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CON FIDEN CE IN TERVALS1

By T .T ony C aiand M ark G .Low

University ofPennsylvania

A nonparam etric adaptation theory is developed for the con-

struction of con� dence intervals for linear functionals. A between

classm odulusofcontinuity capturestheexpected length ofadaptive

con� dence intervals.Sharp lower boundsare given for the expected

length and an ordered m odulus of continuity is used to construct

adaptive con� dence procedures which are within a constant factor

of the lower bounds.In addition,m inim ax theory over nonconvex

param eterspacesisdeveloped.

1. Introduction. Theproblem ofestim ating a linearfunctionaloccupies

a centralposition in nonparam etricfunction estim ation.Itism ostcom plete

in the G aussian settings:

dY (t)= f(t)dt+ n
� 1=2

dW (t); � 1

2
� t� 1

2
;(1)

where W (t)isstandard Brownian m otion and

Y (i)= f(i)+ n
� 1=2

zi; i2 M ;(2)

where zi are i.i.d.standard norm alrandom variables and M is a �nite or

countably in�nite index set.In particular,m inim ax estim ation theory has

been welldeveloped in Ibragim ov and Hasm inskii(1984),Donoho and Liu

(1991)and Donoho (1994).

Con�dence sets also play a fundam entalrole in statisticalinference.In

the context ofnonparam etric function estim ation variable size con�dence

intervals,bands and balls have received particular attention recently.For

any con�dence set there are two m ain interrelated issues which need to
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2 T.T.CAIAND M .G .LOW

be considered together,coverage probability and the expected size ofthe

con�dence set.

O necom m on techniqueforconstructing con�dencebandsand intervalsis

through thebootstrap.In thiscontextithasbeen noted thatintervalsbased

on thebootstrap often havepoorcoverageprobability.See,forexam ple,Hall

(1992) and H�ardle and M arron (1991).Picard and Tribouley (2000) con-

structadaptive con�denceintervalsforfunctionsata pointusing a wavelet

m ethod which achieveoptim alcoverage accuracy up to a logarithm icfactor

although in thiscase the issueofoptim alexpected length isnotaddressed.

O n theotherhand Li(1989),Beran and D �um bgen (1998)and G enoveseand

W asserm an (2002)haveconstructed con�denceballswhich guaranteecover-

ageprobability.Closerto thepresentwork,adaptive con�dencebandshave

been constructed in the specialcase ofshape restricted functions.In this

context Hengartnerand Stark (1995)and D �um bgen (1998)give a variable

width con�denceband which adaptsto localsm oothnesswhilem aintaining

a given levelofcoverage probability.

In this paper we focus on the construction of con�dence intervals for

linear functionals which adapt to the unknown function.This adaptation

problem can bem adepreciseby considering collectionsofparam eterspaces

fFj;j2 Jg,where J is som e index set.For such a collection ofparam eter

spacesthecon�denceintervalshould havea given coverage probability over

the union ofthe param eter spaces.Subject to this constraint the goalis

to m inim ize the m axim um expected length sim ultaneously overeach ofthe

param eterspaces.

For exam ple,consider the sim ple and m ost easily explained case oftwo

nested spaces,F1 � F .An adaptivecon�denceintervalm ustattain optim al

expected length perform ance over both F1 and F while satisfying a given

coverageprobability overF .M orespeci�cally writeI�;F forthecollection of

allcon�denceintervalswhich coverthelinearfunctionalTf with m inim um

coverageprobability ofatleast1� � overtheparam eterspaceF .Denoteby

L(CI;G)= supf2G E f(L(CI))them axim um expected length ofacon�dence

intervalCI overG whereL(CI)isthelength oftheCI.Then a benchm ark

fortheevaluation ofthem axim um expected length overF1 foranyC I2 I�;F
isgiven by

L
�
�(F1;F )= inf

CI2I�;F

L(C I;F1):(3)

In particular,when F1 = F setL��(F )= L��(F ;F ),which givesthem inim ax

expected length ofcon�denceintervalsoflevel1� � overF .Forconvex F ,

Donoho (1994)constructed �xed length intervalscentered ata�ne estim a-

torswhich have length within a sm allconstantfactorofL��(F ).

The m ajor result in the present paper is the construction ofcon�dence

intervalswhich have expected length within a constantfactorofL��(Fj;F )
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sim ultaneously overa collection ofconvex param eterspacesFj where F =

[Fj.The construction ofsuch intervalsisgeneraland isapplicable to col-

lections ofarbitrary convex param eter spaces.Itis shown in Caiand Low

(2003)thatin particularcases,such ascollections ofconvex functions,the

generalprocedurecan bem odi�ed to yield sim pleand easily im plem entable

procedures.

The m ain technicaltools used in the derivation ofthe generaladaptive

con�denceintervalsaregeom etricquantities,theordered and between class

m oduliofcontinuity which are de�ned as follows.For a linear functional

T and param eter spaces F and G there are ordered m oduliofcontinuity

!(";F ;G)associated with theG aussian m odels(1)and (2)de�ned by

!(";F ;G)= supfTg� Tf:kg� fk2 � ";f 2 F ;g2 Gg;(4)

where k� k2 is the L2(�
1

2
;1
2
) function norm in the white noise m odel(1)

and the ‘2 sequencenorm overtheindex setM in theG aussian m odel(2).

Aswe shallgive a uni�ed treatm entofboth m odelsitisconvenientin the

notation used throughout the paper not to distinguish the function norm

and the sequence norm .Itisim plicitthatforresultsconcerning the white

noise m odel(1) the notation k� k2 always refers to the L2 function norm

whereasforthesequencem odel(2)italwaysrefersto the‘2 sequencenorm .

W hen G = F ,!(";F ;F )isthem odulusofcontinuity overF introduced by

Donoho and Liu (1991)and willbedenoted by !(";F ).

Fortwoparam eterspacesF and G and agiven linearfunctionalT,thebe-

tween classm odulusofcontinuityisde�nedas!+ (";F ;G)= m axf!(";F ;G);!(";G;F )g,

orequivalently

!+ (";F ;G)= supfjTg� Tfj:kg� fk2 � ";f 2 F ;g2 Gg:(5)

The between class and ordered m oduliwere �rstintroduced in Caiand

Low (2002)in thecontextofadaptiveestim ation underm ean squared error

where they were shown to be instrum entalin characterizing the possible

degree ofadaptability over two convex classes F and G in the sam e way

thatthem odulusofcontinuity !(";F )used by Donoho and Liu (1991)and

Donoho (1994) captures the m inim ax di�culty ofestim ation over a single

convex param eterspace F .

The paperis organized as follows.Section 2 covers adaptation over two

convex param eterspacesF1 and F2 wherethetheory ism osteasily under-

stood.A lowerbound based on thebetween classm odulusasde�ned in (5)

isgiven forL��(F1;F )where F = F1 [ F2.An adaptive con�dence interval

attainingthisbound isalsoconstructed by usingtheordered m oduliasgiven

in (4).Variousexam plesare used to illustrate the adaptation theory.

M oregenerally letfFj;j2 Jg bea collection ofconvex param eterspaces

with nonem pty intersections and let F = [Fj.The goalis then to sim ul-

taneously m inim ize L(CI;Fj) for con�dence intervals CI 2 I�;F .For each
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param eter space Fj,L
�
�(Fj;F ) provides a lower bound on the m axim um

expected length over Fj for any CI2 I�;F .In Section 3 a com plete treat-

m entisgiven fornested Fj,possibly in�nite in num ber.Forany collection

ofnested convex param eter spaces a variable length con�dence intervalis

constructed which fora given levelofcoverage hasexpected length within

a constant factor ofthe m inim um expected length sim ultaneously over all

param eterspacesin the collection.

Section 4 treatsthecaseofa general�nitecollection ofconvex param eter

spaces.A m ore com plicated procedureresultsin an intervalwhich also has

expected length within aconstantfactorofthem inim um expected length al-

though theconstantfactornow dependson thenum berofparam eterspaces

in thecollection.Finally in Section 5 itisshown,by exam ple,thattherate

ofgrowth in thisconstantfactorasa function ofthe num berofparam eter

spacescannotin generalbeavoided.In addition,theadaptation theory de-

veloped in thispaperisused to extend them inim ax theory to a �niteunion

ofconvex param eterspaces.Thisextension isgiven in Section 5.

2. Adaptation over two param eter spaces. In this section we consider

adaptation overtwo param eterspaces.Forthe developm entofthistheory,

it is convenient for a given � to provide a benchm ark for the m axim um

expected length overF1 ofcon�denceintervalswith a given coverage prob-

ability of 1� � over F = F1 [ F2,nam ely to provide a lower bound for

L��(F1;F )asde�ned in (3).Thisbenchm ark isgiven in Section 2.1 forar-

bitrary param eterspaces.

W e give a com plete treatm ent of adaptation when the two param eter

spacesareconvex.In thiscase adaptiveintervalsattaining thelowerbound

given in Section 2.1 are constructed.The adaptive procedure is given in

Section 2.2.Exam plesillustrating the theory are given in Section 2.3.

Itisconvenienttowriteal� blwhenever0< lim infal=bl� lim supal=bl<

1 ,wherelrangesovereithera continuousordiscrete index set.

2.1. Lower bound on the length of con� dence intervals. The following

sim ple two-pointNorm alm ean problem isthe basisfora surprisingly use-

fulgenerallower bound on the expected length of1� � levelcon�dence

intervals.W e shallsee later that the two-point bound is easy to apply for

adaptation theory because each pointcan be chosen to lie in di�erent pa-

ram eterspaces.Previouswork on con�dence intervalsforbounded Norm al

m eans as in Pratt (1961),Zeytinoglu and M intz (1984) and Stark (1992)

isusefulform inim ax theory butitisnotapplicable forgeneraladaptation

problem s.

