E lectronic Journal of Statistics
Vol.1 (2007) 538{573

ISSN : 0000-0000

DO I:/10.1214/07-EJS077

O ptin al rates and adaptation in the
single—-index m odel using aggregation

Stephane Ga as

U niversite P aris 6
Laboratoire de Statistique T heorique et A ppliquee
175 rue du Chevaleret
75013 P aris
e-m ail: gaiffas@ccr. jussieu.fr

G uillaum e Lecue

U niversite P aris 6
Laboratoire de P robabilites et M odeles A katoires
175 rue du Chevaleret
75013 P aris
e-m ail: lecue@ccr. jussieu. fr

A bstract: W e want to recover the regression function in the single-index
m odel. U sing an aggregation algorithm w ith local polynom ial estim ators,
we answ er in particular to the second part of Q uestion 2 from @ @)
on the optim alconvergence rate. T he procedure constructed here has strong
adaptation properties: it adaptsboth to the sm oothness ofthe link fiinction
and to the unknown index.M oreover, the procedure locally adapts to the
distribution of the design. W e propose new upper bounds for the local
polynom ialestim ator (which are results of independent interest) that allow s
a fairly general design. T he behavior of this algorithm is studied through
num erical sin ulations. In particular, we show em pirically that it im proves
strongly over em pirical risk m inim ization.
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1. Introduction

arXiv

T he single-index m odel is standard in statistical literature. It is w idely used in
several elds, since it provides a sin ple trade-o betw een purely nonparam etric
and purely param etric approaches. M oreover, it is welkknown that it allows
to deal w ith the so—called \curse of din ensionality" phenom enon. W ithin the
m Inin ax theory, this phenom enon is explained by the fact that the m Inin ax
rate linked to thism odel which ism ultivariate, in the sense that the num ber of
explanatory variables is larger than 1) is the sam e as in the univariate m odel.
Indeed, ifn is the sam ple size, the m Inin ax rate over an isotropic s-H older ball
isn 25°@s*d) fr mean Itegrated square error M ISE) in the d-din ensional
regression m odel w ithout the single-index constraint, whilk in the single-index
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m odel, this rate is conctured to be n 25=@st 1 by (1984). Hence, even
for an all values of d (larger than 2), the din ension has a strong in pact on
the quality of estim ation when no prior assum ption on the structure of the
m ultivariate regression function is m ade. In this sense, the single-index m odel
provides a sin ple way to reduce the din ension of the problem .

Let X;Y)2RY R bea random varible satisfying

=gX)+ X)) 1.1)
where " is independent of X wih law N (0;1) and where ( ) is such that
0 < X)) 1 as.forsome (> 0 and a known 1 > 0.W e denote by P

the probability distribbution of X ;Y ) and by Py them argih law In X or design
law . In the single-index m odel, the regression finction as a particular structure.
Indeed, we assum e that g can be w ritten has

gx)=f@# x) L2)

orallx 2 RY, where f : R ! R is the link function and where the di-
rection # 2 RY, or index. In order to m ake the representation [L2) unique
(identi ability), we assum e the follow Ing (see for instance the survey paper by

|G eenens and D elecroid [2008), or C hapter 2 in [H orow it [199d))

f is not constant over the support of # X ;

X adm its at least one continuously distrbuted coordinate W rt. the
Lebesgue m easure);

the support of X isnot contained in any linear subspace ofK;

#2 8§ ', wheres? ! is the halfunit sphere de ned by

d 1_

s v2R%5jkvk, = landvqy O ; 13)

where k  kis the Euclidean nom overR9.

W e assum e that the available data
D, = [Xi;Y:);1 1 n] 1.4)

isa sam pleofn iid.copiesof (X ;Y ) satisfying [[I) and [L2).h thism odel, we
can focus on the estim ation of the ndex # based on D , when the link finction
f isunknown, orwe can focuson the estin ation ofthe regression g when both £
and # are unknown. In this paper, we consider the latter problem . It is assum ed
below that f belongs to som e fam ily of H older balls, that is, we do not suppose
its am oothness to be known.

Statistical literature on this m odel is w ide. Am ong m any other references,
seem @) for applications In econom etrics, an application In m ed—
ical science can be fund in Xia and Hardke [(2006), see also
t2993> D elecroix et all [200€) and the survey paper by [G eenens and D elecroid
) For the estim ation of the Index, see for mstanoemme_e:cﬂ LO_OJ

for testing the param etric versus the nonparam etric single-index assum ption,
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seelStute and zhy kZ_O_O_Ei) .See also a chapter niGyor et al tZ_O_OQ) which isde-

voted to din ension reduction techniques in the bounded regression m odel.W hile

the literature on single-index m odelling is vast, several problem s rem ain open.

For instance, the second part of Q uestion 2 from @ @) conceming the

m inim ax rate over H older balls in m odel [L.1)), [T ) is stillopen.The st part,

Oﬁmmg additive m odelling is handled J'r1|La&l (20004) andmmﬁ
).

T hispaperprovidesnew m inin ax resultsabout the single-index m odel, w hich
provides an answer, In particual, to the latter question. Indeed, we prove that
in model [[)), [T 2), we can achieve the raten 25=©@s* 1) fra Iink function In a
whole fam ily of Holder balls w ith sm oothness s, see T heorem [I. T he optin ality
of this rate is proved in Theorem [J. To prove the upper bound, we use an
estin ator which adapts both to the index param eter and to the am oothness
of the link function. This result is stated under fairly general assum ptions on
the design, which include any \non-pathological' law for Px .M oreover, this
estin ator has a nice \design-adaptation" property, since it does not depend
w ithin its construction on Py .

2. Construction of the procedure

T he procedure developed here for recovering the regression does not use a plu—
gin estin ator by direct estin ation of the index. Instead, i adapts to i, by
aggregating several univariate estim ators based on pro cted sam ples

Dp ) = [ X4;Y1);1 1 mJ; @1)

wherem < n, for severalv In a regular lattice ofor1 L. This \adaptation to
the direction" uses a split of the sam ple. W e golit the whole sample D , into a
training sam pke

Dn = [®K4Y3);1 1 m]

and a laming sam pk
Dp)= [Ki;Yy);m+1 1 nl:

T he choice of the split size can be quite general (see Section [3 for details) . In the
num erical study (conducted in Section [4 below ), we consider sin ply m = 3n=4
(the leaming sam ple size is a quarter ofthe whole sam ple), w hich provides good
resuls, but other splits can be considered aswell

U sing the training sam ple, we compute a fam ily fg' ' ; 2 g of lnear (or
weak) estin ators of the regression g. Each of these estim ators depend on a
param eter = (v;s) which m ake them work based on the data \as if" the true
underlying index were v and \as if" the sm oothness of the link fiinction were s
(in the Holder sense, see Section[3).

T hen, using the leaming sap ple, we compute a weilght w (@) 2 [0;1] for each
g2 fg''; 2 g, satisfying , w(g'’)= 1.These weights give a level of
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signi cance to each weak estin ator. F inally, the adaptive, or aggregated estin a—
tor, is sin ply the convex com bination of the weak estim ators:
X
g= w@')g'
2

).

The fam ily of weak estim ators consists of univariate local polynom ial estin a—
tors (LPE), with a data-driven bandw idth that ts locally to the am ount of
data. In the next section the param eter = (v;s) is xed and known:we con—
truct a univariate LPE based on the sasmplke D, ) = [(Zi;Yi);1 i m]=
[« X4;Y);1 1 ml.

