
ar
X

iv
:m

at
h/

07
03

70
6v

2 
 [

m
at

h.
ST

] 
 4

 D
ec

 2
00

7

E lectronic Journalof Statistics

Vol.1 (2007) 538{573

ISSN :0000-0000

D O I:10.1214/07-EJS077

O ptim alrates and adaptation in the

single-index m odelusing aggregation

St�ephane G a���as

U niversit�e Paris 6

Laboratoire de Statistique Th�eorique etA ppliqu�ee

175 rue du Chevaleret

75013 Paris

e-m ail:gaiffas@ccr.jussieu.fr

G uillaum e Lecu�e

U niversit�e Paris 6

Laboratoire de Probabilit�es etM od�eles Al�eatoires

175 rue du Chevaleret

75013 Paris

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 with localpolynom ialestim ators,

we answerin particularto the second partofQ uestion 2 from Stone (1982)

on theoptim alconvergencerate.Theprocedureconstructed herehasstrong

adaptation properties:itadaptsboth to thesm oothnessofthelink function

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 areresultsofindependentinterest)thatallows

a fairly generaldesign.The behavior ofthis algorithm is studied through

num ericalsim ulations.In particular,we show em pirically that it im proves

strongly over em piricalrisk m inim ization.

A M S 2000 subject classi�cations:Prim ary 62G 08;secondary 62H 12.

K eyw ords and phrases:N onparam etric regression,single-index,aggre-

gation,adaptation,m inim ax,random design,oracle inequality.

R eceived July 2007.

1. Introduction

The single-index m odelisstandard in statisticalliterature.Itiswidely used in

several�elds,sinceitprovidesa sim pletrade-o� between purely nonparam etric

and purely param etric approaches.M oreover,it is well-known that it allows

to dealwith the so-called \curse ofdim ensionality" phenom enon.W ithin the

m inim ax theory,this phenom enon is explained by the fact that the m inim ax

ratelinked to thism odel(which ism ultivariate,in thesensethatthenum berof

explanatory variablesislargerthan 1)isthe sam e asin the univariate m odel.

Indeed,ifn isthesam plesize,them inim ax rateoveran isotropics-H�olderball

is n� 2s=(2s+ d) for m ean integrated square error (M ISE) in the d-dim ensional

regression m odelwithoutthe single-index constraint,while in the single-index
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m odel,thisrate isconjectured to be n� 2s=(2s+ 1) by Stone (1982).Hence,even

for sm allvalues ofd (larger than 2),the dim ension has a strong im pact on

the quality ofestim 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

providesa sim ple way to reducethe dim ension ofthe problem .

Let(X ;Y )2 R
d � R be a random variablesatisfying

Y = g(X )+ �(X )"; (1.1)

where " is independent of X with law N (0;1) and where �(� ) is such that

�0 < �(X )� �1 a.s.for som e �0 > 0 and a known �1 > 0.W e denote by P

theprobability distribution of(X ;Y )and by PX them argin law in X ordesign

law.In thesingle-index m odel,theregression function asa particularstructure.

Indeed,weassum ethatg can be written has

g(x)= f(#> x) (1.2)

for all x 2 R
d, where f : R ! R is the link function and where the di-

rection # 2 R
d,or index.In order to m ake the representation (1.2) unique

(identi�ability),we assum e the following (see forinstance the survey paperby

G eenensand Delecroix (2005),orChapter2 in Horowitz(1998)):

� f isnotconstantoverthe supportof#> X ;

� X adm its at least one continuously distributed coordinate (w.r.t. the

Lebesguem easure);

� the supportofX isnotcontained in any linearsubspaceofRd;

� # 2 S
d� 1
+ ,whereS

d� 1
+ isthe half-unitspherede�ned by

S
d� 1
+ =

�
v 2 R

d jkvk2 = 1 and vd � 0
	
; (1.3)

wherek� k2 isthe Euclidean norm overRd.

W e assum ethatthe availabledata

D n := [(X i;Yi);1 � i� n] (1.4)

isasam pleofn i.i.d.copiesof(X ;Y )satisfying(1.1)and (1.2).In thism odel,we

can focuson the estim ation oftheindex # based on D n when the link function

f isunknown,orwecan focuson theestim ation oftheregression g when both f

and # areunknown.In thispaper,weconsiderthelatterproblem .Itisassum ed

below thatf belongsto som efam ily ofH�olderballs,thatis,wedo notsuppose

itssm oothnessto be known.

Statisticalliterature on this m odelis wide.Am ong m any other references,

see Horowitz (1998) for applications in econom etrics,an application in m ed-

icalscience can be found in Xia and H�ardle (2006),see also Delecroix etal.

(2003),Delecroix etal.(2006)and the survey paperby G eenensand Delecroix

(2005).Fortheestim ation oftheindex,seeforinstanceHristacheetal.(2001);

for testing the param etric versus the nonparam etric single-index assum ption,
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seeStute and Zhu (2005).Seealso a chapterin G y�or� etal.(2002)which isde-

voted todim ension reduction techniquesin thebounded regressionm odel.W hile

the literature on single-index m odelling isvast,severalproblem srem ain open.

Forinstance,the second partofQ uestion 2 from Stone (1982)concerning the

m inim ax rateoverH�olderballsin m odel(1.1),(1.2)isstillopen.The�rstpart,

concerningadditivem odellingishandled in Yang(2000a)and Yang and Barron

(1999).