LetX � N (�;�2)and suppose that� 2 �= f�0;�1g where �0 < �1.Con-

siderthefollowing sim plestatisticaldecision theory problem :constructcon-

�denceintervalsCI(X )for� which havesm allestexpected length under�0
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subjectto thecoverage constraint

P�(� 2 CI(X ))� 1� � for� 2 �:

Throughoutthepapersetz� = �� 1(1� �)where�isthecum ulativedensity

function ofa standard Norm aldistribution.In addition writeL(CI)forthe

length ofa con�dence intervalCI.

Proposition 1. Let X � N (�;�2) and suppose that � 2 �= f�0;�1g

where �0 < �1.LetCI(X )be a 1� � levelcon� dence intervalfor �.Then

E �iL(CI(X ))� (�1 � �0)

�

1� �� �

�
�1 � �0

�
� z�

��

+

(6)

for i= 0;1. M oreover there exists a con� dence intervalwhich attains the

lower bounds sim ultaneously for both i= 0 and i= 1.

Proof. Itisclearthatitsu�cesto considercon�denceintervalsCI(X )

ofthreepossibleform s:[�0;�1],f�0g and f�1g.Theproblem isthen to m in-

im izeP�0(CI(X )= [�0;�1])subjectto theconstraintsP�0(CI(X )= f�1g)�

� and P�1(CI(X )= f�0g)� �.

Itfollowsfrom theNeym an{Pearson lem m athat,subjecttotheconstraint

thatP�1(CI(X )= f�0g)� �,

P�0(CI(X )= f�0g)� �

�
�1 � �0

�
� z�

�

:

Hence

E �0L(CI(X ))= (�1 � �0)P�0(C I(X )= [�0;�1])

= (�1 � �0)(1� P�0(C I(X )= f�1g)� P�0(C I(X )= f�0g))

� (�1 � �0)

�

1� � � �

�
�1� �0

�
� z�

��

:

Thebound for�1 followssim ilarly.

Itiseasy to see thatan intervalattaining the lowerbound for�0 and �1

isgiven by

CI(X )=

8
<

:

f�0g; if X � �1 � z��,

[�0;�1]; if �1 � z�� < X < �0 + z��,

f�1g; if X � �0 + z��,

when �1� z�� < �0 + z��.O therwiseset

CI(X )=

8
><

>:

f�0g; if X �
�0+ �1

2
,

f�1g; if X >
�0+ �1

2
.
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In thiscase the con�dence intervalalways haszero length and coverage of

atleast1� �. �

Based on thetwo-pointbound given in Proposition 1 thefollowing theo-

rem givesa lowerbound forin�nite-dim ensionalG aussian m odels.

T heorem 1. Let 0< � < 1

2
and let F1 � F be two param eter spaces.

Then

L
�
�(F1;F )�

�
1

2
� �

�

!+

�
z�
p
n
;F1;F

�

(7)

where L��(F1;F )isde� ned in (3)and !+ (";F1;F )isthebetween classm od-

ulusasgiven in (5).

Proof. W eshallfocuson theproofforthewhitenoisewith driftm odel

(1).The proofforthe sequence m odel(2)isanalogous.Fix "> 0.For any

� > 0 there are functionsf1 2 F1 and f2 2 F such that

jTf2 � Tf1j� !+

�
"
p
n
;F1;F

�

� �

and such that

kf2 � f1k2 �
"
p
n
:

DenotebyPitheprobabilitym easureassociated with thewhitenoiseprocess

dY (t)= fi(t)dt+
1
p
n
dW (t); � 1

2
� t� 1

2
;i= 1;2:

Let�n = nkf1 � f2k
2
2.Then a su�cientstatistic forthe fam ily ofm easures

fPi:i= 1;2g isgiven by the log-likelihood ratio Sn = log(dP2=dP1)with

Sn �

8
>><

>>:

N �

�
�n

2
;�n

�

underP1,

N

�
�n

2
;�n

�

underP2.

An equivalentsu�cientstatistic isthusgiven by

Q n =
Tf1 + Tf2

2
+
Tf2� Tf1

�n
� Sn

where

Q n �

8
>>><

>>>:

N

�

Tf1;
(Tf2� Tf1)

2

�n

�

underP1,

N

�

Tf2;
(Tf2� Tf1)

2

�n

�

underP2.
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Itfollowsfrom Proposition 1 thatforany con�denceintervalCI(Q n)based

on Q n,

E f1L(CI(Q n))� jTf2� Tf1j

�

1� �� �

�
jTf2� Tf1j

�
� z�

��

+

where � =
jTf2� Tf1jp

�n
.Hence

E f1L(CI(Q n))� jTf2� Tf1j(1� � � �(
p
nkf2 � f1k2 � z�))+

�

�

!+

�
"
p
n
;F1;F

�

� �

�

(1� �� �("� z�))+ :

Letting � ! 0,itfollowsthatforany "> 0,

L(CI(Q n);F1)� !+

�
"
p
n
;F1;F

�

(1� �� �("� z�))+ :

By thesu�ciency ofQ n,itfollowsthatforany con�denceintervalCI2 I�;F

L(C I;F1)� sup
"> 0

!+

�
"
p
n
;F1;F

�

(1� �� �("� z�))+ :(8)

Thetheorem followson taking "= z�. �

R emark 1. Although the prim ary use ofthis theorem is for adaptive

con�denceintervals,itcan alsobeused toshow thatfrom am inim axpointof

view thereisrelatively littletogain by usingvariablelength intervals.In the

m inim ax setting Donoho (1994)showed thatovera given convex param eter

space F ,�xed length con�dence intervals for a linear functionalTf with

coverageofatleast1� � m usthavem axim um length atleast2!(2z�p
n
;F )and

that �xed length con�dence intervals can be centered on a�ne estim ators

with m axim um length atm ost2!(
2z�=2
p
n
;F ).By taking F1 = F ,Theorem 1

yieldsthatthem inim ax expected length ofa 1� � levelcon�denceinterval

overany param eterspace F satis�es

L
�
�(F )�

�
1

2
� �

�

!

�
z�
p
n
;F

�

:(9)

Thisshowsthatforany given � < 1=2 theoptim alvariablelength con�dence

intervalsm usthavem axim um expected length atleasta �xed constantfac-

tor ofthe length ofthe shortest �xed length con�dence intervalwhen the

param eterspace F isconvex.
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2.2. Adaptive con� dence interval. There are at least two naturalways

to de�neadaptivecon�denceintervalsovera collection ofconvex param eter

spaces fFi;i= 1;:::;kg.Let F =
S
k
i= 1Fi.Calla con�dence intervalCI 2

I�;F adaptive overthecollection fFi;i= 1;:::;kg if,forall1� i� k,

L(CI;Fi)� Ci(�)!+

�
z�
p
n
;Fi;F

�

;(10)

whereCi(�)areconstantsdependingon � only.In otherwordsa con�dence

intervalwhich adaptsovertheparam eterspacesFi attainsthelowerbound

given in Theorem 1 foreach iwhile m aintaining coverage overF .W e shall

show thatsuch adaptivecon�denceintervalscan alwaysbeconstructed when

k is�nite.

It is also reasonable,in light ofthe m inim ax discussion given above,to

term a con�denceintervalCI2 I�;F adaptive overthecollection ofparam -

eterspacesFi if,forall1� i� k,

L(CI;Fi)� Ci(�)!

�
z�
p
n
;Fi

�

(11)

where Ci(�)are constantsdepending on � only.W e shallcallsuch a con�-

denceintervalstrongly adaptive.Itisclearthatacon�denceintervalwhich is

strongly adaptiveisalso adaptive.Howeverstrongly adaptivecon�dencein-

tervalsdonotalwaysexist.Low (1997)hasgiven exam pleswhereL��(F1;F )�

L��(F1),in which case strongly adaptive estim atorsdo notexist.O therex-

am ples are given in Section 2.3 and throughout the paper.O n the other

hand,when L��(F1;F )� L��(F1)strongly adaptive estim atorsdo existand

any estim atorwhich isadaptive isalso strongly adaptive.

In thissection thefocusison adaptation overtwoparam eterspaceswhere

the theory is m ost easily understood.For two param eter spaces F1 � F ,

Theorem 1 givesa lowerbound forthem axim um expected length overF1 of

con�denceintervalswith guaranteed coverageoverF .W enow show thatthe

lowerbound can in factbeattained within a constantfactornotdepending

on n when F1 is convex and F is the union ofF1 and another convex set

F2.

LetfF1;F2g bea pairofconvex param eterspaceswith nonem pty inter-

section and letF = F1[ F2.O ur�rstobjective isto constructa con�dence

intervalforalinearfunctionalTf which hasguaranteed coverageprobability

of1� � overF and hasm axim um expected length overF1 within aconstant

factorofthe lowerbound given in Theorem 1,nam ely,forany CI2 I�;F ,

L(CI;F1)�

�
1

2
� �

�

!+

�
z�
p
n
;F1;F

�

:(12)
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Theconstruction oftheadaptivecon�denceintervalrelieson theordered

m odulus!(";Fi;Fj)asgiven in (4).For1� i;j� 2,set

!i;j= !

�
z�=2
p
n
;Fi;Fj

�

:

Caiand Low (2004)give an algorithm forthe construction ofa linearesti-

m ator T̂i;j which hasvariance bounded by

Var(T̂i;j)�
1

z2
�=2

!
2
i;j(13)

and biaswhich satis�es

inf
f2F j

(E (T̂i;j)� Tf)� �1
2
!i;j(14)

and

sup
f2F i

(E (T̂i;j)� Tf)� 1

2
!i;j:(15)

W e shalluse the linear estim ators T̂i;j to construct a con�dence interval

which has guaranteed coverage probability over F and which also has ex-

pected length overF1 within a constantfactorofthelowerbound given by

(26).Forj= 1 and 2 de�nethe con�denceintervalsCI�j;� by

CI
�
j;� =

�

m in
i= 1;2

fT̂i;j�
3

2
!i;jg;m ax

i= 1;2
fT̂j;i+

3

2
!j;ig

�

:(16)

The following result shows that the con�dence intervalCI�1;� attains the

lowerbound on them axim um expected length overF1 given in (7)within a

constantfactornotdepending on n and satis�esthe constraintthatithas

the m inim um coverage of1� � forallf 2 F .

