1 —
J n n n

Now supposethatn 4 and thatm < n*?.Then

1 = g
n
and hence
_ m m
pg=q &= " 1 Z
J n n
Tt now Pllowsthat ifn 4 andm < n wih <%,then
z
— =Eexp@ %)
fo
_ m m
AP T4 oexp( ?)
n
2 m
B 14 —exp(?)
n
q
Now take = %]ogmn—z.Then
Z 2 n
1
o 41 1 2 l-l— ? #1
o n-
Hence we can bound the L1 distance by
z z 2 1=2 Z 2 1=2
. . ( )
J fo J - = — 1
fo f0
a 2 1 " =2
4" 1+ — 1 #0:
nl=2 .
So forany 0< "< 1 2 there exists nv such that oralln m, J
ij "
It follows from the fact that CI has m lninum ocoverage probability of
1 and that the I; distance between ¢, and isbounded above by "
that

P mp=2CI P mp=2CI "1 "
n n

fo
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P 02CIandmp=2CI 1 2 "
n

fo

Since CI isan intervalthe length ofthis intervalm ustbe at leastm P— when
both 0 and m P= are in the nterval. Hence forn 1w,

]

m 1 n
E . LCIK) x 2 "= -Slg —
0 n 2 m
Now take "= % .Then forall su ciently large n,
s
E _LCIE)) ! ! 1]0 n
% 2 Tn 279 e
r
1 1 'plong
2 1 2 T tnm ¢

w here k is the num ber of convex param eter spaces In G.

Remark 11. It follow s inm ediately from P roposition 5 that
r _

L ) 1 1 \ p]ogk PG

I 2 4 2 + _pﬁ—l Irs

P—
Hence the factorofz _, Iogk foradaptation in the upperbound ofT he—
oram 3 and the sam e factor form inim ax con dence procedures In T heorem
4 cannot In general be rem oved.
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