2.1. W eak estim ators: univariate LPE

The LPE is standard in statistical literature, see for J'nstanoe
@,@), am ong m any others. W e construct an estin ator £ of £ based on
iid. coples [(Z;;Yi);1 i m]ofacouplk Z;Y)2 R R such that

Y=£f@2Z)+ @) ; (22)

where isstandard G aussian noise ndependentofZzZ, :R ! [o; 1] 0;+1 )
and £ 2 H (s;L) where H (s;L) is the set of s-H olderian functions such that

¥ @) £2°9@)] Lm zf >

forany z1;z, 2 R, where L > 0 and bsc stands for the largest integer sm aller
than s. This Holder assum ption is standard in nonparam etric literature.
Letr 2 N and h > 0 be =xed.Ifz is xed, we consider the polynom ial
P z;n) 2 Pol (the setofrealpolynom ialsw ith degreeatm ost r) which m inim izes
nP:
X 2
Yi P @i 2z) lz21@m)i 23)

i=1

whereI(z;h) = [z hj;z+ h]land we de ne the LPE at z by
f(Z;h) = P(Z;h) (O):

The polynom &alP (,;,, iswellde ned and unique when the sym m etricalm atrix
Zn (z;h), wih entries

1 X 7, z atb
mPy [(z;h)] h

i=1

(Zmn (Z;h))a;b =

1ZiZI(z;h) (2-4)

tion of (Zi)1 i n ,9iven by

1 X

Pz A]l= — 1z.2a 2.5)
moy
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for any A R.W hen Z, (z;h) is degenerate, we sin ply take f (z;h) = O.
The tuning parameter h > 0, which is called bandw idth, localizes the least
square problem around the point z In [23). 0 f course, the choice of h is of

rst In portance in this estin ation m ethod (as wih any linear m ethod). An
in portant rem ark is then about the design law . Indeed, the lJaw of Z = v X
varies with v strongly: even if Py is very sinple (for instance uniform over
som e subset of RY w ith positive Lebesgue m easure), P> y can be \far" from
the uniform law, nam ely w ith a density that can vanish at the boundaries of
its support, or inside the support, see the exam ples in Figure[d. This rem ark
m otivates the follow ing choice for the bandw idth.

. l__l /\
density of P,T density of F,~
Px = uniform on [—1,1]*
P | v |y
i
density of Py

P = uniform on the union of discs

Fig 1. Sin pk design exam pls

Iff 2 H (s5;1L) orknown s and L, a \natural" bandw idth, which m akes the
balance between the bias and the varance ofthe LPE is given by

n (@)
H, (z) = argmin Lh® L : ©.6)
hrzggm Py [I(z;h))L=2

T his bandw iddth choice stabilizes the LPE, sinhce i ts pointby-point to the
localam ount of data.W e consider then

f@z)=£f@zHn @); @.7)

forany z 2 R,which isin view of T heorem [3 (see Section[3) am inim ax estin ator
overH (s;L) n model [22).

Rem ark 1. The reason why we consider localpolynom ials Instead of som e other
m ethod (lke sm oothing splines, for Instance) is theoretical. It is linked w ith the
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fact that we need m inin ax weak estin ators under the general design A ssum p—
tion , so that the aggregated estim ator is also m inim ax.

2.2. Adaptation by aggregation
If = (/;s)is xed, we considerthe LPE f!) given by [2.7), and we take
gV = o €@ x); 238)

orany x 2 RY as an estinator of g, where 4 (f) = max( Q;minQ;f)) is
the truncation operator by Q > 0. The reason why we need to truncate the
weak estin ators is related to the theoretical results conceming the aggregation
procedure described below , see T heorem [4] in Section[3. In order to adapt to the
Index # and to the sm oothness s of the link function, we aggregate the weak
estin ators from the fam ily £g''; 2 g with the Hllow ng algorithm : we take

the convex com bination X
g = w @' g’ 2.9)

2

where ora fiinction g2 fg'); 2 g, the weight is given by

exp TRw ) @)
w(g =P ; (2.10)
2 EXp TR@) @)

w ith a tem perature parameter T > 0 and

xn
R@)@ = i g®i))?; ©11)

i=m+ 1

w hich isthe em piricalsum ofsquaresofg over the training sam ple (Up to a divi-
sion by the sam ple size) . T his aggregation algorithm W ith G bbsweights) can be
found mmm ) In the regression fram ew ork, for profction—
type weak estim ators. Cum ulative versions of this algorithm can be found in
ICaton} [2001), lJuditsky et all [20053), |Juditsky et all [2005H), [Yang (2000H)
and[yand (2004).

W e can understand the aggregation algorithm in the ollow ngway: rst,we
com pute the least squares of each weak estin ators. This is the m ost natural
way of assessing the level of signi cance of som e estin ator am ong the other
ones. Then, we put a G bbs law over the set of weak estim ators. The m ass of
each estin ator relies on its least squares (over the leaming sam ple) . F inally, the
aggregate is sin ply the m ean expected estin ator according to this law .

If T is snall, the weights [2.10) are close to the uniform law over the set
ofweak estin ators, and of course, the resulting aggregate is inaccurate. If T is
large, only one weight w illequall, and the others equalto 0: in this situation,
the aggregate is equalto the estim ator obtained by em pirical risk m inin ization
(ERM ). This behavior can be also explained by equation [5.10) in the proofof
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Theoram [4. Ihdeed, the exponential weights [2.I0) realize an optin al tradeo
between the ERM procedure and the uniform weights procedure. Hence, T is
som ehow a regularization param eter of this tradeo .

The ERM already gives good results, but if T is chosen carefully, we expect
to obtain an estin ator which outperform s the ERM . It has been proved theo—
retically in ) that an aggregation procedure outperform s the ERM
in the regression fram ework. T his fact is con m ed by the num erical study con—
ducted in Section [4, where the choice of T is done using a sin ple leave-one-out
crossvalidation algorithm over the whole sam ple for aggregates obtained w ith
severalT . N am ely, we consider the tem perature

. X X )
T = argm In Y: g,
T2T

®i) 5 212)
j=1 16 5

where Q(Ti) is the aggregated estim ator [2.9) w ith tem perature T, based on the

samp]eDni= [X5;Y5);76 il, and where T is som e set of tem peratures (in
Section[d, wetake T = £0:1;02;:::;4:9;5q).
The set of param eters isgiven by = S G, where G is the grid w ith

step (ogn) ! given by
G = SumiSuim+ (ogn) “jsum+ 20ogn) Yiiiiisnax ¢ 213)

T hetuning param eters s, i, and s, ax corresoond to them inin um and m axin um
\allowed" sm oothness for the link fiinction: for this grid choice, the aggregated
estin ator converges w ith the optin alrate for a link function n H (s;L) for any
S2 [BniniSnax]in view of T heorem [Il.