Lemma 1. LetF1 and F2 be convex param eter spaceswith F1\ F2 6= ?

and letF = F1[ F2.LettheintervalCI
�
j;� bede� ned asin (16)forj= 1 and

2.Then CI�j;� 2 I�;F and CI�j;� has expected length over Fj which satis� es

L(CI
�
j;�;Fj)�

�
9

z�=2
+ 4

�

!+

�
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;F

�

:(17)

Lem m a 1 followsfrom the proofofProposition 4 given in Section 4.1.

R emark 2. Theorem 1 and Lem m a 1 together show that under the

conditionsofLem m a 1,

L
�
�(F1;F )� !+

�
z�=2
p
n
;F1;F

�

:(18)
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Although the intervalCI�1;� hasguaranteed coverage probability over F

and optim alexpected length over F1,it m ay not have optim alexpected

length overF becausetheexpected length overF2 isnotcontrolled.O n the

otherhand,by sym m etry CI�2;� hasguaranteed coverageprobability overF

and optim alexpected length overF2.By Bonferroni,thecon�denceinterval

CI�� = CI�
1;�=2

\ CI�
2;�=2

also hascoverage probability ofatleast1� � and

so CI�� 2 I�;F .Furtherm ore,it iseasy to see thatithas optim alexpected

length over both F1 and F2 and hence also over F .In other words the

con�denceintervalCI�� isa 1� � leveladaptivecon�denceintervaloverF1
and F2.

Proposition 2. LetF1 and F2 be convex param eter spaces with F1 \

F2 6= ? and letF = F1[ F2.Letthe intervalCI
�
j;� bede� ned asin (16)and

letCI�� = CI�
1;�=2

\ CI�
2;�=2

.Then CI�� is a 1� � leveladaptive con� dence

intervalover F1 and F2.Thatis,CI
�
� 2 I�;F and for both j= 1 and 2,

L
�
�(Fj;F )� L(CI

�
�;Fj)� C (�)L

�
�(Fj;F )(19)

where C (�)isa constantdepending only on �.Consequently L(CI��;Fj)�

!+ (
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;F ).

R emark 3. Itisshown in Caiand Low (2004)thattheordered m odulus

isconcave.Itfollowsthat,ifb� 1,then forall"> 0,

!+ (b";F ;G)= m ax(!(b";F ;G);!(b";G;F ))

� m ax(b!(";F ;G);b!(";G;F ))

� b!+ (";F ;G):

(20)

It then follows from the boundsgiven in (7) and (17) and inequality (20)

thatthe constantC (�)in (19)can betaken as

C (�)=
9+ 4z�=4

(1=2� �)z�
:

2.3. Discussion. In nonparam etricfunction estim ation thegoalofadap-

tive estim ation is often fram ed in term s ofachieving optim ality results si-

m ultaneously overacollection ofparam eterspacesfFjg.Thebenchm arkfor

successisgiven byhow wellonecould doiftheparam eterspaceiscom pletely

speci�ed.W e term ed any such con�denceintervalstrongly adaptive.

So far,attention hasfocused on constructing adaptive con�dence proce-

dures which attain the lower bound on expected length given in Theorem

1.Thisbound givesthebestonecan do in thisadaptivecon�denceinterval

problem .The lowerbound howeverm ay di�erquite dram atically from the
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m inim ax expected length ifthe param eterspace Fj isprespeci�ed.In par-

ticularsuppose,asiscom m on,thatthebetween classm odulusofcontinuity

isH�olderian.Thatis,them odulussatis�es

!+ (";Fi;Fj)= Ci;j"
qi;j(1+ o(1)); 1� i;j� 2;

forsom econstantsCi;j> 0 and 0< qi;j� 1.Such isthecasein theexam ples

given in Section 3.2 and also in m any other com m only treated problem s.

W hen the m odulus!+ (";F ;G)isH�olderian write q(F ;G)forthe exponent

ofthem odulus.Thatis,

!+ (";F ;G)� "
q(F ;G)

:

Also setq(G)= q(G;G).

W ithoutlossofgenerality,assum eq(F1)� q(F2).Throughouttherem ain-

derofthepaperC isused to denoteagenericconstantwhich m ay vary from

placetoplaceandsetF = F1[F2.Notethatq(F1;F )= m infq(F1);q(F1;F2)g

and q(F )= m infq(F1);q(F2);q(F1;F2)g. In this setup strongly adaptive

con�dence intervals exist if and only if q(F 1;F )= q(F1) or equivalently

q(F1)� q(F1;F2).

Thereare fourcasesofinterest.

Case 1. q(F2)� q(F1)� q(F1;F2).In this case q(F1;F )= q(F1) and

strongly adaptive con�denceintervalsexist.Theseintervalshave m axim um

expected length which can attain the sam e optim alrate ofconvergence as

the m inim ax con�dence intervalover known F i.Speci�c shape restricted

exam plesaregiven in Section 3.2 which illustratethiscaseand m oregeneral

theory.

Case 2. q(F1;F2)= q(F2)< q(F1).In this case q(F1;F )< q(F1) and

thusstrongly adaptivecon�denceintervalsdonotexist.Adaptivecon�dence

intervalsoflevel1� � overF1 and F2 havem axim um expected length over

F1 which satis�es

L(CI;F1)�

�
1

2
� �

�

!+

�
z�
p
n
;F1;F

�

� n
� q(F )=2

:(21)

In contrast,ifitisknown thatf 2 F1,1� � levelcon�dence intervals can

beconstructed which satisfy

L(CI;F1)� C n
� q(F 1)=2 � C n

� q(F )=2
:

Hencefrom thispointofview thecostofadaptation issubstantial.Therate

ofconvergence ofthe m axim um expected length ofCI overF1 isthe sam e

asthatforthe m axim um expected length overF .
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Example 1. Considerestim ating the linear functionalTf = f(0) over

Lipschitz classes based on the G aussian observations given in (1).For 0<

� � 1 and �1
2
� a< b� 1

2
,theLipschitzfunction classovertheinterval[a;b]

isde�ned as

F (�;M ;[a;b])

= ff:[� 1

2
;1
2
]! R;jf(x)� f(y)j� M jx� yj� forx;y2 [a;b]g:

(22)

Itisalso convenientto write F (�;M )forF (�;M ;[� 1

2
;1
2
]).

Let0< �2 < �1 � 1,setFi= F (�i;M )fori= 1;2.In thiscase standard

calculations as,for exam ple, outlined in Cai and Low (2002) show that

!(";F1)= C "2�1=(2�1+ 1)(1+ o(1))and !(";F1;F2)= C "2�2=(2�2+ 1)(1+ o(1)).

Hence

q(F1;F )= q(F1;F2)=
2�2

2�2 + 1
< q(F1)=

2�1

2�1 + 1
:

Case 3. q(F2)< q(F1;F2)< q(F1).In this case q(F1;F )< q(F1) and

strongly adaptivecon�denceintervalsdo notexist.Any 1� � leveladaptive

con�denceintervalCI overF 1 and F2,m usthavem axim um expected length

ofCI overF1 satisfying

L(CI;F1)�

�
1

2
� �

�

!+

�
z�
p
n
;F1;F

�

� n
� q(F 1;F 2)=2 � n

� q(F 1)=2:(23)

The cost ofadaptation in this case is that the rate ofconvergence ofthe

m axim um expected length ofCI overF1 isslowerthan thatifitisknown

thatf 2 F1 butfasterthan forthe m axim um expected length overF2.An

exam ple forthiscase can begiven asfollows.

Example 2. Supposethatthe white noise with driftprocess(1)isob-

served and that the linear functionalTf = f(0).Let the Lipschitz class

F (�;M ;[a;b]) be de�ned as above and let D be the set ofalldecreasing

functionson [� 1

2
;1
2
].Set

FD (�1;M 1;�2;M 2)= F (�1;M 1;[�
1

2
;0])\ F (�2;M 2;[0;

1

2
])\ D :

LetF1 = FD (
1;M 1;
2;M 2)and F2 = FD (�1;N 1;�2;N 2)with 1� 
1 > 
2 >

�1 > �2 > 0.Then asin Caiand Low (2002)itiseasy to check that

!(";F1)= C "
2
1=(2
1+ 1)(1+ o(1));

!(";F2)= C "
2�1=(2�1+ 1)(1+ o(1));

(24)

!(";F1;F2)= C "
2
2=(2
2+ 1)(1+ o(1));

!(";F2;F1)= C "
2
1=(2
1+ 1)(1+ o(1)):
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Note thatin thiscase !(";F1;F2)6= !(";F2;F1)(1+ o(1)).Since 
1 > 
2,it

then followsfrom (24)that

q(F1;F )= q(F1;F2)=
2
2

2
2 + 1
:

Hence 0< q(F2)< q(F1;F )< q(F1)< 1.

Case 4. q(F1;F2)< q(F2)� q(F1).In thiscase,strongly adaptivecon�-

dence intervals do notexistand the costofadaptation isextraordinary.If

f isknown to be in Fi,one can attain the rate ofconvergence nq(F i)=2 for

them axim um expected length oftheoptim al1� � levelcon�denceinterval

over Fi.W ithoutthe inform ation 1� � leveladaptive con�dence intervals

over F1 and F2 m ust have m axim um expected length over Fi at least of

ordern� q(F 1;F 2)=2.An exam ple isgiven below.

Example 3. O nceagain considerthewhitenoisem odelwith Tf = f(0).

Let

F (�1;M 1;�2;M 2)= F (�1;M 1;[�
1

2
;0])\ F (�2;M 2;[0;

1

2
])

and consider0< 
2 � 
1 � 1and 0< �1 � �2 � 1.SetF1 = F (
1;M 1;
2;M 2)

and F2 = F (�1;N 1;�2;N 2).Standardcalculationsshow that!(";F1)= C "2
1=(2
1+ 1)(1+

o(1)) and !(";F2)= C "2�2=(2�2+ 1)(1+ o(1)).The between classm odulusis

given as

!(";F1;F2)= C "
2�=(2�+ 1)

(1+ o(1))(25)

where � = m ax(m in(
1;�1);m in(
2;�2)).