Thispaperprovidesnew m inim axresultsaboutthesingle-indexm odel,which

providesan answer,in particual,to the latterquestion.Indeed,we prove that

in m odel(1.1),(1.2),wecan achievetheraten� 2s=(2s+ 1) fora link function in a

wholefam ily ofH�olderballswith sm oothnesss,seeTheorem 1.Theoptim ality

of this rate is proved in Theorem 2.To prove the upper bound,we use an

estim ator which adapts both to the index param eter and to the sm oothness

ofthe link function.This resultis stated under fairly generalassum ptions on

the design,which include any \non-pathological" law for PX .M oreover,this

estim ator has a nice \design-adaptation" property,since it does not depend

within itsconstruction on PX .

2. C onstruction ofthe procedure

The proceduredeveloped hereforrecovering the regression doesnotuse a plu-

gin estim ator by direct estim ation of the index.Instead,it adapts to it,by

aggregating severalunivariateestim atorsbased on projected sam ples

D m (v):= [(v> X i;Yi);1� i� m ]; (2.1)

where m < n,for severalv in a regular lattice ofS
d� 1
+ .This \adaptation to

the direction" usesa splitofthe sam ple.W e splitthe whole sam ple D n into a

training sam ple

D m := [(X i;Yi);1� i� m ]

and a learning sam ple

D (m ) := [(X i;Yi);m + 1� i� n]:

Thechoiceofthesplitsizecan bequitegeneral(seeSection 3fordetails).In the

num ericalstudy (conducted in Section 4 below),we considersim ply m = 3n=4

(thelearningsam plesizeisa quarterofthewholesam ple),which providesgood

results,butothersplitscan be considered aswell.

Using the training sam ple,we com pute a fam ily f�g(�);� 2 �g oflinear(or

weak) estim ators of the regression g.Each of these estim ators depend on a

param eter� = (v;s)which m akethem work based on the data \asif" thetrue

underlying index werev and \asif" the sm oothnessofthe link function weres

(in the H�oldersense,seeSection 3).

Then,using the learning sam ple,wecom pute a weightw(�g)2 [0;1]foreach

�g 2 f�g(�);� 2 �g,satisfying
P

�2�
w(�g(�))= 1.These weightsgive a levelof
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signi�canceto each weak estim ator.Finally,theadaptive,oraggregated estim a-

tor,issim ply the convex com bination ofthe weak estim ators:

ĝ :=
X

�2�

w(�g(�))�g(�):

The fam ily ofweak estim ators consists ofunivariate localpolynom ialestim a-

tors (LPE),with a data-driven bandwidth that �ts locally to the am ount of

data.In the nextsection the param eter� = (v;s)is�xed and known:we con-

tructa univariate LPE based on the sam ple D m (v)= [(Zi;Yi);1 � i� m ]=

[(v> X i;Yi);1� i� m ].

2.1. W eak estim ators:univariate LP E

The LPE is standard in statisticalliterature,see for instance Fan and G ijbels

(1996,1995),am ong m any others.W e constructan estim ator �f off based on

i.i.d.copies[(Zi;Yi);1 � i� m ]ofa couple (Z;Y )2 R � R such that

Y = f(Z)+ �(Z)�; (2.2)

where� isstandard G aussian noiseindependentofZ,� :R ! [�0;�1]� (0;+ 1 )

and f 2 H (s;L)whereH (s;L)isthe setofs-H�olderian functionssuch that

jf(bsc)(z1)� f(bsc)(z2)j� Ljz1 � z2j
s� bsc

forany z1;z2 2 R,where L > 0 and bsc standsforthe largestintegersm aller

than s.ThisH�olderassum ption isstandard in nonparam etricliterature.

Let r 2 N and h > 0 be �xed.Ifz is �xed,we consider the polynom ial
�P(z;h) 2 Polr (thesetofrealpolynom ialswith degreeatm ostr)which m inim izes

in P :
mX

i= 1

�
Yi� P (Zi� z)

�2
1Z i2I(z;h); (2.3)

whereI(z;h):= [z� h;z+ h]and we de�nethe LPE atz by

�f(z;h):= �P(z;h)(0):

Thepolynom ial �P(z;h) iswell-de�ned and unique when thesym m etricalm atrix
�Zm (z;h),with entries

(�Zm (z;h))a;b :=
1

m �PZ [I(z;h)]

mX

i= 1

�
Zi� z

h

�a+ b
1Z i2I(z;h) (2.4)

for(a;b)2 f0;:::;Rg2,isde�nite positive,where �PZ isthe em piricaldistribu-

tion of(Zi)1� i� m ,given by

�PZ [A]:=
1

m

mX

i= 1

1Z i2A (2.5)
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for any A � R.W hen �Zm (z;h) is degenerate,we sim ply take �f(z;h) := 0.

The tuning param eter h > 0,which is called bandwidth, localizes the least

square problem around the point z in (2.3).O fcourse,the choice ofh is of

�rst im portance in this estim ation m ethod (as with any linear m ethod).An

im portantrem ark is then about the design law.Indeed,the law ofZ = v> X

varies with v strongly:even ifPX is very sim ple (for instance uniform over

som e subset ofRd with positive Lebesgue m easure),Pv> X can be \far" from

the uniform law,nam ely with a density that can vanish at the boundaries of

its support,or inside the support,see the exam ples in Figure 1.This rem ark

m otivatesthe following choiceforthe bandwidth.