The set S = S ! is the reqular Jattice of the half unit-sphere S¢ ' with
discretization step which is constructed as follow s. Let us Introduce ( ) =
[« of* g\ D; ]and consider the finction p : P; § * ! S9! de ned by

8

x1 = cos( 1) cos( 2) acas(
§X2=Sjl’l(1)005(2) acas)(
<

xv= sin( + 1)cos( +) acas(

Xq 1= sh(gq 2)cos( 4 1)

Txg=shi(gq 1):

Then, the reqular Jattice S¢ ! is constructed using A jorithm [. In FigureQJwe

show S¢ ' ©r = 0:d and d= 2;3.The step is taken as

= (logn) T@m=); 2.14)
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0.0 02 04 06 0.8 1.0

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

d 1

Fig 2. Lattices S for = 0:1 andd= 2;3

which relies on the m inin al allowed sm oothness of the link function. For in—
stance, if we want the estim ator to be adaptive for link functions at least Lips-
chitz, wetake = (M logn) 172.

Input:d (din ension param eter) and  (discretization step)

O utput:s? ! (regular discretization ofS9 1)

d 1
S =;

a 1= f(arocosl  2=2))
foreach d 1 2 d 1 do

a 2= (=arccos( 4 1))
foreach d 2 2 d 2 do
a 3= (=arccos( 4 2))

foreach ,2 , do
1= (=arccos( 2))
foreach ;2 ; do

gd 1
end

end

end
end

A lgorithm 1:Construction ofthe regular lattice gd 1,

2.3. Reduction of the com plexity of the algorithm

T he adaptive procedure describbed previously requires the com putation of the
LPE for each parameter 2 ~ = L (actually, we do also a grid L over
the radius param eter L in the sin ulations). Hence, there are de 1j B3 I3
LPE to compute.Namely, thisis ( = )¢ ' 3 143 which equals, if 5 j=



S.Ga asand G .Lecue/Optim al rates and adaptation in the singlk—index m odel 546

1j= 4and = (mlogn) 72 (see Section[4) to 1079 when d = 2 and to
72722 when d = 3, which is much too large. Hence, the com plexity of this
procedure m ust be reduced: we propose a recursive algorithm which in proves
strongly the com plexity of the estin ator. A ctually, the coe cientsw (g (') are
very close to zero (see Figures[] and [ in Section [4) when = (v;s) is such
that v is \far" from the true index #. Hence, these coe cients should not be

com puted at all, since the corresponding weak estim ators do not contribute to
the aggregated estim ator [2.9) . T hus, instead ofusing a Jattice ofthe whole half
unit-sphere for detecting the Index, we only build a part of it, which corresponds
to the coe clentswhich are them ost signi cative. T his isdone w ith an iterative

algorithm , see A logorithm [2, which m akes a preselection of weak estin ators to
aggregate B ¢ (v; ) stands ortheballin ®RY, k  H centered at v w ith radius

and R ) (@) isgiven by R.II))).

Input: X i;Y;) OData), G (an oothness grid)
Output:§ (@ section ofs? 1)
Put = mlbgn) '?and o= (dn) "EE@
Computethe]attjoeSA=Sd01andputA:= $ ¢
while > do
nd the point ¢ such that (¢;8) = "~ = amgmi ,~ R, Q"))

Sdol\Bd(V;Z Jand "= $ G ;

A Igorithm 2:P reselection ofthe coe cients

W hen the algorithm exits, $ is a section of the lattice S¢ ! centered at ¢ w ith
radins2? ', which contains (w ith a high probability) the pointsv 2 S¢ * cor-
responding to the largest coe cientsw (g ( ’) where = (;s;L)2s%* G L.
T he aggegate is then com puted for a set of param eters "= § G L us-
ing [2.9) with weights [2.10) . The param eter  is chosen so that the surface of
B @&; ) isCq@dn) ™2 :n isnot a powerofd.M oreover, the num ber of itera-
tions isO (logn), thus the com plexiy ismuch an aller than the fiill aggregation
algorithm . T his procedure gives nice em pirical results, see Section [4. W e show

the tterative construction of $ in Figure[3.

3. M ain results

T he error of estin ation ism easured w ith the L? Py )-nom , de ned by

Z
1=2
kgkLZ(PX) = g(><)2PX (dX) 7
d

R

where we recall that Py is the design law . W e consider the set H Q (s;L) =
H (s;L) \ £ff :R ! R jkfk; = sup, f ®)] Qg.Shce we want the adaptive
procedure to work whatever # 2 Sf ! is, we need to work with as general as—

sum ptions on the law of#” X aspossble. T he ollow ing assum ption generalizes
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Fig 3. Iterative construction of the set § of preselectioned weak estim ators indexes. W eak
estim ators are aggregated only for v 2 S (ottom right), which is concentrated around the
true index.

the usualassum ptions on random designs when Py has a densiy w ith respect
to the Lebesgue m easure) that can be met in literature. Nam ely, we do not
assum e that the density ofP > y isbounded away from zero.Indeed, even w ith
a very sinple Py , this assum ption holds for speci c v only (see Figure[l).W e
say that a realrandom variable Z satis es A ssum ption if:

A ssum ption (D). There is a density of Py with respect to the Lebesgue
m easure which is continuous.M oreover, we assum e that

is com pactly supported;
There isa nite number of z in the support of such that (z)= 0;
For any such z, there is an Intervall = [z a;z+ b,] such that is
decreasing over [z & ;z] and increasing over [z;z+ b, J;
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T here is 0 and > 0 such that

Py [I] I3t

for any I, where Jjstands for the length of I.

T his assum ption inclides any design w ith continuous density w ith respect
to the Lebesgue m easure that can vanish at severalpoints, but not faster than
som e pow er finction.

3.1. Upper and lower bounds

The next Theorem provides an upper bound for the adaptive estin ator con—
structed in Section [2. T his upper bound holds for quite general tuning param —
eters. The tem perature T > 0 can be arbitrary (out not in practice of course).
T he training sam ple size is given by

m=nad 3 @31

where k] isthe Integralpart ofx, and where Y, isa positive sequence such that
foralln, (logn) n < lwih > 0.Note that in m ethods nvolving data
splitting, the optim al choice of the split size is open. T he degree r of the LPE
and the grid choice G must be such that s, ax r+ 1.

T he upper bound below show sthat the estin ator convergesw ith the optin al
rate for a link fiinction In a whole fam ily of H older classes, and for any index.
In what ollows, E"” stands for the expectation w ith respect to the pint law P "
ofthewhole samplk D, .

Theorem 1. Letd ke the aggregated estin ator given by [2.9) with the weights [2.10) .
Iforallv2 s? ', vV X satis esAssumptjon, we have
sup sup E“kg gléz e Cn 2s=(2s+ 1)

#ZSf 1 £2HQ (s;L)

14

for any s 2 [SpinsSmax] when n is large enough, where we recall that g( ) =
f@# ).The constantC > 0 depends on 1;L ;S in;Snax and Py only.

N ote that § does not depend w ithin its construction on the index #, nor the
an oothness s of the Iink function f, nor the design law Py . The assum ption
that v> X satis esA ssum ption forany v 2 Sf ! holds, for instance, for the
m ultivariate designs from Figure[dl. M ore generally, this property holds for any
uniform law overa support that doesnot have very \spiky" boundary.N ote that
thisassum ption ism ore generalthan the one considered nlA nd T ki
(2007).