W hen 
1 � �2 > �1 � 
2,thequantity � in (25)equals�1 and hence

q(F1;F2)=
2�1

2�1 + 1
:

Thereforein thiscase q(F1;F2)< m in(q(F1);q(F2)):

3. Adaptation over nested param eter spaces. Section 2 gave the adap-

tation theory fortwo convex param eterspaces.Thistheory can beextended

to m ore generalcollectionsofparam eterspaces.In thissection the focusis

on adaptation over a collection ofa �nite or countably in�nite num ber of

nested convex param eter spaces,F1 � F2 � � � � � Fk,where in the case of

k = 1 ,F1 denotes
S
1
i= 1Fi.The objective is,fora given linearfunctional

Tf,to construct variable length con�dence intervals which have coverage

probability ofatleast1� � overFk and which sim ultaneously m inim izethe

expected length over each ofthe param eter spaces Fj.A target for these
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expected lengths has been provided by the lower bound given in Theorem

1,nam ely

L
�
�(Fj;Fk)�

�
1

2
� �

�

!+

�
z�
p
n
;Fj;Fk

�

(26)

where !+ (";Fj;Fk)isthebetween classm odulusasgiven in (5).

The m ajor result ofthis section is to show that adaptive con�dence in-

tervalsexistand to constructsuch adaptive intervals.Asin Section 2.2 the

construction ofthese adaptive con�dence procedures relies on the ordered

m odulus!(";Fi;Fj)asgiven in (4).For1� i;j� k set!i;j= !(
z�=2
p
n
;Fi;Fj)

and let T̂i;j be linear estim ators with variances and biases bounded as in

(13){(15).

The con�dence procedure isbuiltin two steps.In the �rststep foreach

1� j� k an intervalisconstructed which controlsthe coverage probability

overFk and which also hasexpected length overFj within a constantfac-

torofthe lowerbound given by (26).In the second step these intervalsare

com bined to createasingleintervalwhich m aintainscoveragewhilesim ulta-

neously attaining an expected length overevery Fj within a �xed constant

factorofthe lowerbound given in (26).

For the �rststep de�ne the con�dence intervals CI �
j asfollows.For 1�

j� k set�j= !+ (
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;Fk)and de�neCI

�
j by

CI
�
j =

�
T̂j;k + T̂k;j

2
� f(̂Tj;k � T̂k;j)+ + 2�jg;

T̂j;k + T̂k;j

2
+ f(T̂j;k � T̂k;j)+ + 2�jg

�

:

(27)

Lem m a 2 showsthatthese intervalshave guaranteed coverage overFk and

nearoptim alexpected length overFj.

R emark 4. Thisintervalisdesigned for0< � � 0:2.If0:2< � � 0:5 all

subsequentresultshold with m inorm odi�cations,asnoted in laterrem arks,

when theintervalisreplaced by

CI
�
j =

�
T̂j;k + T̂k;j

2
� f(̂Tj;k � T̂k;j)+ + 3�jg;

T̂j;k + T̂k;j

2
+ f(T̂j;k � T̂k;j)+ + 3�jg

�

:

(28)
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Lemma 2. For 0< � � 0:2,the con� dence intervalCI�j de� ned in (27)

has coverage probability ofatleast1� 2

7
� for allf 2 F k and satis� es

L(C I
�
j;Fj)�

�

2�

�
1

2
z�=2

�

+
4

p
2�z�=2

exp

�

�
1

8
z
2
�=2

�

+ 4

�

� �j

� 8!+

�
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;Fk

�

:

(29)

R emark 5. For 0:2 < � � 0:5 the intervalgiven in (28) satis�es the

sam e coverage buthasexpected length bounded by 10!+ (
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;Fk).

In the following proof,and throughoutthe restofthe paper,write Z for

a standard Norm alrandom variable.

Proof of Lemma 2. Lem m a 2 givesa bound on both coverage proba-

bility and expected length.Firstconsidercoverage probability.Itiseasy to

see thatthe intervalCI�j containstheintervalCIj de�ned as

CIj= [̂Tk;j� 2�j;T̂j;k + 2�j](30)

where the intervalCIj istaken to be the em pty setwheneverthe leftend-

pointoftheaboveintervalislargerthan therightendpoint.Firstnotethat

forf 2 Fk,E T̂k;j� Tf � 1

2
!k;j and thatE T̂j;k � Tf � �1

2
!j;k.Let

zk;j=
T̂k;j� Tf � (1=2)!k;j

!k;j=z�=2
;

zj;k =
T̂j;k � Tf + (1=2)!j;k

!j;k=z�=2
:

Then for any f 2 Fk it follows from (14) and (15) that zk;j has a Norm al

distribution with m ean lessthan orequalto zero and variance bounded by

1,and zj;k has a Norm aldistribution with m ean greater than or equalto

zero and variance bounded by 1.Note that �j = m ax(!k;j;!j;k).Hence for

f 2 Fk,

P (Tf =2 C I�j)� P (Tf =2 CIj)

� P

�

zk;j>

�

2
�j

!k;j
�
1

2

�

z�=2

�

+ P

�

zj;k �

�

� 2
�j

!j;k
+
1

2

�

z�=2

�

� 2P

�

Z �
3

2
z�=2

�

:

Notethatfora�xed � > 1,itiseasy toverify thatg(z)= P (Z � �z)=P (Z �

z)isa strictly decreasing function ofz forz> 0 and for� = 0:2,

2P (Z � 3

2
z�=2)�

2

7
�:
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Hence,P (Tf =2 CI�j)�
2

7
� and so theclaim oftherequired coverage proba-

bility hasbeen established.

Now turn to the bound on expected length given in (29) for which the

following technicallem m a isneeded.

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

E X 1(X > 0)� �0�

�
�0

�0

�

+
�0
p
2�

exp

�

�
�20

2�20

�

:(31)

Proof. Itiseasy to check by taking partialderivativesthatE X 1(X >

0)isan increasing function ofboth � and �.Hence

E �;�X 1(X > 0)

� E�0;�0X 1(X > 0)

=
1

p
2��0

Z 1

0

xexp

�

�
(x� �0)

2

2�20

�

dx

=
1

p
2��0

Z 1

0

�0exp

�

�
(x� �0)

2

2�20

�

dx+
�0
p
2�

Z 1

� �0=�0

yexp

�

�
y2

2

�

dy

= �0�

�
�0

�0

�

+
�0
p
2�

exp

�

�
�20

2�20

�

:
�

Now note thatforf 2 Fj,

E (T̂j;k � T̂k;j)� �j and Var(T̂j;k � T̂k;j)�
4

z2
�=2

�
2
j;

and so from Lem m a 3 itfollowsthat

E (T̂j;k � T̂k;j)+ �

�

�

�
1

2
z�=2

�

+
2

p
2�z�=2

exp

�

�
1

8
z
2
�=2

��

� �j� 2�j(32)

and hence (29)issatis�ed. �

Lem m a 2 shows that the intervalC I�j has guaranteed coverage over Fk

and nearoptim alexpected length overFj.Beforeturningtotheconstruction

ofan adaptivecon�denceintervalwestateasim pleprelim inary lem m a.The

proofisstraightforward and notgiven here.

Lemma 4. Let 0 < �1 � �2 � � � � � �k be a sequence of m onotonically

increasing positive num bers.Then there exists a unique subsequence �j1 <

�j2 < � � � < �jm with jm = k,such thatfor all1� i� m ,

�ji � 2�ji� 1
and �ji < 2�j for allji� 1 < j< ji(33)

where we setj0 = 0 and �0 = 0.



NO NPARAM ETRIC CO NFID ENCE INTERVALS 17

The construction ofthe adaptive con�dence intervalproceedsasfollows.

O nce again for1� j� k,set�j= !+ (
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;Fk).Let�j1 < �j2 < � � � < �jm

bethesubsequencesatisfying(33).Letĵbetheindex oftheshortestinterval

am ong allthe CI�ji for1� i� m .M ore precisely,

ĵ= argm in
ji;1� i� m

L(CI
�
ji
):

Then theadaptive con�denceintervalforTf isde�ned by

CI
�
= CI

�

ĵ
:(34)

Thefollowing theorem showsthatCI� isa 1� � leveladaptivecon�dence

intervaloverthecollection fFj;j= 1;:::;kg.

T heorem 2. The con� dence intervalCI� de� ned in (34)has coverage

probability ofatleast1� � for allf 2 Fk,thatis,CI
� 2 I�;F k

and satis� es

L
�
�(Fj;Fk)� L(CI

�
;Fj)�

16z�=2

(1=2� �)z�
L
�
�(Fj;Fk)(35)

sim ultaneously for all1� j� k.M oreover,

L(CI
�
;Fji)� 8!+

�
z�=2
p
n
;Fji;Fk

�

(36)

for all1� i� m ,and for all1� j� k

L(CI
�
;Fj)� 16!+

�
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;Fk

�

:(37)

TheproofofTheorem 2restson thefollowingim portanttechnicallem m a.

RecallthatLem m a 2 givesa lowerbound on coverageoverFk and an upper

bound on expected length over Fj.Lem m a 5 shows,in a precise way,that

ifC I�j hasa large expected length itm usthave high coverage probability.