Fig 1.Sim ple design exam ples

Iff 2 H (s;L)forknown s and L,a \natural" bandwidth,which m akesthe

balancebetween the biasand the varianceofthe LPE isgiven by

H m (z):= argm in
h2(0;1)

n

Lh
s �

�1

(m �PZ [I(z;h)])
1=2

o

: (2.6)

This bandwidth choice stabilizes the LPE,since it �ts point-by-point to the

localam ountofdata.W e considerthen

�f(z):= �f(z;H m (z)); (2.7)

foranyz 2 R,which isin view ofTheorem 3(seeSection 3)am inim axestim ator

overH (s;L)in m odel(2.2).

Rem ark 1.Thereason why weconsiderlocalpolynom ialsinstead ofsom eother

m ethod (likesm oothing splines,forinstance)istheoretical.Itislinked with the
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factthatwe need m inim ax weak estim atorsunderthe generaldesign Assum p-

tion (D),so thatthe aggregated estim atorisalso m inim ax.

2.2. A daptation by aggregation

If� := (v;s)is�xed,we considerthe LPE �f(�) given by (2.7),and we take

�g(�)(x):= �Q (�f
(�)(#> x)); (2.8)

for any x 2 R
d as an estim ator ofg,where �Q (f) := m ax(� Q ;m in(Q ;f)) is

the truncation operator by Q > 0.The reason why we need to truncate the

weak estim atorsisrelated to thetheoreticalresultsconcerning the aggregation

proceduredescribed below,seeTheorem 4 in Section 3.In orderto adaptto the

index # and to the sm oothness s ofthe link function,we aggregate the weak

estim atorsfrom the fam ily f�g(�);� 2 �g with the following algorithm :we take

the convex com bination

ĝ :=
X

�2�

w(�g(�))�g(�) (2.9)

wherefora function �g 2 f�g(�);� 2 �g,the weightisgiven by

w(�g):=
exp

�
� TR(m )(�g)

�

P

�2�
exp

�
� TR(m )(�g

(�))
�; (2.10)

with a tem perature param eterT > 0 and

R (m )(�g):=

nX

i= m + 1

(Yi� �g(Xi))
2
; (2.11)

which istheem piricalsum ofsquaresof�g overthetrainingsam ple(up toadivi-

sion bythesam plesize).Thisaggregationalgorithm (with G ibbsweights)can be

found in Leung and Barron (2006)in the regression fram ework,forprojection-

type weak estim ators.Cum ulative versions ofthis algorithm can be found in

Catoni(2001),Juditsky etal.(2005a),Juditsky etal.(2005b),Yang (2000b)

and Yang (2004).

W e can understand theaggregation algorithm in thefollowing way:�rst,we

com pute the least squares ofeach weak estim ators.This is the m ost natural

way ofassessing the levelofsigni�cance ofsom e estim ator am ong the other

ones.Then,we put a G ibbs law overthe setofweak estim ators.The m assof

each estim atorrelieson itsleastsquares(overthelearning sam ple).Finally,the

aggregateissim ply the m ean expected estim atoraccording to thislaw.

IfT is sm all,the weights (2.10) are close to the uniform law over the set

ofweak estim ators,and ofcourse,the resulting aggregateisinaccurate.IfT is

large,only oneweightwillequal1,and the othersequalto 0:in thissituation,

theaggregateisequalto theestim atorobtained by em piricalrisk m inim ization

(ERM ).Thisbehaviorcan be also explained by equation (5.10)in the proofof



S.G a���as and G .Lecu�e/O ptim alrates and adaptation in the single-index m odel 544

Theorem 4.Indeed,the exponentialweights (2.10)realize an optim altradeo�

between the ERM procedure and the uniform weights procedure.Hence,T is

som ehow a regularization param eterofthistradeo�.

The ERM already givesgood results,butifT ischosen carefully,we expect

to obtain an estim atorwhich outperform sthe ERM .Ithasbeen proved theo-

retically in Lecu�e (2007)thatan aggregation procedure outperform sthe ERM

in theregression fram ework.Thisfactiscon�rm ed by thenum ericalstudy con-

ducted in Section 4,wherethe choiceofT isdoneusing a sim ple leave-one-out

cross-validation algorithm overthe whole sam ple foraggregatesobtained with

severalT.Nam ely,weconsiderthe tem perature

T̂ := argm in
T 2T

nX

j= 1

X

i6= j

�
Yi� ĝ

(T )

� i (X i)
�2
; (2.12)

where ĝ
(T )

� i isthe aggregated estim ator(2.9)with tem peratureT,based on the

sam ple D � i
n = [(X j;Yj);j 6= i],and where T is som e set oftem peratures (in

Section 4,wetakeT = f0:1;0:2;:::;4:9;5g).