I Theorem [J below, we prove in our setting (when A ssum ption holds
on the design) that n 25@s*1) is 3 lower bound for a Iink finction in H (s;L)
in the single-index m odel.
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Theorem 2. Lets;L;Q > Oand # 2 Sf ! e such that #” X satis es A ssum p—
tjon.W e have
nf sup Enkg g]%Q(PX ) COn 2s=(2s+ 1);
9 £2HQ (s;L)
where the in mum is taken am ong all estim ators based on data from (T.1), [L2),
and where C%> 0 isa constant depending on  1;s;L and Py> y only.

Theorem [I and T heorem [J together entail that n 255" 1) is the m inin ax
rate for the estin ation of g in m odel [Il) under the constraint [[2) when the
link function belongsto an s-H older class. Tt answ ers in particular to Q uestion 2

from [Stond [1987).

3.2. A new result for the LPE

In this section, we give upper bounds for the LPE in the univariate regression
model 22).D espite the fact that the literature about LPE isw ide, the T heorem
below is new . Tt provides a m fnin ax optin al upper bound for the L? @y )-
integrated risk of the LPE over Holder balls under A ssum ption | )|, which is
a general assum ption for random designs having a density w ith respect to the
Lebesgue m easure.

In this section, the an oothness s is supposed known and xed, and we assum e
that the degree r of the localpolynom ials satis esr+ 1 s. First, we give an
upper bound for the pointw ise risk conditionally on the design. T hen, we derive
from it an upperbound forthe L? P, )-integrated risk, using standard tools from
em pirical process theory (see Appendix).Here, E™ stands for the expectation
w ith respect to the pint law P™ of the cbservations [(Z:;Y;);1 i m]from
m odel [22). Let us de ne the m atrix

Zpn () = Zn ZiHn ()
where Z, (z;h) isgiven by 2.4) and H,, (z) is given by [2.8) . Let us denote by
M ) the sn allest eigenvalue ofam atrix M and introduce Z' = (Z1;:::;Zy ).
Theorem 3. Forany z2 SuppPy, ket f (z) be given by [2.7).W e have on the
eventf @Z, (z))> 0g:

sip E™ (f@z) f@FET 2 Tn () “L°Hn, (2)°°: 3B2)
f2H (s;L)

M oreover, if Z satis es A ssum ption ,we have
sup E™ ko (f) fK.p,, Cm @D 33)

f2HQ (s;L)
form large enough, where we recallthat o is the truncation operatorby Q > 0
and where C, > 0 is a constant depending on s, Q , and Py onl.

Rem ark 2. W hilke nequality [32) in Theorem [Jis stated over £ (Z, (z)) > Og,
w hich entailsthe existence and the unicity ofa solution to the linear system %)}
(this Inequality is stated conditionally on the design), we only need A ssum p—
tion[D )] r nequality B3) to hold.
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3.3. O racle inequality

Tn this section, w e provide an oracle inequality forthe aggregation algorithm [2.9)
w ith weights [2.I0). T his result, which is of independent interest, is stated fora
general niteset fg'); 2 gofdetem mistic fiinctions such that kg ¢ 'k, Q
forall 2 .These functions are for nstance weak estim ators com puted w ith
the training sam pl (or frozen sam ple), which is independent of the leaming
sample.LetD = [X ;Y3);1 i D j where D jstands for the cardinality of
D) be an iid.sample of X ;Y ) from the m ultivariate regression m odel [L.Il),
w here no particular structure lke [[2) is assum ed.

The ain of aggregation schemes is to m in ic (Uup to an additive residual)
the oracke in fg'?; 2 g.This aggregation fram ework has been considered,
am ong others, by B irge [2005),|c atoni [2001),|Juditsky and N em irovski [2000),
ILeung and Barron [2006),N em irovski [2000),IT sybakoy [2003H) and[Yang [2000H) .

Theorem 4. The aggregation procedure § based on the kaming sampke D de—
ned by (2.9) and [.I0) satis es

C bogj jlog P J '~
DjJ
or any a> 0, where j jdenotes the cardinality of , where E P stands for the

expectation w jth respect to the pint law ofD , and where C = 3BQ? (1+ a)?=a+
46Q%+ 2 12 2)@1+ a)=3]+ 2+ 1=T.

E® kg g]%Z(PX) L+ a)rgjnkg( ) g}{z(PX)+

T his theorem is a m odelselection type orack inequality for the aggregation
procedure given by [2.9) and [2.10) . Sharper oracle inequalities form ore general
m odels can be fHund inlJuditsky et all [20058), w here the algorithm used therein
requires an extra cum ulative sum .

Rem ark 3. Inspection of the proof of T heorem [4 show s tlpat the ERM Which
is the estin atorm inin izing the em piricalrisk R ¢, @) = o ,, i  g&i))?

over allg in fg'’; 2 g) satis es the sam e oraclke inequality. N evertheless,
it has been proved in ) that the ERM is theoretically suboptim al
in this fram ework, when we want to m In ic the oracle w ithout the extra factor
1+ a in front ofthebiistemn min , kg'’' g¥., ,.The sinultion study
of Section [4 (especially Figures[4],[5,[d) con m s this suboptin ality.

4. N um erical illustrations

W e in plem ented the procedure described in Section [2 using the R software
(see http://www.r—project.org/). In order to increase com putation speed,
we In plem ented the com putation of local polynom ials and the bandw idth se—
lection [2.8) in C lJanguage. T he sin ulated sam ples satisfy [L.),[I2), where the
noise is centered G aussian w ith hom oscedastic variance
X
= f@ X;)?=@0 rsnr) ;

1 in
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where rsnr = 5.This choice of m akes the root-signalto-noise ratio, which is
a comm only used assessm ent of the com plexity of estin ation, equalsto 5. W e
consider the Hllow ing link finctions (see the dashed lines in F igures[d and [10) :

oscsine®)= 4(x+ 1)sin@ %),
hardsine(x) = 2sin (1 + x)sh 2 %+ 1).

T he sin ulations are done with a uniform design on [ 1;1%, with din ensions
d 2 £2;3;4g and we consider several indexes # that m ake P> y not unifom .

In all the com putations below , the param eters for the procedure are =
§ G L whereS is com puted using the algorithm describbed in Section 23
and where G = f1;2;3;4gand L = £f0:1;0:5;1;1:5g. The degree of the local
polynom ialsisr= 5.The lraming sam ple has size h=4], and is chosen random ly
in the whole sam ple. W e do not use a pckknife procedure (that is, the average
of estim ators obtained w ith several leaming subsam ples), since the resuls are
stable enough (at last when n 100) when we consider only one lkaming
sam ple.

h Tabls[, [, @ and Figures[4, [§, [, we show the mean M ISE for 100
replications and its standard deviation for several G bbs tem peratures, sev—

Table 1 p_. p_

M ISE against the G ibbs tem perature (f = hardsine, d= 2, # = (1= 2;1= 2).)
Tem perature 0.1 0.5 0.7 1.0 15 2.0 ERM aggCvT
n= 100 0.026 0.017 0.015 0.014 0.014 0.015 0.034 0.015