Lemma 5. Iff 2 Fk and

P (Tf =2 CI�j)> 2P (Z � 1

4
(�+ 3)z�=2);

then

E (T̂j;k � T̂k;j)� ��j:

Proof. Firstnote that

P (Tf =2 CI�j)� P

�

Tf �
T̂j;k + T̂k;j

2
� (̂Tj;k � T̂k;j+ 2�j)

�

+ P

�

Tf �
T̂j;k + T̂k;j

2
+ (T̂j;k � T̂k;j+ 2�j)

�

:
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Now note that

�
1

2
�j�

1

2
E (T̂j;k � T̂k;j)� E

T̂j;k + T̂k;j

2
� Tf �

1

2
�j+

1

2
E (T̂j;k � T̂k;j):

LetX =
T̂j;k+ T̂k;j

2
� Tf � (̂Tj;k � T̂k;j+ 2�j).Supposethat

E (T̂j;k � T̂k;j)> ��j:

Then

E (X )� �1
2
(�+ 3)�j and Var(X )�

4

z2
�=2

�
2
j:

Hence

P

�

Tf �
T̂j;k + T̂k;j

2
� (̂Tj;k � T̂k;j+ 2�j)

�

= P (X � 0)

� P

�

Z �
1

4
(�+ 3)z�=2

�

:

Sim ilarly,

P

�

Tf �
T̂j;k + T̂k;j

2
+ (T̂j;k � T̂k;j+ 2�j)

�

� P

�

Z �
1

4
(�+ 3)z�=2

�

:

Hence,

P (Tf =2 CI�j)� 2P (Z � 1

4
(�+ 3)z�=2): �

Proof of T heorem 2. Note that it su�ces to prove (36) since (37)

followsim m ediately from (36)and (35)isa directconsequence of(20),(7)

and (37).For(36)assum e withoutlossofgenerality that�j� 2�j� 1 forall

1� j� k;otherwise we can work along the subsequence.First note that

since CI� istheshortestofalltheCI�j con�denceintervalsLem m a 2 yields

thatthe expected length ofCI� satis�es

L(CI
�
;Fj)� L(CI

�
j;Fj)

�

�

2�

�
1

2
z�=2

�

+
4

p
2�z�=2

exp

�

�
1

8
z
2
�=2

�

+ 4

�

� �j

� 8�j:

(38)

Now turn to the proofofcoverage.Note that

P (Tf =2 CI�)=

kX

j= 1

P (Tf =2 CI�j \ ĵ= j)

�

kX

j= 1

m infP (Tf =2 CI�j);P (̂j= j)g:

(39)
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For l� 0,denote d(l)= 2P (Z � 1

4
(l+ 6)z�=2).Note that d(0)= 2P (Z �

3

2
z�=2)�

2

7
�.Forl� 1 let

A l= fj:d(l)< P (Tf =2 C I�j)� d(l� 1)g(40)

and letj(l)= m infj:j2 A lg.Notethatitfollowsfrom Lem m a2that
S
lA l=

fj� 1g.Then by Lem m a5

E (T̂j(l);k � T̂k;j(l))� (l+ 3)�j(l):(41)

Note thatVar(T̂j(l);k � T̂k;j(l))�
4

z2
�=2

�2j,so

P (L(CI
�
j(l))> 4��j(l))= P (T̂j(l);k � T̂k;j(l)> 2(� � 1)�j(l))

� P (Z � (��5
2
� 1

2
l)z�=2):

Since �j� 2�j� 1,itfollowsthat,forany integerm > 0,

P (̂j� j(l)+ m )� P (L(CI
�
j(l))> 4�j(l)+ m )

� P (L(CI
�
j(l))> 4� 2

m
�j(l))

� P (Z � (2
m � 5

2
� 1

2
l)z�=2)

� 
l;m :

Letj� = m infj(l):1� l� 8g.Form = 3 and 1� l� 8,
l;m = P (Z � 1

2
(11�

l)z�=2).Ifj� = j(1),then

kX

j= j�

m infP (Tf =2 CI�j);P (̂j= j)g� d(0)+ d(0)+ d(0)+ 
1;3

� 6

7
� + P (Z � 5z�=2):

Sim ilarly,ifj� = j(l)forsom e 2� l� 8,then

kX

j= j�

m infP (Tf =2 CI�j);P (̂j= j)g� d(l� 1)+ d(0)+ d(0)+ 
l;3

� 6

7
�+ P (Z � 5z�=2):

Hence

kX

j= j�

m infP (Tf =2 CI�j);P (̂j= j)g� 6

7
�+ P (Z � 5z�=2):(42)

Thefollowing sim plelem m a can beused to bound P (Z � 5z�=2).
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Lemma 6. Let Z � N (0;1) and let a > 0 and b> 0 be two constants.

Then

P (Z � a+ b)� exp(� (ab+1
2
b
2
))P (Z > a):

Applying Lem m a 6 with a= z�=2 and b= 4z�=2,itfollowsthat

P (Z � 5z�=2)= P (Z � z�=2 + 4z�=2)

� exp(� 12z
2
�=2)�

�

2
�

1

14
�:

Therefore

P (Tf =2 CI�)�

kX

j= 1

m infP (Tf =2 CI�j);P (̂j= j)g

� 13

14
�+

1X

l= 9

X

j2A l

m infP (Tf =2 CI�j);P (̂j= j)g:

Forl� 9,letmlbethesm allestintegersatisfying2
m l � 1

4
(3l+ 7):Then m l�

log2(3l+ 7)� 1.Recallthatforj2 Al,P (Tf =2 CI�j)� 2P (Z � 1

4
(l+ 3)z�=2).

Now note that

P (̂j� j(l)+ ml)� 
l;m l
� P (Z � 1

4
(l+ 3)z�=2):

So,forl� 9,
X

j2A l

m infP (Tf =2 CI�j);P (̂j= j)g

� ml� 2P (Z �1
4
(l+ 3)z�=2)+ 
l;m l

� (2ml+ 1)P (Z � 1

4
(l+ 3)z�=2):

So

1X

l= 9

X

j2A l

m infP (Tf =2 CI�j);P (̂j= j)g

�

1X

l= 9

(2log2(3l+ 7)� 1)P (Z � 1

4
(l+ 3)z�=2):

Lem m a 6 yields

P

�

Z �
1

4
(l+ 3)z�=2

�

� P

�

Z � z�=2 +
1

4
(l� 1)z�=2

�

� exp

�

�

�
1

4
(l� 1)+

1

32
(l� 1)

2

�

z
2
�=2

�

�
�

2
:
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Hence,

1X

l= 9

X

j2A l

m infP (Tf =2 CI�j);P (̂j= j)g

�
�

2

1X

l= 9

(2log2(3l+ 7)� 1)exp

�

�

�
1

4
(l� 1)+

1

32
(l� 1)

2

�

z
2
�=2

�

�
�

2

1X

l= 8

(2log2(3l+ 10)� 1)exp

�

�
z2
�=2

32
l
2

�

exp

�

�
z2
�=2

4
l

�

:

It is easy to see that for l� 8, (2log2(3l+ 10)� 1)exp(� (z2
�=2

=32)l2) is

strictly decreasing and

(2log2(3l+ 10)� 1)exp

�

�
z2
�=2

32
l
2

�

�
1

2
:

So,

1X

l= 9

X

j2A l

m infP (Tf =2 CI�j);P (̂j= j)g�
1

4
�

1X

l= 8

exp

�

�
z2
�=2

4
l

�

�
1

14
�:

Hence,

P (Tf =2 CI�)� 13

14
� + 1

14
� = �: �

3.1. Adaptation over nearly nested param eter spaces. In som e com m on

casesofinterestsuch asH�olderspaces,Sobolev spacesand Besov spaces,the

param eterspacesarenotexactly nested,buthavenested structurein term s

ofthe m oduliofcontinuity.Theorem 2 can be generalized to such nearly

nested param eterspaces.

Denote by C:Hull(F ) the convex hullofa param eter set F .Let Fi,i=

1;:::;k,beconvex param eterspacesand forany integer1� m � k letGm =
S m
l= 1Fl.Supposethefollowing condition,which istrivially satis�ed ifF iare

nested,holds.

C ondition C. For1� j� k and som e constantsC2 � C1 > 0,

!(";C:Hull(Gj);C:Hull(Gk))� C1!(";Gj;Gk)� C2!(";Fj;Fk)

and

!(";C:Hull(Gk);C:Hull(Gj))� C1!(";Gk;Gj)� C2!(";Fk;Fj)

forall0< "< "0.
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Sim ilarlytothenested casefor1� i;j� k,set!0i;j= !(
z�=2
p
n
;C:Hull(Gi);C:Hull(Gj)),

and once again Caiand Low (2004)give a construction oflinearestim ators

T̂0
i;j which have variance bounded by

Var(T̂
0
i;j)�

1

z2
�=2

!
0
i;j

2

and biaswhich satis�es

inf
f2F j

(E (T̂
0
i;j)� Tf)� �1

2
!
0
i;j

and

sup
f2F i

(E (T̂
0
i;j)� Tf)� 1

2
!
0
i;j:

Set�0j= !+ (
z�=2
p
n
;C:Hull(Gj);C:Hull(Gk))and de�nethecon�denceinter-

vals CI�j asearlier.W hen 0< � � 0:2,let

CI
�
j =

�
T̂0
j;k
+ T̂0

k;j

2
� f(̂T0

j;k � T̂
0
k;j)+ + 2�

0
jg;

T̂0
j;k + T̂0

k;j

2
+ f(T̂0

j;k � T̂
0
k;j)+ + 2�

0
jg

�(43)

and when 0:2< � < 0:5 let

CI
�
j =

�
T̂0
j;k
+ T̂0

k;j

2
� f(̂T0

j;k � T̂
0
k;j)+ + 3�

0
jg;

T̂0
j;k
+ T̂0

k;j

2
+ f(T̂0

j;k � T̂
0
k;j)+ + 3�

0
jg

�

:

(44)

Following the argum ent given in the nested case let �0ji be a subsequence

of�0j satisfying (33)and let ĵ= argm inji;1� i� m L(CI
�
ji
)be the index ofthe

shortestintervalalong the subsequence and de�ne the adaptive con�dence

intervalforTf by

CI
�
= CI

�

ĵ
:(45)

Asstated precisely in thefollowing resultthiscon�denceintervalisadaptive

overthe param eterspacesfFj:j= 1;:::;kg.

Proposition 3. Suppose Condition C holds.Then the con� dence in-

tervalCI� de� ned in (45) has coverage probability ofatleast1� � for all

f 2 F =
S k
j= 1Fj and satis� es the lower bound on expected length,

L
�
�(Fj;F )� L(CI

�
;Fj)� C (�)L

�
�(Fj;F );(46)

sim ultaneously for all1� j� k,where the constantC (�) only depends on

� and isindependentofk.In otherwords,L(CI�;Fj)� !+ (
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;F )for

all1� j� k.
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W eom ittheproofofProposition 3 sinceitessentially followsa sim ilarpath

to thatofTheorem 2.