The setofparam eters� isgiven by � := �S � G ,where G is the grid with

step (logn)� 1 given by

G :=
�
sm in;sm in + (logn)� 1;sm in + 2(logn)� 1;:::;sm ax

	
: (2.13)

Thetuningparam eterssm in andsm ax correspondtothem inim um and m axim um

\allowed" sm oothnessforthe link function:forthisgrid choice,the aggregated

estim atorconvergeswith theoptim alratefora link function in H (s;L)forany

s2 [sm in;sm ax]in view ofTheorem 1.

The set �S = �S
d� 1
�

is the regular lattice ofthe halfunit-sphere S
d� 1
+ with

discretization step � which isconstructed asfollows.Letusintroduce �(�):=

[‘� 0f‘�g \ [0;�]and consider the function p :[0;�]d� 1 ! Sd� 1 de�ned by

p(�1;:::;�d� 1)= (x1;:::;xd),where

8
>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>:

x1 = cos(�1)cos(�2)� � � � � cos(�d� 1)

x2 = sin(�1)cos(�2)� � � � � cos(�d� 1)

...

x‘ = sin(�‘� 1)cos(�‘)� � � � � cos(�d� 1)

...

xd� 1 = sin(�d� 2)cos(�d� 1)

xd = sin(�d� 1):

Then,theregularlattice �Sd� 1
�

isconstructed using Algorithm 1.In Figure2 we

show �S
d� 1
�

for� = 0:1 and d = 2;3.The step istaken as

� = (nlogn)� 1=(2sm in); (2.14)
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Fig 2.Lattices �S
d� 1

�
for � = 0:1 and d = 2;3

which relies on the m inim alallowed sm oothness ofthe link function.For in-

stance,ifwewantthe estim atorto be adaptiveforlink functionsatleastLips-

chitz,we take� = (nlogn)� 1=2.

Input:d (dim ension param eter)and � (discretization step)

O utput: �Sd� 1
�

(regulardiscretization ofSd� 1)
�S
d� 1
�

= ;

�d� 1 = �(arccos(1� � 2=2))

foreach �d� 1 2 �d� 1 do

�d� 2 = �(�=arccos(� d� 1))

foreach �d� 2 2 �d� 2 do

�d� 3 = �(�=arccos(� d� 2))
...

foreach �2 2 �2 do

�1 = �(�=arccos(� 2))

foreach �1 2 �1 do

add the pointofcoordinatesh(�1;:::;�d� 1)in �Sd� 1
�

end

end

end

end

A lgorithm 1:Construction ofthe regularlattice �S
d� 1
�

.

2.3. R eduction of the com plexity of the algorithm

The adaptive procedure described previously requires the com putation ofthe

LPE for each param eter � 2 ~� := �� L (actually,we do also a grid L over

theradiusparam eterL in the sim ulations).Hence,therearej�S
d� 1
�

j� jG j� jLj

LPE to com pute.Nam ely,thisis(�=�)d� 1 � jG j� jLj,which equals,ifjG j=



S.G a���as and G .Lecu�e/O ptim alrates and adaptation in the single-index m odel 546

jLj= 4 and � = (nlogn)� 1=2 (see Section 4) to 1079 when d = 2 and to

72722 when d = 3,which is m uch too large.Hence,the com plexity of this

procedure m ustbe reduced:we propose a recursive algorithm which im proves

strongly the com plexity ofthe estim ator.Actually,the coe�cientsw(�g (�))are

very close to zero (see Figures 7 and 8 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 atall,since the corresponding weak estim atorsdo notcontribute to

theaggregated estim ator(2.9).Thus,instead ofusing a latticeofthewholehalf

unit-spherefordetectingtheindex,weonly build apartofit,which corresponds

tothecoe�cientswhich arethem ostsigni�cative.Thisisdonewith an iterative

algorithm ,see Alogorithm 2,which m akesa preselection ofweak estim atorsto

aggregate(B d(v;�)standsforthe ballin (Rd,k� k2)centered atv with radius

� and R(m )(�g)isgiven by (2.11)).

Input:(X i;Yi)(Data),G (sm oothnessgrid)

O utput:Ŝ (a section of �S
d� 1
�

)

Put� = (nlogn)� 1=2 and � 0 = (2dn)� 1=(2(d� 1))

Com pute the lattice Ŝ = �S
d� 1
� 0

and put�̂ := Ŝ � G

w hile � 0 > � do

�nd the point v̂ such that(̂v;̂s)= �̂ = argm in
�2 �̂

R (m )(�g
(�))

put� 0 = � 0=2

put Ŝ = �Sd� 1
� 0

\ B d(̂v;2� 0)and �̂ := Ŝ � G ;

end

A lgorithm 2:Preselection ofthe coe�cients

W hen the algorithm exits,Ŝ isa section ofthe lattice �S
d� 1
�

centered at v̂ with

radius2d� 1�,which contains(with a high probability)thepointsv 2 �S
d� 1
�

cor-

respondingtothelargestcoe�cientsw(�g (�))where� = (v;s;L)2 �Sd� 1
�

� G � L.

The aggegate is then com puted for a set ofparam eters �̂ = Ŝ � G � L us-

ing (2.9)with weights(2.10).Theparam eter� 0 ischosen so thatthesurfaceof

B d(v;� 0)isCd(2dn)
� 1=2:n isnota powerofd.M oreover,thenum berofitera-

tionsisO (logn),thusthecom plexity ism uch sm allerthan thefullaggregation

algorithm .Thisprocedure givesnice em piricalresults,see Section 4.W e show

the iterativeconstruction ofŜ in Figure3.