(.009) (.006) (.006) (.005) (.005) (.006) (.018) (.005)
n = 200 0.015 0.009 0.008 0.008 0.009 0.011 0.027 0.009
(.004) (.002) (.003) (.003) (.005) (.007) (.014) (.004)
n = 400 0.006 0.005 0.004 0.005 0.006 0.007 0.016 0.005
(.001) (.001) (.001) (.001) (.002) (.002) (.003) (.002)
Table 2 P p_ p__
M ISE against the G ibs tem perature (f = hardsine, d= 3, # = (2= 14;1= 14;3= 14)).
Tem perature 0.1 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.5 2.0 ERM aggCvT
n= 100 0.029 0.021 0.019 0.018 0.017 0.018 0.037 0.020
(.011) (.008) (.008) (.007) (.008) (.009) (.022) (.008)
n= 200 0.016 0.010 0.010 0.009 0.009 0.010 0.026 0.010
(.005) (.003) (.003) (.002) (.002) (.003) (0.008) (.003)
n = 400 0.007 0.006 0.005 0.005 0.006 0.007 0.017 0.006
(.002) (.001) (.001) (.001) (.001) (.002) (.003) (.001)
Table 3 o o o
M ISE against the G ibbs tem perature (f = hardsine, d= 4, # = (1= 21; 2= 21;0;4= 21))
Tem perature 0.1 0.5 0.7 1.0 15 2.0 ERM aggCVT
n= 100 0.038 0.027 0.021 0.019 0.017 0.017 0.038 0.020
(.016) (.010) (.009) (.008) (007) (.007) (.025) (.010)
n= 200 0.019 0.013 0.012 0.012 0.013 0.014 0.031 0.013
(.014) (.009) (.010) (.011) (.012) (.012) (.016) (.010)
n = 400 0.009 0.006 0.005 0.005 0.006 0.007 0.017 0.006
(.002) (.001) (.001) (.001) (.001) (.002) (.004) (.001)
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Fig 4.M ISE againstthe G ibobs tem perature for £ = hardsine, # = (1= 2;1= 2),n = 200;400

(solid line = mean of the M ISE for 100 replications, dashed line = m ean M ISE standard
deviation.)
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Fig 5.M ISE against the G ibs tem perature for £ = hardsine, # = (2= 14;1= 14;3= 14),

n = 200;400 (solid line = mean ofthe M ISE for 100 replications, dashed line = m ean M ISE
standard deviation.)

eral sam ple sizes and indexes. T hese resuls em pirically prove that the aggre—
gated estin ator outperform s the ERM (Wwhich is com puted as the aggregated
estim ator with a large temperature T = 30) sihce In each case, the aggre—
gated estin atorw ith crossvalidated tem perature (aggCVT, given by [2.12), w ith
T = £f0:1;02;:::;4:9;59),hasaM ISE much sn allerthan theM ISE ofthe ERM .
M oreover, aggCVT ism ore stable than the ERM in view of the standard devi-
ations (in brackets).N ote also that as expected, the din ension param eter has
no in pact on the accuracy of estin ation: the M ISE s are barely the sam e when
d= 2;3;4.

The ain of Figures[7 and [§ is to give an illustration of the aggregation
phenom enon. In these gures, we show the points

A+w@g'')# or = @#;s;L)2 = st f3g  flg @1)
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Fig 6.M ISE against the G ibbs tem perature for f

n = 200;400.
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(1= 2;1= 2)and T = 0:05;0:2;0:5;10 (from top to bottom and kft to right.)
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Fig 8. W eights associated to each points (see [4.)) of the hattice S2 for = 0:07, # =
0;0;1), and T = 0:05;0:3;0:5;10 (from top to bottom and kft to right).

obtained for a single run (that is, we take s= 3 and L = 1 in the bandw idth
choice [2.8) and we do not use the reduction of com plexity algorithm ). T hese

gures m otivates the use of the com plexity reduction algorithm , since only the
welghts corresponding to a point of S¢ * which is close to the true index are
signi cant (at least num erically) .M oreover, these weights provide inform ation
about the true index: the direction v 2 §¢ * corresoonding to the largest coe —
clentw (g‘ )y for = (v;s;L) isan accurate estin ator of the index, see F iqures[]
and[8. Finally, we show typical realisations for several index finctions, indexes
and sam ple sizes in F igures[9, [10, [11, [12.
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5. Proofs
P roof of T heorem [I]

The finctions g! ! are given by [2.8). T hey are com puted based on the training
(or \frozen") sam ple D , , which is independent of the leaming sample D . If
E ™) denotes the integration w ith respect to the Ppint law ofD , ,, we obtain
using T heorem [4:

C g jlogP @,
P )]
A+ akd’ gk.p ,+ o FTEHD);

E m )k@' g}%Q(Px ) (1+ a)rgmkg( ) gléz(PX ) i

sincelogj JIOGP @) ?=P @) 3 dlogny " =Qsyun) (see B and 2219)),
and where = (@#;s) 2 is such that k# #k and bsc = bsc wih
s2 [js+ (ogn) '].By integration with respect to P™ , we cbtain

E'k§ 9K.p,, (@A+aE"kg')’ gk.,  +om V) (1)

The choice of entailsH 2 (s;L) H? (s;L) and

n 2s=(2s+ 1) e‘L=2r1 2s=(2s+ 1) .

Thus, together with [3l) and [E.l), the Theorem fllow s if we prove that

sip E™kg'' g.p , Cm @D 62)
f2HQ (s;L)

for n large enough, where C > 0.W e cannot use directly T heorem [3 to prove
this, since the weak estin atorg‘ ’ worksbased on dataD , (#) (see [2.1])) while
the true index is #. In order to clarify the proof, we write g% instead of g¢
since in [52)), the estim ator uses the \correct" sm oothness param eter s. W e
have

kg® 9., 2ka® () #1 ke, ,+kE@® ) E£W ke,

and using together [2.14) and £ 2 H? (s;L) ors  § i, we obtain
Z
KE@ ) £UW ke, L kxkx™"Py dx) ***" C @lgn) ':

Let usdenote by Q4 ( ¥ ) the pint law of K i;Yi)1 1 » from model [LI)
(when the index is #) conditionalon the X i); i m ,which is given by

b 1 vi £ x1))?

Q@ 1) = o, &P 2 )

i=1
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UnderQ, ( ¥ ),wehave

dos ( X))
Ly @) = —————
: oy ( X))
aw ) FoE@x) £@xy) 11X E@X) £FX)
=P s X 1) 2. X 1)?

E"kg® () #7
7 7 ikz@x)

= kg™ () #1 e, Lx @i#)d0, ( K )Py
Z 7
c kEW @ ) #1 fkp,,d0, (K )dPy 6.3)
Z 7

+ 407 Ly Gi#)1len, @) cgdQy ( K)PY

w here we decom posed the integrand over fLy (#;#) Cgand fIx @#;#) Cg
©rsome constant C 3, and where we used the fact that kgd*'k; ;kfk; 0.
Under Q4 ( 3? ), the (X ;;Y;) have the same law as (X ;Y ) from m odel [L.I)
where the index is# .M oreover,weassum ed thatP,. y satis esAssumptjon.
Hence, T heorem [3 entails that, uniform Iy or £ 2 H 9 (s;L),
Z 7
KE® @ ) #1 Jkp,,d0y ( )Py Ch FTESY:

M oreover, the second term in the right hand side of [53)) is sm aller than
Z Z 1os
40° Lx @;#)°d0y ( ®) Q4 Lx @i#)  CXJ

1=2
dpy :

Since £ 2 H? (s;L) Prs S ins Shce Py is com pactly supported and since
X)> , as., weobtah using [2.14):
Z