3.2. Exam ples. Theorem 2 and Proposition 3 have established general

adaptation resultsforcollectionsofnested ornearlynested param eterspaces.

In thissection a couple ofexam ples are given which illustrate thisgeneral

theory.

Suppose thatwe observe the white noise with driftprocess(1)and that

the linear functionalis point evaluation.For convenience take Tf = f(0).

LetD be the setofalldecreasing functionson [� 1

2
;1
2
]and letFD (�;M )=

F (�;M )\ D be the collection ofm onotonically decreasing Lipschitz func-

tionswhere F (�;M )isthe Lipschitz classde�ned in (22).

Forintegerj� 1 letM j= 2j(2�+ 1) 1p
n
and letG =

S 1
j= 1FD (�;M j).Stan-

dard calculationsasin,forexam ple,Donoho and Liu (1987),yield

!(";FD (�;M );G)= !(";G;FD (�;M ))

= (2� + 1)
1=(2�+ 1)

M
1=(2�+ 1)

"
2�=(2�+ 1)(47)

forM � (2� + 1)1=2".Let�j= !(
z�=2
p
n
;FD (�;M j);G).Then itiseasy to see

that�j+ 1 = 2�j and hencetheadaptivecon�denceintervalgiven in (34)has

coverage probability overG ofatleast1� � and satis�es

L(CI
�
;FD (�;M j))� 6(2� + 1)

1=(2�+ 1)
M

1=(2�+ 1)

j z
2�=(2�+ 1)

�=2
n
� �=(2�+ 1)

:

(48)

Furtherm ore,forany M > 0,

L(CI
�
;FD (�;M ))� 12(2�+ 1)

1=(2�+ 1)
M

1=(2�+ 1)
z
2�=(2�+ 1)

�=2
n
� �=(2�+ 1)

(49)

forallsu�ciently large n.

Anothercom m on problem in function estim ation istoadaptoversm ooth-

nessclasses.For�xed M > 0,the classesFD (
1;M )� FD (
2;M )whenever

0< 
2 < 
1 � 1.LetG0=
S
0� 
� 1FD (
;M ).Then once again standard cal-

culationsyield

!(";FD (�;M );G0)= !(";G0;FD (�;M ))

= (2� + 1)
1=(2�+ 1)

M
1=(2�+ 1)

"
2�=(2�+ 1)

:
(50)

Now let1= �1 > �2 > � � � bethe sequence such that

!+

�
z�=2
p
n
;FD (�j+ 1;M );G0

�

= 2!+

�
z�=2
p
n
;FD (�j;M );G0

�

:

Then theadaptivecon�denceintervalgiven in (34)hascoverageprobability

overG0ofatleast1� � and satis�es

L(CI
�
;FD (�j;M ))

� 6(2�j+ 1)
1=(2�j+ 1)M

1=(2�j+ 1)z
2�j=(2�j+ 1)

�=2
n
� �j=(2�j+ 1):

(51)
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Furtherm ore,forany 0< � � 1,

L(CI
�
;FD (�;M ))� 12(2�+ 1)

1=(2�+ 1)
M

1=(2�+ 1)
z
2�=(2�+ 1)

�=2
n
� �=(2�+ 1)

(52)

forallsu�ciently large n.

4. Adaptation overageneralcollection ofconvex param eterspaces. Sec-

tion 3 focused on collectionsofnested param eterspaces.Ithasbeen shown

that the between class m odulusofcontinuity com pletely characterizes the

optim alexpected length ofadaptive con�dence intervals.O ne particularly

interesting featureofthenested caseisthattheoptim alexpected length of

thecon�denceintervalsdoesnotdepend on thenum berofparam eterspaces

in the collection.

Thenested case,although interesting,issom ewhatspecial.In thissection

general�nite collectionsofconvex param eterspacesare considered.In this

generalsetting thetheory ism orecom plicated and in generalthenum berof

param eterspaces,say k,m ay also play a rolein theoptim alexpected length

ofadaptivecon�denceintervals.Fora �xed and �nitenum berofparam eter

spaces the optim alexpected length ofadaptive intervals is stillwithin a

constant factor of the between class m odulus of continuity. However the

constantfactorin thiscasecan depend on thenum berofparam eterspaces.

W e construct adaptive con�dence intervals which show that this constant

factordoesnotgrow fasterthan
p
logk and wegivean exam plewhich shows

thatthisfactorissom etim esnecessary.

Let fFj:j= 1;:::;kg be a collection of convex spaces with nonem pty

intersections,thatis,Fi\ Fj6= ? foralli;j.Theobjectiveistoconstructan

adaptivecon�denceintervalforalinearfunctionalTf which hasguaranteed

coverage probability of1� � over G =
S
k
j= 1Fj and rate optim alexpected

length overeach oftheparam eterspacesFj.

Theadaptivecon�denceintervalgiven in thissection di�erssubstantially

from that given in the nested case.However,the generalstrategy forcon-

structing adaptive con�dence intervals in this setup is sim ilar to that of

the nested case.In particular,a key step is to �rst construct an interval

which hasoptim alexpected length over one ofthe param eterspaceswhile

attaining coverage probability overthe union oftheparam eterspaces.

4.1. Constrained optim alexpected length con� dence intervals. As m en-

tioned above,itis convenient to constructa con�dence intervalwhich has

shortestpossibleexpected length overagiven Fj whilem aintainingcoverage

probability overG =
S k
j= 1Fj.

Firstnote thatforany con�denceintervalCI2 I�;G,Theorem 1 yieldsa

targetforthe expected length

L(CI;Fj)�

�
1

2
� �

�

!+

�
z�
p
n
;Fj;G

�

:(53)
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Asin Section 2.2,for1� i;j� k set!i;j= !(
z�=2
p
n
;Fi;Fj)and let T̂i;j be

a linear estim ator which has variance bounded by 1

z2
�=2

!2i;j and bias which

satis�es

inf
f2F j

(E (T̂i;j)� Tf)� �1
2
!i;j(54)

and

sup
f2F i

(E (T̂i;j)� Tf)� 1

2
!i;j:(55)

Asa �rststep in theconstruction ofadaptivecon�denceintervals,de�ne

CI�j;� by

CI
�
j;� =

�

m in
i
fT̂i;j�

3

2
!i;jg;m ax

i
fT̂j;i+

3

2
!j;ig

�

:(56)

Thefollowing resultshowsthatthiscon�denceintervalattainsthelower

bound on them axim um expected length overFj given in (53)and satis�es

the constraintthatithasthe m inim um coverage of1� � forallf 2 G.

Proposition 4. LetFj,j= 1;:::;k,be convex param eter spaces with

Fi\ Fj 6= ? for alli;j and letG =
S k
j= 1Fj.Letthe intervalCI�j;� be de-

� ned as in (56).Then CI�j;� 2 I�;G and CI�j;� has expected length over Fj

satisfying

L
�
�(Fj;G)� L(CI

�
j;�;Fj)�

�
8
p
log(k+ 1)+ 4z�=2

(1=2� �)z�

�

� L
�
�(Fj;G):(57)

R emark 6. Itfollowsfrom (59)thatthe expected length ofthe con�-

dence intervalCI�j;� israte optim alasn ! 1 aslong ask rem ains�xed.

Proof of Proposition 4. Firstconsider the coverage probability of

the intervalCI�j;�.Suppose f 2 Fm for som e 1� m � k.Note that the in-

tervalCI�j;� contains

CIm ;j= [̂Tm ;j�
3

2
!m ;j;T̂j;m + 3

2
!j;m ]:

The derivation below shows that the intervalCIm ;j has correct coverage

probability.Firstnotethatforf 2 Fm ,E T̂m ;j� Tf � 1

2
!m ;j andthatE T̂j;m �

Tf � �1
2
!j;m .Let

X m ;j =
T̂i;j� Tf � (1=2)!m ;j

!m ;j=z�=2
;

X j;m =
T̂j;m � Tf + (1=2)!j;m

!j;m =z�=2
:
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Then forany f 2 Fm itfollowsfrom (54)and (55)thatX m ;j hasa Norm al

distribution with m ean lessthan orequalto zero and variance bounded by

1 and X j;m has a Norm aldistribution with m ean greater than orequalto

zero and variance bounded by 1.Hence,forf 2 Fm ,

P (Tf 2 CI�j;�)� P (Tf 2 CIm ;j)

= P (X m ;j � � z�=2 and X j;m � z�=2)

� 1� P (Xm ;j� � z�=2)� P (Xj;m � z�=2)

� 1� �:

So forany f 2 G,P (Tf 2 CI�j;�)� 1� � and thuscoverage hasbeen estab-

lished.

Theboundson theexpected length oftheseintervalscan now beobtained

by using the following technicallem m a from Dudley [(1999),pages56 and

57].