3. M ain results

Theerrorofestim ation ism easured with the L2(PX )-norm ,de�ned by

kgkL 2(PX ) :=

�Z

Rd

g(x)2PX (dx)

�1=2
;

where we recallthat PX is the design law.W e consider the set H Q (s;L) :=

H (s;L)\ ff :R ! R jkfk1 := supx jf(x)j� Q g.Since we wantthe adaptive

procedure to work whatever# 2 S
d� 1
+ is,we need to work with asgeneralas-

sum ptionson thelaw of#> X aspossible.Thefollowing assum ption generalizes
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Fig 3. Iterative construction of the set Ŝ of preselectioned weak estim ators indexes. W eak

estim ators are aggregated only for v 2 Ŝ (bottom right), which is concentrated around the

true index.

theusualassum ptionson random designs(when PX hasa density with respect

to the Lebesgue m easure) that can be m et in literature.Nam ely,we do not

assum ethatthedensity ofPv> X isbounded away from zero.Indeed,even with

a very sim ple PX ,thisassum ption holdsforspeci�c v only (see Figure 1).W e

say thata realrandom variableZ satis�esAssum ption (D)if:

A ssum ption (D ). There is a density � of PZ with respect to the Lebesgue

m easure which iscontinuous.M oreover,we assum e that

� � iscom pactly supported;

� There isa �nite num berofz in the supportof� such that�(z)= 0;

� For any such z,there is an intervalIz = [z� az;z + bz]such that� is

decreasing over [z� az;z]and increasing over [z;z+ bz];
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� There is� � 0 and  > 0 such that

PZ [I]� jIj�+ 1

for any I,where jIjstandsfor the length ofI.

This assum ption includes any design with continuous density with respect

to the Lebesgue m easurethatcan vanish atseveralpoints,butnotfasterthan

som epowerfunction.

3.1. U pper and lower bounds

The next Theorem provides an upper bound for the adaptive estim ator con-

structed in Section 2.Thisupperbound holdsforquite generaltuning param -

eters.The tem perature T > 0 can be arbitrary (butnotin practice ofcourse).

Thetraining sam plesize isgiven by

m = [n(1� ‘n)]; (3.1)

where[x]istheintegralpartofx,and where‘n isa positivesequencesuch that

foralln,(logn)� � � ‘n < 1 with � > 0.Note thatin m ethodsinvolving data

splitting,the optim alchoice ofthe splitsize isopen.The degree r ofthe LPE

and the grid choiceG m ustbe such thatsm ax � r+ 1.

Theupperbound below showsthattheestim atorconvergeswith theoptim al

rate fora link function in a whole fam ily ofH�olderclasses,and forany index.

In whatfollows,E n standsfortheexpectation with respectto thejointlaw P n

ofthe whole sam pleD n.

T heorem 1.Letĝbetheaggregated estim atorgiven by (2.9)withtheweights(2.10).

Iffor allv 2 S
d� 1
+ ,v> X satis�esAssum ption (D),we have

sup
#2S

d�1

+

sup
f2H Q (s;L )

E nkĝ� gk2L 2(PX ) � C n� 2s=(2s+ 1);

for any s 2 [sm in;sm ax]when n is large enough, where we recallthat g(� ) =

f(#> � ).The constantC > 0 depends on �1;L;sm in;sm ax and PX only.

Note that ĝ doesnotdepend within itsconstruction on the index #,northe

sm oothness s ofthe link function f,nor the design law PX .The assum ption

thatv> X satis�esAssum ption (D)forany v 2 S
d� 1
+ holds,forinstance,forthe

m ultivariatedesignsfrom Figure1.M oregenerally,thisproperty holdsforany

uniform law overasupportthatdoesnothavevery\spiky"boundary.Notethat

thisassum ptionism oregeneralthan theoneconsideredinAudibertand Tsybakov

(2007).

In Theorem 2 below,we prove in our setting (when Assum ption (D) holds

on the design)thatn� 2s=(2s+ 1) isa lowerbound fora link function in H (s;L)

in the single-index m odel.
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T heorem 2. Lets;L;Q > 0 and # 2 S
d� 1
+ be such that#> X satis�esAssum p-

tion (D).W e have

inf
~g

sup
f2H Q (s;L )

E
nk~g� gk2L 2(PX ) � C

0
n
� 2s=(2s+ 1)

;

wherethein�m um istaken am ongallestim atorsbased on data from (1.1),(1.2),

and where C 0> 0 isa constantdepending on �1;s;L and P#> X only.

Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 togetherentailthat n� 2s=(2s+ 1) is the m inim ax

rateforthe estim ation ofg in m odel(1.1)underthe constraint(1.2)when the

link function belongsto an s-H�olderclass.Itanswersin particularto Q uestion 2

from Stone (1982).

3.2. A new result for the LP E

In thissection,we give upperboundsforthe LPE in the univariate regression

m odel(2.2).DespitethefactthattheliteratureaboutLPE iswide,theTheorem

below is new.It provides a m inim ax optim alupper bound for the L2(PZ )-

integrated risk ofthe LPE overH�older balls under Assum ption (D),which is

a generalassum ption forrandom designshaving a density with respectto the

Lebesguem easure.