1¥ (f@ Xy fEX))?
Ly @;#)°d0, (%) - Gl ) ( D

® )2

i=1
Py -as.when m is Jarge enough.M oreover, w ith the sam e argum ents we have
Q4 Lx G #) Cj(in m (logC)?=2 m 4s=@st1)
14

©orC large enough, where we use the standard G aussian deviation P N (0;1)
a] exp( &=@)).This concludes the proof of T heorem [Il.
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P roof of T heorem [2]
W e want to bound the m Inin ax risk
Z

nf sp E° gk £@#x) Px (dx) 5.4)
9 £2HQ (s;L)

from below , where the in mum is taken am ong allestin atorsR% ! R based on
data from model [I.I),[I2).W e recall that #” X satis esAssumptjon.W e

Y = 0X = @05y D)y and Y2 = ¢ @i @) By the change of
variablke y = O x, we obtain

Z
2
gk) £ x) Py @dx)
Rd 7
2
= g0 'y £¢Y) Py @)
ZRz
2 .
- g0 'v) £6¢Y) Pyay o @SV Py o @y?)
ZR Rdl

£y 6™ Pe @™
R
R
where fiy?Y) = g© 1y)PY2djY o @y§yP).Hence, ifZ = #° X, B4 is
larger than 7
nf sup E® f£@) f) Py dz); (5.5)
£ £f2HQ (s;L)
where the In mum is taken am ong allestin ators R ! R based on data from
model [[Jl) with d = 1 (univariate regression). In order to bound [£3) from
below , we use the ollow Ing T heorem , from Tgmakﬁ t2_O_O§_d), which is a stan—
dard tool for the proofof such a lower bound.W e say that @ is a sem i-distance
on some set  if i is symm etric, if it satis es thegr_iang]e nequality and if
@(; )=0Prany 2 .WeconsiderkK PP) = Ig(Es)dP theKulback-
Lebler divergence betw een probability m easuresP and Q .

Theorem 5. Let ( ;@) e a set endowed with a sem idistance @. W e suppose
thatfP ; 2 gisa fam ily ofprobability m easures on a m easurabk space X ;A)

, with M 2, such that

@Gs; x) 2% 80 J<k M
P, P, 81 3 M;
_.K (P“jj"“o) IogM forsome 2 (0;1=8),

1 M
M 3
then P r

M
nfsupE” [(, '@ (h; )] —p=— 1 2
ST " " 1+ M IogM

where the in mum is taken am ong all estim ators based on a sam pk of size n.

4
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Letusde nem = bcyn'=®@s* Ve, the largest integer sm aller than cyn!=@st 1),
wherec, > 0.Let’ :R ! [;+1 )bea fiinction n H 2 (s;1=2;R) wih support
in [ 1=2;1=2].Wetakeh = m 1 and 7z = (k 1=2)=m fork 2 fl;:::;mg.
For! 2 = f0;1g™ , we consider the functions

X Lz
£( ;)= !'xx( ) where ¢ ( )= LY :
hp
k=1
W e have
0 X 2Z 2 1=2
kf( ;1) £( )k, = (' Ixo) "x (2)°Py [dz)
k=1 2
1=2 Oyr 225+ 1 2
0 (!;!')Lhy ' )°du;

S

where S = SuppPy [, B;;b,] (the union is over the z such that (z)= 0,
seeAssumpU'on),where 0o = min,,g (z) > 0 and where

X
(119 = 1610

k=1

istheH am m ing distanceon .U sing a result ofVarsham ov-G ibert (see
[2003d)) we can nd a subset £! ©@;:::;1 M 'gof suchthat! @ = (;:::;0),
(19;1®y m=8rany0 Jj<k M andM ™2%.Hence, we have

kE( ;9 £( Mkyep,) Dn =@,

whereD = é=2 s ! @)*du=@8c®) 2 Hrg smallenough.M oreover,
1 X n ¥ ) 05) \ 1.2
n n
M K CPf( ;!(0)):)?f( ;!(k))) oM 2 kf ( ;(P) £ ;lf )kLz(Pz)
k=1 0 k=1
n
FLzhﬁs*lk' k5m IogM ;
0

where = @L%k’k%)=( 2¢®" ' g2) 2 (0;1=8) or ¢y small enough. The con—
clision follow s from T heorem [3.

P roof of T heorem [3]

W e recall that r = bsc is the largest integer an aller than s, and that ™ )
stands for the an allest eigenvalue ofa m atrix M .
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P roof of [3.2)

F irst, we prove a biasvariance decom position of the LPE at a xed point z 2
Supp Py . This kind of result is com m onplace, see for nstance
, ) . W e Introduce the llow ing weighted pseudo-inner product, for
xed z2 R and h > 0:
1 X

PGl = = f@i)g@i)l o
gin mPy H(z;h)]i:1 9 7:21I(zjh)

where we recallthat I (z;h) = z  hjz+ h), and thatP, isgiven by 2.9).W e
consider the associated pseudo-nom kgkfl = hg;gi, . W e introduce the power
functions’ . () = (( zEra 2 £0;:::;rg, which satisfy k' Jky 1.

P 7 ody = Y7 odn 5.6)

m

P
foranya 2 £0;:::;rg,wherehy;’ i, = mPy [I(z;h)]) * w1 Y @01l 216m) -
In other words, P is the profction of Y onto Pol with respect to the inner
producth ;,.Fore = (1;0;:::;0) 2 R*"!, we have
f@) f@) =82, % ( )

whenever (Z, )> 0,where isthecoe cientvectorof P and isthecoe cient
vector of the Taylor polynom ialP of £ at z with degree r. In view of [5.8):

(Zn ( A=M P;'ii,=h P;' iy,

thus Z, ( ))=B +V where B) = hf P;’,ipand V), = h ( ) gin.
The bias term satis es £ %2, 'Bj  (r+ 1}7°kZ, 'kkBk; where or any a 2

iB)aj kf Pk LK=rl

Let 2, be thematrix with entrdes Z, )ap = h ( )M; ( ¥in.ShceV is,
oconditionally on Z7' = (Z1;:::;Zy ), centered G aussian w ith covariance m atrix
@Py [L(z;h)) 'Z, ,wehavethate] Z 'V iscentered G aussian w ith variance
an aller than

mP; T@z;h)) '€ 2,'2,2,'e1  T@P,IEh)]) ' @) *
whereweused ( ) ;.Hence, ifC, = @+ 1) ?=r!, we obtain
E™ [(f@) f@FE"] Zn @ih) > C,Lh°+ 1 @P; M@z;h)]) 2 °

for any z, and the bandw idth choice [2.8) entails [3.2).
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P roof of [B3)

Let us consider the sequence of positive curves h, ( ) de ned as the pointy—

point solution to

Lh, (2)° = ! 5.7
® = e, L @) ©7

forallz 2 SuppPy,wherewerecallI(z;h)= [z hj;z+ h], and ket usde ne

The sequenceh, ( ) isthedetermm inisticequivalent to thebandwidth H ( ) given
by [2.8) . ndeed, w ith a Jarge probability, H, ( ) andh () arecloseto each other
in view of Lemm a [l be]ow.UnderAssumpU’onwe have Py [I] Iite,
which entails together w ith [5.7) that

hy (z) Dym @+2st ) 5.8)
unifom ¥ for z 2 SuppP;,where D, = ( 1=L)2=@¥2st ) p +1y 1=(+2st )

M oreover, since P; has a continuous density with respect to the Lebesgue
m easure, we have
h, (z) Dpm '~4*29 5.9)

unifom ¥ orz 2 SuppPy ,whereD , = ( 1=L)?=*29 @2 ) =@t D | erecall

h Ha (@) . ,
Py sup 1> exp( D*m )
z2 Supp Pz ) hm (Z)
form large enough, where = 2s=(1+ 2s+ ) andD isa constant depending

on 1 andL.