Lemma 7. LetX 1;X 2;:::;X k be norm ally distributed random variables

with m ean 0 and variance � �2.Then

E m ax
1� i� k

jX ij� �

�

2+
4+ log4

log(3=2)

�1=2p
log(k+ 1):(58)

Let

�j= !+

�
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;G

�

= m ax
1� i� k

f!i;j;!j;ig:

Itiseasy to see thatthe length ofthe intervalCI�j;� isbounded by

L(CI
�
j;�)� m ax

i
(T̂j;i� Tf)+ + m ax

i
(Tf � T̂i;j)+ + 3�j:

Now note thatiff 2 Fj,then forany i6= j,

aj;i� E (̂Tj;i� Tf)� 1

2
!j;i

and

bi;j� E (Tf � T̂i;j)�
1

2
!i;j:

Also note thatforany realnum bersx and y,(x+ y)+ � (x)+ + (y)+ .So

forf 2 Fj the expected length ofCI�j;� satis�es

E L(CI
�
j;�)� E m ax

i
(T̂j;i� Tf)+ + E m ax

i
(Tf � T̂i;j)+ + 3�j

� E

�

m ax
i
f(aj;i)+ + (T̂j;i� Tf � aj;i)+ g

�
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+ E

�

m ax
i
f(bi;j)+ + (T̂i;j� Tf � bi;j)+ g

�

+ 3�j

� E

�

m ax
i
(T̂j;i� T̂f � aj;i)+

�

+ E

�

m ax
i
(T̂i;j� T̂j� bi;j)+

�

+ 4�j:

Itthen followsfrom Lem m a 7 that

E f(L(CI
�
j;�))�

2

z�=2
�j

�

2+
4+ log4

log(3=2)

�1=2p
log(k+ 1)+ 4�j

�

�

8

p
log(k+ 1)

z�=2
+ 4

�

�j

and itfollowsby taking the suprem um overFj that

L(CI
�
j;�;Fj)�

�

8

p
log(k+ 1)

z�=2
+ 4

�

!+

�
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;G

�

:(59)

Theproposition now followsby com bining (20),(7)and (59). �

4.2. Adaptive con� dence intervals. The intervals CI�j;� constructed in

the lastsection have nearoptim alexpected length overFj butdo notcon-

trolthe expected length over other Fi.In this section adaptive con�dence

intervalsoverfFj:1� j� kg are form ed by intersecting such intervals.For

a �xed k,theresulting intervalhasrateoptim alexpected length overevery

param eter space Fj for all1� j� k.A Bonferroniapproach is applied to

the intervalsofSection 4.1 to yield an adaptive con�dence interval.

M ore speci�cally,de�nethe con�denceintervalCI � by

CI
�
=

k\

j= 1

CI
�
j;�=k(60)

whereCI�j;� aregiven in (56).Thefollowing theorem showsthatthiscon�-

denceintervalhasguaranteed coverageprobabilityand alsohasnearoptim al

expected length overFj foreach 1� j� k.

T heorem 3. LetFj,j= 1;:::;k,be convex param eter spaceswith Fi\

Fj 6= ? for alli;j and letG =
S k
j= 1Fj.Letthe intervalCI

� be given as in

(60).Then CI� 2 I�;G and CI� satis� es

L
�
�(Fj;G)� L(CI

�
�;Fj)�

12z�=2k

(1=2� �)z�
� L

�
�(Fj;G)(61)

for all1� j� k.
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Proof. The results follow easily from Proposition 4.For any f 2 G,

Proposition 4 showsthat

P (Tf 2 CI�j;�=k)� 1�
�

k
:

Hence,forany f 2 G,

P (Tf 2 CI�)= 1� P (Tf =2 CI�)� 1�

kX

j= 1

P (Tf =2 CI�j;�)� 1� �:

Forthe expected length note that

L(CI
�
;Fj)� L(CI

�
j;�=k;Fj)�

�

8

p
log(k+ 1)

z�=2k
+ 4

�

!+

�
z�=2k
p
n
;Fj;G

�

forany 1� j� k.For0< � < 0:5,calculationsshow that

p
log(k+ 1)

z�=2k
� 1

and hence

L(CI
�
;Fj)� 12!+

�
z�=2k
p
n
;Fj;G

�

:(62)

Thetheorem now followsby com bining (7),(20)and (62). �

R emark 7. Itfollowsfrom Lem m a 6 thatz�=2k �

r
2

z2
�=2

logk+ 1� z�=2.

Hence itfollowsfrom (62)and (20)that

L(CI
�
;Fj)� 12!+

 s
2

z2
�=2

logk+ 1�
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;G

!

� 12

s
2

z2
�=2

logk+ 1� !+

�
z�=2
p
n
;Fj;G

�

:

Theratio oftheupperbound justgiven to thelowerbound in (53)isthus

clearly bounded by a constantm ultiple of
p
logk.

Section 5.2 gives an exam ple ofa nearly black object which shows that

this
p
logk factorcannotin generalbeim proved.

5. M inim axcon�denceintervalfornonconvexparam eterspaces. Asm en-

tioned in the Introduction,Donoho (1994) constructed for any convex pa-

ram eter space F �xed length intervals centered at a�ne estim ators which

have length within a sm allconstantfactorofthe m inim ax expected length
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L��(F ).Although the focusofthe presentpaperison adaptation theadap-

tation theory developed in the previous sections can also be used to yield

a m inim ax theory for param eter spaces that are �nite unions of convex

param eterspaces.In thissection con�denceintervalswith a speci�ed cover-

age probability are given which also have nearoptim alm axim um expected

length.It is also shown,in contrast to the theory for convex param eter

spaces,that optim alcon�dence intervals centered on a�ne estim ators can

haveexpected length m uch longerthan theexpected length ofoptim alcon-

�denceintervalscentered atnonlinearestim ators.

Let Fi,i= 1;:::;k,be convex param eter spaces with Fi\ Fj 6= ? for

alli;j and let G =
S
k
i= 1Fi.Note thatthe param eterspace G isin general

nonconvex.The m inim ax expected length ofcon�dence intervalsCI2 I�;G
can bebounded above and below asfollows.

Set 0 < � < 1

2
and let CI be a 1� � level con�dence interval for all

f 2 G =
S k
i= 1Fi.It follows from Theorem 1 that the m axim um expected

length ofCI2 I�;G isbounded below by

L(CI;G)�

�
1

2
� �

�

!

�
z�
p
n
;G

�

:(63)

Upperboundson the m inim ax expected length can be obtained by con-

sideringthecon�denceintervalCI� asde�ned in (60).Asshown in Theorem

3 thisintervalhascoverage probability ofatleast1� � overG.In addition,

itfollows from (61)thatthe m axim um ofthe expected length ofCI� over

G satis�es

L(CI
�
;G)= m ax

1� j� k
L(CI

�
;Fj)

� 12 m ax
1� j� k

!+

�
z�=2k
p
n
;Fj;G

�

= 12!

�
z�=2k
p
n
;G

�

:

(64)

Hence,(63) and (64) together yield the following result on the m inim ax

expected length of1� � levelcon�dence intervalsoverG.

T heorem 4. Let G =
S
k
j= 1Fi, where for j= 1;:::;k Fj are convex

spaces with nonem pty intersections and suppose 0< � < 1

2
.Then

�
1

2
� �

�

!

�
z�
p
n
;G

�

� L
�
�(G)� 12!

�
z�=2k
p
n
;G

�

:(65)

Hence,thecon�denceintervalCI� attainstheoptim alrateofconvergence

for the m axim um expected length over the param eter spaces G when the

num berofconvex subspacesis�xed and �nite.
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Theexam ple ofcon�denceintervalsin Section 5.2 fora linearfunctional

ofnearly black objectsshowsthatthefactorofz�=2k �
p
logk in theupper

bound of(65)cannotbe dropped in generalwhen the num berk ofconvex

subspacesgrowswith n.

5.1. Con� denceintervalscentered ata� neestim ators. W enow consider

the perform ance ofcon�dence intervals centered at a�ne estim ators over

nonconvex param eter spaces. As m entioned earlier, when the param eter

space F isassum ed to be�xed and convex,Donoho (1994)and Theorem 1

given in Section 2 togethershow thatthelength oftheshortest�xed length

con�denceintervalcentered on an a�neestim atoriswithin a �xed constant

factor ofthe m axim um expected length ofthe optim alcon�dence interval.

Hence there isrelatively little to gain by looking beyond the class of�xed

length con�denceintervalscentered on a�neestim ators.

The following theorem considers the case when the param eter space is

nonconvex.O nceagain letC:Hull(F )denotetheconvex hullofa param eter

space F .

T heorem 5. Considerthe white noise m odel(1)orthe sequence m odel

(2).Let T̂ be an a� ne estim ator ofTf and 
 � 0 a nonnegative random

variable. If CI = [̂T � 
;̂T + 
]is a (variable length) con� dence interval

centered at T̂ and CI2 I�;F ,then

L(CI;F )� C (�)!

�
2z�=2
p
n
;C:Hull(F )

�

(66)

where C (�)> 0 is a constant depending on � only. In particular, if the

intervalCI isof� xed length,then

L(CI)�
1

2
!

�
2z�=2
p
n
;C:Hull(F )

�

:(67)

Proof. Itisshown in Caiand Low (2004)thatthe a�ne estim ator T̂

satis�es

sup
f2F

jE T̂ � Tfj= sup
f2C:H ull(F )

jE T̂ � Tfj:

Itthen followsfrom Theorem 2 ofLow (1995)that T̂ m ustsatisfy either

sup
f2F

jE T̂ � Tfj�
1

4
!

�
2z�=2
p
n
;C:Hull(F )

�

(68)

or

�
T̂
�

1

4z�=2
!

�
2z�=2
p
n
;C:Hull(F )

�

;(69)
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where �
T̂
denotesthe standard deviation ofthe estim ator T̂.W e now con-

siderthetwo casesseparately.If(68)holds,then forany "> 0,thereexists

f 2 F such that

B f � jET̂ � Tfj�
1

4
!

�
2z�=2
p
n
;C:Hull(F )

�

� ":(70)

SinceCI= [̂T � 
;̂T + 
]hasm inim um coverageprobability ofatleast1� �

overF ,

1� � � Pf(ĵT � Tfj� 
)

= Pf(ĵT � Tfj� 
 and
 � Bf)+ Pf(ĵT � Tfj� 
 and
 > Bf)

� Pf(ĵT � Tfj� Bf)+ P (
 > Bf):

Since T̂ isan a�neestim atorand thushasa norm aldistribution,itiseasy

to check thatPf(ĵT � Tfj� Bf)� 1=2 and hence

P (
 > Bf)�
1

2
� �:(71)

Letting "! 0 in (70),itthen followsthat

E fL(CI)= 2E f(
)� 2BfP (
 > Bf)

�

�
1

4
�
�

2

�

!