In thissection,thesm oothnesssissupposed known and �xed,and weassum e

thatthe degree r ofthe localpolynom ialssatis�esr+ 1 � s.First,we give an

upperbound forthepointwiserisk conditionally on thedesign.Then,wederive

from itan upperbound fortheL2(PZ )-integratedrisk,usingstandardtoolsfrom

em piricalprocesstheory (see Appendix).Here,E m standsforthe expectation

with respectto the jointlaw P m ofthe observations[(Zi;Yi);1 � i� m ]from

m odel(2.2).Letusde�ne the m atrix

�Zm (z):= �Zm (z;H m (z))

where �Zm (z;h)isgiven by (2.4)and H m (z)isgiven by (2.6).Letusdenoteby

�(M )thesm allesteigenvalueofa m atrix M and introduceZ m
1 := (Z1;:::;Zm ).

T heorem 3. Forany z 2 SuppPZ ,let �f(z)be given by (2.7).W e have on the

eventf�(�Zm (z))> 0g:

sup
f2H (s;L )

E m
�
(�f(z)� f(z))2jZ m

1

�
� 2�(�Zm (z))

� 2L2H m (z)
2s: (3.2)

M oreover,ifZ satis�esAssum ption (D),we have

sup
f2H Q (s;L )

E m
�
k�Q (�f)� fk2L 2(PZ )

�
� C2m

� 2s=(2s+ 1) (3.3)

form large enough,where we recallthat�Q isthe truncation operatorby Q > 0

and where C2 > 0 isa constantdepending on s,Q ,and PZ only.

Rem ark 2. W hileinequality (3.2)in Theorem 3 isstated overf�(�Zm (z))> 0g,

which entailstheexistenceand theunicityofasolution tothelinearsystem (2.3)

(this inequality is stated conditionally on the design),we only need Assum p-

tion (D)forinequality (3.3)to hold.
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3.3. O racle inequality

Inthissection,weprovideanoracleinequalityfortheaggregationalgorithm (2.9)

with weights(2.10).Thisresult,which isofindependentinterest,isstated fora

general�nitesetf�g(�);� 2 �gofdeterm inisticfunctionssuch thatk�g(�)k1 � Q

forall� 2 �.These functionsare forinstance weak estim atorscom puted with

the training sam ple (or frozen sam ple),which is independent ofthe learning

sam ple.LetD := [(X i;Yi);1� i� jD j](wherejD jstandsforthecardinality of

D )be an i.i.d.sam ple of(X ;Y )from the m ultivariate regression m odel(1.1),

whereno particularstructurelike (1.2)isassum ed.

The aim ofaggregation schem es is to m im ic (up to an additive residual)

the oracle in f�g(�);� 2 �g.This aggregation fram ework has been considered,

am ongothers,by Birg�e(2005),Catoni(2001),Juditsky and Nem irovski(2000),

Leung and Barron(2006),Nem irovski(2000),Tsybakov(2003b)and Yang(2000b).

T heorem 4. The aggregation procedure ĝ based on the learning sam ple D de-

�ned by (2.9)and (2.10)satis�es

E
D kĝ� gk2L 2(PX ) � (1+ a)m in

�2�
k�g(�)� gk2L 2(PX )+

C logj�j(logjD j)1=2

jD j

for any a > 0,where j�jdenotes the cardinality of�,where E D stands for the

expectation with respectto thejointlaw ofD ,and whereC := 3[8Q 2(1+ a)2=a+

4(6Q 2 + 2�12
p
2)(1+ a)=3]+ 2+ 1=T.

Thistheorem isa m odel-selection type oracle inequality forthe aggregation

proceduregiven by (2.9)and (2.10).Sharperoracleinequalitiesform oregeneral

m odelscan befound in Juditsky etal.(2005a),wherethealgorithm used therein

requiresan extra cum ulativesum .

Rem ark 3. Inspection ofthe proofofTheorem 4 showsthatthe ERM (which

istheestim atorm inim izing theem piricalrisk R (m )(g):=
P n

i= m + 1
(Yi� g(Xi))

2

over allg in f�g(�);� 2 �g) satis�es the sam e oracle inequality.Nevertheless,

it has been proved in Lecu�e (2007) that the ERM is theoretically suboptim al

in thisfram ework,when we wantto m im ic the oraclewithoutthe extra factor

1+ a in frontofthe biaisterm m in�2� k�g
(�) � gk2

L 2(PX )
.The sim ulation study

ofSection 4 (especially Figures4,5,6)con�rm sthissuboptim ality.

4. N um ericalillustrations

W e im 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 im plem ented the com putation oflocalpolynom ials and the bandwidth se-

lection (2.6)in C language.Thesim ulated sam plessatisfy (1.1),(1.2),wherethe

noiseiscentered G aussian with hom oscedasticvariance

� =
� X

1� i� n

f(#> X i)
2=(n � rsnr)

�1=2
;
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wherersnr = 5.Thischoiceof� m akesthe root-signal-to-noiseratio,which is

a com m only used assessm entofthe com plexity ofestim ation,equalsto 5.W e

considerthe following link functions(seethedashed linesin Figures9 and 10):

� oscsine(x)= 4(x + 1)sin(4�x2),

� hardsine(x)= 2sin(1+ x)sin(2�x2 + 1).