The next lemm a provides an uniform control on the an allest eigenvalue of
Zpm (2) = 2y (Z;Hp (2)) underAssumptjon.

Lemma 2. IfZ satis es A ssum ption [ (D )|, there exists > 0 depending on
and s only such that

P inf @n @) 0 exp( Dm );
z2 Supp Py

form large enough, where = 2s=(1+ 2s+ ), andD is a constant depending
on ; ;s;Lj 1.

T he proofs Lemm as[ll and [J] are given in Section[d. W e consider the event

L) = nf @n @)> o \ sup Hn @)=hn @) 13
z2 Supp Py z2 Supp Py
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where 2 (0;1=2).W e have orany £ 2 H? (s;L)

5 Z

n s Py, (dz)
B ko ) fKip, 1. () o7+ P2 =

z+hy (z

) 7
z hp (2) Py @b

where we used together the de nition of , ( ), [B2) and [E). Let us denote
I = SuppPy and ket I, Dbe the intervals from Assumptjon.Usjng together
the fact thatmin,,; , 1, (@) > 0and [59), we obtain
2 2 Py (dz)
1 Z Cm 2s=(2s+ 1):
m Rerhm (z

)
I [.L by (2) Py, (@b)

U sing the m onoticity constraints from A ssum ption , we obtain

, Z
2 P (dz)
1 S -
m z+ hy (z)
Lo P (D)
z z
P @dz T E (2)dz
— Ry ——
Mmoo, a4, O e @ myae
, Z
1 h, (z) 'dz Cm 25°@stD),
m

I

henceE™ k o (F) XK., ,1 . ()] Cm > Yuniomly forf 2 H® (5;L).
Using together Lemmas[l and @, we obtain E™ k o (£) £K.;, 1 (1=
o ?57@s*1)) and B3) olows.

P roof of T heorem [4]

Tn m odel [[)), when the noise  is centered and such that E (%) = 1, the risk
ofa finction g :R¢ ! R isgiven by

A =E[Y gX)FI=E[ ®)1+ky gk.p, )i
w here g is the regression function. T herefore, the excess risk satis es
A () A = kg gEZ ®x )7

whereA = A (@)= E [ (X )?].Letus ntroducen = P Jjthe size ofthe leaming
sample, and M = 7 jthe size of the dictionary of functions fg ¢ ’; 2 g.The
Jeast squares of g over the leaming sam ple is given by

1xn
Ap @ = 5 Y: gXi)’:
=1

W e begin with a linearization of these risks.W e consider the convex set
n X o
C= ()2 suchthat 0 and =1
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and de ne the linearized riskson C as

X X
()= agl)); E,()= A, @' )

2 2

which are linear versions of the risk A and its em pirical version A, . T he expo—
nentialweightsw = w ), = @w(@'’)) , areactually the unique solution
ofthe m inin ization problem
1 X
min B, ( )+ — Iog ()2c ; (5.10)

Tn
2

where T > 0 is the tem perature param eter in the weights [2.I0), and wherewe
use thg convention 0 og 0 = 0.Let” 2 besuchthath , (gm) =mm, A,@G').
Since , w lg 1"’? =K W) 0 where K (w j1) denotes the K ulback—
Leblerdivergence betw een theweightsw and theuniform weightsu = 1=M ) , ,
we have together w ith [5.10):

K,w) K,Ww)+ iK (W 1)
Tn

1 X logM
=K, W)+ — w logw +
Tn
2
JogM
K, )+ ——;
Tn

wheree 2 C isthe vectorw ith 1 for the -th coordinate and 0 elsew here. Let
a>0andA, = A, (@).Forany 2 ,wehave

Kw) A= (1+afyWw) 2Ay)+EwW) A I+ a)fy W) Ay)
logM

l+ra)fny) A+ 1+ a)
tEW) A I+ afn, W) Ay

Let us denote by Ex the expectation w ith respect to Px , the pint law of the
leaming sam ple fora noise which isbounded alm ost surely by K > 0.W e have

logM

Ex Bw) A 1+ a)m;jn@&”n e) A+ @1+ a)
+Ex KwW) A (I+aK,W) BAy):
U sing the linearity of X" on C, we obtain

KEw) A (1+aKsW) 2A) gIgGaXA(g) A (+a)dG@ A
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fg'?; 2 g.Then, usihg Bemstein inequality, we obtain for all
>0
Py Ktw) A (+ak,Ww) BA,)
X h + a A.
P« A@ A B@Q A) 1(A+(g) A
g2G a
X n( +a@@ 2)j@a+a)
e T B070raBE@ B)r2607F2K)( +aB @

=3
M oreover, we have forany > Oandg2 G ,
(+a@@ a)ja+a) !
A)+ 26?1+ a)+2 K)( +a@ @
whereC @;K ) =

802 @A (@)

C @K) ;
A))=3 @;K)
8021+ a)’=a+ 4(6Q%+ 2 K)(@1+ a)=3

1,thus
nC @;K )u
Ex Ew) A 1+ a), W) A,) 2u+Mexp( ( ) )-
nC @;K )
Ifwedenoteby » theunique solution of = A exp( ),whereA > 0,wehave
(logA )=2 A IogA .Thus, ifwetakeu= y =nC @;K )), we obtain
Ex K@) A (+af, ) A —9
W a \i —_—:
a " n C @;K )n
By convexity of the risk, we have
KEw) A A© A;
thus

. logM
Ex k§ oK.p,, (l+a)rr;mkg() 9K e, )+ C1

n

4

n
1
have

whereC;, = 1+ a)(T 14+ 3C @K) 1).ItranajnstoprovetheJ:esu]i:when
the noise is G aussian. Let us denote = max; i n, JilForany K > 0,we
E k§

gl%ﬂpx) =E kg g}{Z(Px)l

n

; x tE kg oK. ,lisx
Ex k§ ok.p, , +20°P [}

1 >K1I:
ForK = K, =

n

22 logn)'=?, we obtain using standard resuls about the m ax—
Inum ofG aussian vectorsthatP [] > K,] P [
1=n, which conclides the proofofthe T heorem .

E[} 1> Qbgn)'™]
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6. Proofofthe lemm as
P roof of Lemm a [1I

Using together [2.8) and B), I, z) = 2 @+ )k @;z+ L+ ) @)]
and T, (z) = IV (z), we obtain for any 0;1=2):

fH, @) @+ )h @g= Q@+ FPiO, &)] P @ (2)]
L+ PPy @] B M @] ;

where weused the fact that 7 Py [, (z)]is nondecreasing. Sim ilarly, we have
on the other side

fin (z)> @ h (2)g a Py M @)1 P I @)] -

T hus, if we consider the set of intervals
[

I, = In @) 5
z2 Supp Py
we obtain
n o n o
H P
sip n (2) 1 z [I] 1 .
z2 Supp Py hy (2) 121, Py [I]
U sing together [5.7) and [£.8), we cbtain
Py [l (2)]= {=mL°hy )°°) Dm (FH7EF2F 0= 6.1)
Hence, if = @1+ =2)=( + 2),wehave
n o n o
P P P _
Z H] 1 = sup Z H] Z H] 0 r](_l,z
121, Pz [] 121, Py [I]
n o
P P _
[ sup Z H] Z H] ;,2:2 .
121, Py [I]

Then, Theoram [6 (see Appendix) and the fact that the shatter coe cient satis—
esS (I, ;m) m m + 1)=2 entails the Lemm a.