�
2z�=2
p
n
;C:Hull(F )

�

:

If(69)holds,we have,forf 2 F ,

1� � � Pf(ĵT � Tfj� 
)

= P

�

�



�
T̂

�
E T̂ � Tf

�
T̂

� Z �



�
T̂

�
E T̂ � Tf

�
T̂

�

� P

�

jZj�



�
T̂

�

= P

�

jZj�



�
T̂

and 
 � z0:25�T̂

�

+ P

�

jZj�



�
T̂

and 
 > z0:25�T̂

�

� P (jZj� z0:25)+ P (
 > z0:25�T̂)

where Z denotesa standard norm alrandom variable.Hence

P (
 > z0:25�T̂)�
1

2
� �:

Consequently,

E fL(CI)= 2E f(
)� 2z0:25�T̂P (
 > z0:25�T̂)

� (1� 2�)
z0:25

4z�=2
!

�
2z�=2
p
n
;C:Hull(F )

�
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�
1� 2�

10z�=2
!

�
2z�=2
p
n
;C:Hull(F )

�

:

Equation (66) now follows by taking C (�)= m inf1
4
� �

2
; 1� 2�

10z�=2
g:Equation

(67)forthe�xed length case iseasierto prove and we om ittheproofhere.

�

R emark 8. Theorem 5 showsthatthem inim ax expected length ofcon-

�denceintervalscentered ata�neestim atorsisdeterm ined by them odulus

ofcontinuity over the convex hullofF ,notover F itself.In the case that

!(";C:Hull(F ))� !(";F ),any con�dence intervals centered at a�ne esti-

m atorswillperform poorly.Such isthecasein thenearblack objectexam ple

given in thenextsection.

5.2. Nearly blackobject. In thissection an exam pleisgiven which shows

thatthefactorz�=2k �
p
logk in theupperbound ofthem inim ax expected

length given in Theorem 4 cannot in generalbe dropped.It is also shown

thatcon�denceintervalscentered ata�neestim atorsarefarfrom optim al.

ConsidertheG aussian sequencem odel(2)with theindexsetM = f1;2;:::;ng,

nam ely

Y (i)= f(i)+ n
� 1=2

zi; i= 1;:::;n;(72)

wherezi
i:i:d:
� N (0;1).Thesizeofthevector,n,isassum ed large.W eassum e

thatthevectorf issparse:only a sm allfraction ofcom ponentsarenonzero,

and the indices or locations ofthe nonzero com ponents are not known in

advance.

Denote the ‘0 quasi-norm by kfk0 = Card(fi:f(i)6= 0g).Fix m n.The

collection ofvectorswith atm ostm n nonzero entriesis

G = ‘0(m n)= ff 2 Rn
:kfk0 � mng:

Assum ethatm n isknown and m n � n
 where 
 < 1

2
:

Such an exam ple is considered in Caiand Low (2004)in the context of

m inim ax estim ation.Them odel,which arisesnaturally in waveletanalysis,

has also been studied in Donoho,Johnstone,Hoch and Stern (1992) and

Abram ovich,Benjam ini,Donoho and Johnstone (2000) for estim ating the

whole object.

LetthelinearfunctionalTf begiven by

Tf =

nX

i= 1

f(i);

and following Caiand Low (2004)letI(m n;n)betheclassofallsubsetsof

f1;:::;ng ofm n elem entsand forI2 I(m n;n)let

FI = ff 2 Rn
:f(j)= 0 8j=2 Ig:
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NotethatFI isan m n-dim ensionalsubspacespanned by thecoordinatesin

I.These are obviously convex and G = [FI where the union istaken over

I in the set I(m n;n).From now on we shallassum e that I is in the set

I(m n;n).

Sim plecalculationsshow thatforallI;J 2 I(m n;n)

!(";FI;FJ)=

q

Card(I[ J)"

and consequently

!(";FI;G)= !(";G;FI)= !(";G)=
p
2m n":

R emark 9. ItiseasytoseethatC:Hull(G)= R
n and hence!(";C:Hull(G))=

p
n".Itfollowsfrom Theorem 5 and (66)thatany con�dence intervalwith

coverageofatleast1� � centered atan a�neestim atorm usthavem axim um

expected length bounded from below by a �xed constantnotdepending on

n.

Letk be the num berofthe m n-dim ensionalparam eterspaces FI.Then

k isequalto n choose m n and itiseasy to see that

k=

�
n

m n

�

� n
m n :

The following result gives a lower bound on the expected length ofany

con�dence intervalwith a m inim um coverage probability of1� � overG.

Proposition 5. Suppose thatwe observe the Gaussian sequence m odel

(72),thatn � 4 and mn < n
 with 
 < 1

2
.LetTf =

P
n
i= 1f(i) and 0< � <

1

2
.Suppose that CI(Y ) is a con� dence intervalfor Tf based on (72) and

CI(Y )2 I�;G.Then for allsu� ciently large n,

E 0L(CI(Y ))�

�
1

2
� �

�
m n
p
n

s
1

2
log

�
n

m 2
n

�

�

�
1

2
� �

�r
1

4
�



2
� !

� p
logk
p
n

;G

�(73)

where E 0 denotes expectation under the Gaussian m odel(72)with f(i)= 0

for i= 1;2;:::;n.

R emark 10. It follows im m ediately from (73) that the m axim um ex-

pected length ofCI(Y )overG satis�es

L(CI(Y );G)� C !

� p
logk
p
n

;G

�

:(74)
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Com paring thelowerbound (74)forthe m axim um expected length with

them inim ax upperbound given in (65)showsthatthefactor
p
logk in the

upperbound forthem inim ax expected length cannotbedropped in general.

A sim ilarresultalso holdsforadaptation.

Proof of Proposition 5. In thefollowingproofthecalculation ofthe

L1 distance between a m ixture ofnorm alsand a given norm aldistribution

follows a sim ilar calculation used in Caiand Low (2004).W e include the

detailsofthecalculation hereforcom pleteness.In theproofwewillom itthe

subscriptin m n and sim plywritem form n.Let f bethejointdensityofthe

G aussian observations given in (72).M ore speci�cally  f isa m ultivariate

norm aldensity with m ean (f(1);f(2);:::;f(n))and covariancem atrix 1

n
A n

whereA n isthen� n identity m atrix.Fix a constant� > 0.ForI2 I(m ;n)

let fI be de�ned by fI(j)=
�
p
n
1(j2 I)and letf0 be the sequence de�ned

by f0(j)= 0 forj= 1;2;:::;n.Finally let

 � =
1
�
n

m

�
X

I2I(m ;n)

 fI:

Notethatasim ilarm ixturepriorwasused in Baraud (2002)to givelower

boundsin anonparam etrictestingproblem .NotethatforallfI,TfI = m
�
p
n

and thatTf0 = 0.Note also thatif

P fI

�

m
�
p
n
2 CI(Y )

�

� 1� �

forallI2 I(m ;n)then itfollowsthat

P �

�

m
�
p
n
2 CI(Y )

�

=
1
�
n

m

�
X

I2I(m ;n)

 fIP fI

�

m
�
p
n
2 CI(Y )

�

� 1� �:

Note that

Z
 2�

 f0
=

1
�
n

m

�2

X

I2I(m ;n)

X

I02I(m ;n)

Z
 fI fI0

 f0
;

and sim plecalculationsshow that

Z
 fI fI0

 f0
= exp(j�

2
);

where j isthe num berofpointsin thesetI\ I0.Itfollowsthat

Z
 2�

 f0
= E exp(J�

2
);
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where J hasa hypergeom etric distribution,

P (J = j)=

�
m

j

��
n� m

m � j

�

�
n

m

� :

Now note thatfrom Feller[(1968),page 59],

P (J = j)�

�
m

j

� �
m

n

�j�

1�
m

n

�m � j�

1�
m

n

�� m

:

Now supposethatn � 4 and thatm < n1=2.Then
�

1�
m

n

�� m

� 4
m 2=n

and hence

P (J = j)� 4
m 2=n

�
m

j

� �
m

n

�j�

1�
m

n

�m � j

:

Itnow followsthatifn � 4 and m < n
 with 
 < 1

2
,then

Z
 2�

 f0
= E exp(J�

2
)

� 4
m 2=n

�

1�
m

n
+
m

n
exp(�

2
)

� m

� 4
m 2=n

�

1+
m

n
exp(�

2
)

� m

:

Now take � =

q
1

2
log n

m 2.Then

Z
 2�

 f0
� 4

n� (1� 2
)

�

1+
1

n1=2

�n


#1:

Hence wecan bound the L1 distance by

Z

j � �  f0j�

�Z
( � �  f0)

2

 f0

�1=2

=

�Z
 2�

 f0
� 1

�1=2

�

�

4
n� (1� 2
)

�

1+
1

n1=2

�n


� 1

�1=2

#0:

So for any 0< "< 1� 2� there exists n" such that for alln � n",
R
j � �

 f0j� ".

It follows from the fact that CI has m inim um coverage probability of

1� � and thatthe L1 distance between  f0 and  � isbounded above by "

that

P f0

�

m
�
p
n
2 CI

�

� P �

�

m
�
p
n
2 CI

�

� "� 1� � � ":
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Hence

P f0

�

02 CI and m
�
p
n
2 CI

�

� 1� 2� � ":

SinceCI isan intervalthelength ofthisintervalm ustbeatleastm
�
p
n
when

both 0 and m
�
p
n
are in the interval.Hence forn � n",

E  f0
L(CI(Y ))� (1� 2� � ")

m
p
n

s

1

2
log

�
n

m 2

�

:

Now take "= 1

2
� �.Then forallsu�ciently large n,

E  f0
L(CI(Y ))�

�
1

2
� �

�
m
p
n

s

1

2
log

�
n

m 2

�

�

�
1

2
� �

�r
1

4
�



2
� !

� p
logk
p
n

;G

�

;

where k isthenum berofconvex param eterspacesin G. �

R emark 11. Itfollowsim m ediately from Proposition 5 that

L
�
�(FI)�

�
1

2
� �

�r
1

4
�



2
� !+

� p
logk
p
n

;FI;G

�

:

Hencethefactorofz�=2k �
p
logk foradaptation in theupperbound ofThe-

orem 3 and thesam efactorform inim ax con�denceproceduresin Theorem

4 cannotin generalberem oved.
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