The sim ulations are done with a uniform design on [� 1;1]d,with dim ensions

d 2 f2;3;4g and weconsiderseveralindexes# thatm akeP#> X notuniform .

In allthe com putations below,the param eters for the procedure are � =

Ŝ � G � L whereŜ is com puted using the algorithm described in Section 2.3

and where G = f1;2;3;4g and L = f0:1;0:5;1;1:5g.The degree ofthe local

polynom ialsisr= 5.Thelearningsam plehassize[n=4],and ischosen random ly

in the whole sam ple.W e do notuse a jackknifeprocedure(thatis,the average

ofestim atorsobtained with severallearning subsam ples),since the resultsare

stable enough (at least when n � 100) when we consider only one learning

sam ple.

In Tables 1, 2, 3 and Figures 4, 5, 6, we show the m ean M ISE for 100

replications and its standard deviation for severalG ibbs tem peratures,sev-

Table 1

M ISE againstthe G ibbs tem perature (f = hardsine,d = 2,# = (1=
p
2;1=

p
2).)

Tem perature 0.1 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.5 2.0 ER M 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

M ISE againstthe G ibbs tem perature (f = hardsine,d = 3,# = (2=
p
14;1=

p
14;3=

p
14)).

Tem perature 0.1 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.5 2.0 ER M 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

M ISE againstthe G ibbs tem perature (f = hardsine,d = 4,# = (1=
p
21;� 2=

p
21;0;4=

p
21))

Tem perature 0.1 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.5 2.0 ER M 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 againsttheG ibbstem perature forf = hardsine,# = (1=
p
2;1=

p
2),n = 200;400

(solid line = m ean ofthe M ISE for 100 replications,dashed line = m ean M ISE � standard

deviation.)

Fig 5.M ISE against the G ibbs tem perature for f = hardsine,# = (2=
p
14;1=

p
14;3=

p
14),

n = 200;400 (solid line = m ean ofthe M ISE for 100 replications,dashed line = m ean M ISE

� standard deviation.)

eralsam ple sizes and indexes.These results em pirically prove that the aggre-

gated estim ator outperform s the ERM (which is com puted as the aggregated

estim ator with a large tem perature T = 30) since in each case,the aggre-

gated estim atorwith cross-validated tem perature(aggCVT,given by (2.12),with

T = f0:1;0:2;:::;4:9;5g),hasaM ISE m uch sm allerthan theM ISE oftheERM .

M oreover,aggCVT ism ore stable than the ERM in view ofthe standard devi-

ations(in brackets).Note also thatasexpected,the dim ension param eterhas

no im pacton the accuracy ofestim ation:the M ISEsarebarely the sam ewhen

d = 2;3;4.

The aim of Figures 7 and 8 is to give an illustration of the aggregation

phenom enon.In these �gures,weshow the points

�
(1+ w(�g(�)))# for� = (#;s;L)2 �= �Sd� 1

�
� f3g� f1g

	
(4.1)
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Fig 6.M ISE against the G ibbs tem perature for f = hardsine,# = (2=
p
14;1=

p
14;3=

p
14),

n = 200;400.

Fig 7. W eights associated to each point (see (4.1)) of the lattice �S1
�

for � = 0:03, # =

(1=
p
2;1=

p
2) and T = 0:05;0:2;0:5;10 (from top to bottom and leftto right.)
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Fig 8. W eights associated to each points (see (4.1)) of the lattice �S2
�

for � = 0:07, # =

(0;0;1),and T = 0:05;0:3;0:5;10 (from top to bottom and leftto right).

obtained fora single run (thatis,we take s = 3 and L = 1 in the bandwidth

choice (2.6) and we do notuse the reduction ofcom plexity algorithm ).These

�guresm otivatesthe use ofthe com plexity reduction algorithm ,since only the

weightscorresponding to a point of �Sd� 1
�

which is close to the true index are

signi�cant(atleastnum erically).M oreover,these weightsprovide inform ation

aboutthetrueindex:thedirection v 2 �Sd� 1
�

correspondingto thelargestcoe�-

cientw(�g(�))for� = (v;s;L)isan accurateestim atoroftheindex,seeFigures7

and 8.Finally,we show typicalrealisationsforseveralindex functions,indexes

and sam plesizesin Figures9,10,11,12.
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Fig 9. Sim ulated datasets and aggregated estim ators with cross-validated tem perature for

f = hardsine, n = 100, and indexes # = (1=
p
2;1=

p
2), # = (2=

p
14;1=

p
14;3=

p
14), # =

(1=
p
21;� 2=

p
21;0;4=

p
21) from top to bottom .
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Fig 10. Sim ulated datasets and aggregated estim ators with cross-validated tem perature for

f = oscsine, n = 100, and indexes # = (1=
p
2;1=

p
2), # = (2=

p
14;1=

p
14;3=

p
14), # =

(1=
p
21;� 2=

p
21;0;4=

p
21) from top to bottom .
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Fig 11. Sim ulated datasets and aggregated estim ators with cross-validated tem perature for

f = hardsine, n = 200, and indexes # = (1=
p
2;1=

p
2), # = (2=

p
14;1=

p
14;3=

p
14), # =

(1=
p
21;� 2=

p
21;0;4=

p
21) from top to bottom .
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Fig 12. Sim ulated datasets and aggregated estim ators with cross-validated tem perature for

f = oscsine, n = 200, and indexes # = (1=
p
2;1=

p
2), # = (2=

p
14;1=

p
14;3=

p
14), # =

(1=
p
21;� 2=

p
21;0;4=

p
21) from top to bottom .
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5. P roofs