P roof of Lem m a [2]

Let us denote Zy, z) = Zn @;Hp @) where 2, (z;h) is given by 24) and
whereH, (z) isgiven by [2.8).Let usde nethem atrix Z, (z) = Zn (Z;hn (2))
w here

1 X 7z z a+b

mPy [I(z;h)] h

i=1

(Zrn (Z;h))a;b = lZIZI(z;h):
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Step 1.Letusde ne for 2 (0;1) the event

n o n )
1()= s 1 \ Pz E@iln ()]

z2 Supp Py hn (z) 22 SuppP; Pz [L(z;hn )]

ForamatrixA,wedenotekAk; = max.p JA)ap)W ecanprovethaton (),
we have
kZn 2z) Zn @)k

Moreover,usjngLemmalil,wehave]?;n [1()9] C exp ( D °m ). Hence, on
1(),wehave rany v2 R?, kvk, = 1

V2 @)V OV Z, (2)V

uniform Iy forz 2 SuppPy .
Step 2. W e de ne the detem nisticm atrix Z (z) = Z (z;h, (2)) where

2 t z atb
Z zZih))ap = ————— Pz @b);
TP, EI@M)] 1em h ‘
and
o = lim inf, inf Z (z;hy (2)) :
z Supp Py
W e prove that ( > 0.Two cases can occur: either (z) = 0 or (z) > 0.

W e show that in both cases, the lin nf is positive. If (z) > 0, the entries
(Z (zihp (2)))ap have Im it 1+ ( 1f"®)=C @+ b+ 1)), which de nes a positive
de nitem atrix.If (z) = 0,weknow that thedensity ( ) ofp behavesasthe
pow er flilnction J 7% around z or (z) 2 (0; ).Inthiscase, @ (z;hy @)))ap
haslmi L+ ( 1P*®)( @)+ 1)=R 1+ a+Dbt+ (2))],whith de nesalsoade nie
positive m atrix.

Step 3. W e prove that

Py [ sup kZn @ Z@k > ] exp( D’m ):
z2 Supp Py

W e consider the sets of nonnegative functions Wwe recall that I(z;h) = [z
h;z+ h))

[ n za o
(even) __ .
F = - lr@mg @n ()i
z2 Supp Py m
a even and 0 a 2r
n o
(odd) _ [ z2 .
F+ = h, () l[Z;Z+hm (Z)]( )i
z2 Supp Py m
a odd and 0 a 2r
n o
 odd) _ ! z al .
= b @ TE e @21 ()3
z2 Supp Py m

aoddand 0 a 2r
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W riting I (z;hy, )= 2z h @);2)[ [z;z+ hy (2)]when a+ bisodd, and since

Pz L@ihn (2))] Ef(Z)

(odd)

frany £ 2 F = F o) [ | edd)

[ F , Wwe cbtain

P
.1 m .
I =:1f@) Ef@)]
kZ Z :
@ @)k fSZqu Ef(Z1)

Hence, sihncex 7 x=x+ ) isihcreasing orany > 0,andsihce = Ef (Z1)
Dm (*D=@+2s+ ) -  (see [6]), we obtain

sap  kZn () Z @)k >
z2 Supp Py

P
o B f@ EfG)I 20
+ 17T f@)+EE£@)) ’

Then, using Theorem [7 (note that any £ 2 F is non-negative), we obtain
P, [ sup kZn () Z@k > ]
z2 Supp Py
4E Ni(n =8;F;Z] )lexp D “m* 072 )
Together w ith the inequality

ENi(n =8F;2')] D (n ) 'mi@stiri D=@st ), 62)

(see the proofbelow ), this entails the Lemm a.

P roof of (€.2)

since the proof is the sam e ﬁ)rF+(°dd) and F .Wedenote £, ( ) = ((

z)=hn 2))%1l1em, ) ( ).W e prove the ollow ing statem ent:

(odd)

N ( ;F;k 1k) D 1m 1=@2s+ 1)+ ( 1)=(2s+ );

which is strongerthan [62), wherek k isthe unifbrm nom over the support
ofPy .Let z;z1;2, 2 SuppPy .W e have

z 4 Z 2

¥t @ £,@)37 max(@;l) N Ny

111[12;
wherehy = hy (z3) and Iy = [z hy;z3+ hylfor j= 1;2.Hence,

Ju it 7 23

f.. @) £, @3] m i 0 rhy)
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Using [5.) together with a di erentiation of z 7 hy )Py [ (z;h, @))], we
obtain that

o (z1) W (=22)]

hy @1z h @) @+ h )
sup 2\— 25+ 1
2 z 2z, @s {)=@mL)+ hy (z) (2 h @)+ &+ hy (2))

¥ z27F

forany z; < z in Supp . This entails together with A ssum ption , E38)
and [59):

1

m
P 1) e @23 - — T 23
2s( L)@stD=G@s+ +1 2

forany z; < z, In Supp .Hence,

1 4 __ 1 .
£, @) £,@3F DmF 1 T 33

which concludes the proofof [62).

A ppendix A : Som e tools from em pirical process theory

Let A be a set of Borelkan subsets of R. Ifx] = (X1;:::;%,) 2 R”, wede ne
N @;x]) = fxi1;::5%9\ARA2A
and we de ne the shatter coe cient

S@in) = max N A j:::i%a)): @ 1)
1
For instance, if A is the set of all the intervals @;blwith 1 a<b +1,
wehave S @;n)=nnh+ 1)=2.
Let X 1;:::;X, beiid. random variablesw ith values In R, and ket us de ne
Al=PX;2A)and ,RA]=n 1 ;;11)(12]_\ .T he ollow ing Inequalities for
relative deviations are due to Vapnik and Chervonenkis (1974), see for Instance

in[vapnid [199d).

Theorem 6 (Vapni and Chervonenkis (1974)). W e have

h i
P sup M > 4S5 A ;2n) exp ( r12=4)
A2A @)
and .
h i
P sup —p—n(A) (A)> 4S(A;2n)exp( 1'12=4)
A2A n @)

where Sy (2n) is the shatter coe cient of A de ned by ().
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Let X; ) be a measured space and F be a class of functions £ : X !
[ K;K]l.Letus x p 1 and 2 2 X".De ne the sem idistance d; (£;9)
between £ and g by

1 xn 1=p
4 (Fig) = —  F@) g@7F

i=1
and denote by BP (f; ) the ¢ ballw ith center f and radius .The covering
number of FF w rt d, isde ned as

Ny (;F;4) =min N §9fi;::5;fy st.F [ B®(f5; ):

Theorem 7 Hausskr (1992)). IfF oonsists of functions £ : X ! [0;K ], we

have

h E[f (X1)] LE®S) + n 2
n

l n
P su n__g 4E =8;F ;X" i
oy FEEXDI+ L L fX) o { TS
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