P roof of T heorem 1

Thefunctions�g(�) aregiven by (2.8).They arecom puted based on thetraining

(or\frozen")sam pleD m ,which isindependentofthelearning sam pleD (m ).If

E (m ) denotesthe integration with respectto the jointlaw ofD (m ),we obtain

using Theorem 4:

E (m )kĝ� gk2L 2(PX ) � (1+ a)m in
�2�

k�g(�)� gk2L 2(PX )+
C logj�j(logjD (m )j)

1=2

jD (m )j

� (1+ a)k�g(
��)� gk2L 2(PX )+ o(n� 2s=(2s+ 1));

sincelogj�j(logjD (m )j)
1=2=jD (m )j� d(logn)3=2+ =(2sm inn)(see(3.1)and (2.14)),

and where �� = (�#;�s) 2 � is such that k �# � #k2 � � and b�sc = bsc with

s2 [�s;�s+ (logn)� 1].By integration with respectto P m ,weobtain

E nkĝ� gk2L 2(PX ) � (1+ a)Em k�g(
��) � gk2L 2(PX )+ o(n� 2s=(2s+ 1)): (5.1)

Thechoiceof�� entailsH Q (s;L)� HQ (�s;L)and

n� 2�s=(2�s+ 1) � e1=2n� 2s=(2s+ 1):

Thus,togetherwith (3.1)and (5.1),the Theorem followsifweprovethat

sup
f2H Q (�s;L )

E m k�g(
��)� gk2L 2(PX ) � C m� 2�s=(2�s+ 1): (5.2)

forn large enough,where C > 0.W e cannotuse directly Theorem 3 to prove

this,sincetheweak estim ator�g(
��) worksbased on data D m (�#)(see(2.1))while

the true index is#.In orderto clarify the proof,we write �g(
�#) instead of�g(

��)

since in (5.2),the estim ator uses the \correct" sm oothness param eter �s.W e

have

k�g(
�#)� gk2L 2(PX ) � 2

�
k�g(

�#)(� )� f(�#> � )k2L 2(PX )+ kf(�#> � )� f(#> � )k2L 2(PX )

�

and using together(2.14)and f 2 H Q (s;L)fors� sm in,weobtain

kf(�#> � )� f(#> � )k2L 2(PX ) � L2
Z

kxk
2sm in

2 PX (dx)�
2sm in � C (nlogn)� 1:

Let us denote by Q #(� jXm1 ) the joint law of(X i;Yi)1� i� m from m odel(1.1)

(when the index is#)conditionalon the (X i)1� i� m ,which isgiven by

Q #(dy
m
1 jx

m
1 ):=

mY

i= 1

1

(�(xi)(2�)
1=2)

exp

�

�
(yi� f(#> xi))

2

2�(xi)
2

�

dyi:
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UnderQ �#(� jXm1 ),wehave

LX (#;�#):=
dQ #(� jXm1 )

dQ �#(� jXm1 )

(law )
= exp

�

�

mX

i= 1

�i(f(�#
> X i)� f(#> X i))

�(X i)
�
1

2

mX

i= 1

(f(�#> X i)� f(#> X i))
2

�(X i)
2

�

:

Hence,ifP m
X denotesthe jointlaw of(X 1;:::;X m ),

E
m k�g(

�#)(� )� f(�#> � )k2L 2(PX )

=

Z Z

k�g(
�#)(� )� f(�#> � )k2L 2(PX )LX (#;�#)dQ �#(� jXm1 )dP

m
X

� C

Z Z

k�f(
�#)(�#> � )� f(�#> � )k2L 2(PX )dQ �#(� jXm1 )dP

m
X (5.3)

+ 4Q 2

Z Z

LX (#;�#)1fL X (#;�#)� C gdQ �#(� jXm1 )dP
m
X ;

wherewedecom posed the integrand overfLX (#;�#)� C g and fLX (#;�#)� C g

forsom econstantC � 3,and whereweused the factthatk�g(
�#)k1 ;kfk1 � Q .

Under Q �#(� jXm1 ),the (X i;Yi) have the sam e law as (X ;Y ) from m odel(1.1)

wheretheindexis�#.M oreover,weassum ed thatP �#> X satis�esAssum ption (D).

Hence,Theorem 3 entailsthat,uniform ly forf 2 H Q (�s;L),

Z Z

k�f(
�#)(�#> � )� f(�#> � )k2L 2(PX )dQ �#(� jXm1 )dP

m
X � C0m � 2�s=(2�s+ 1):

M oreover,the second term in the righthand side of(5.3)issm allerthan

4Q 2

Z �Z

LX (#;�#)
2
dQ �#(� jXm1 )

�1=2
Q �#

�
LX (#;�#)� C jXm

1

�1=2
dP

m
X :

Since f 2 H Q (s;L) for s � sm in,since PX is com pactly supported and since

�(X )> �0 a.s.,weobtain using (2.14):

Z

LX (#;�#)
2dQ �#(� jXm1 )� exp

�
1

2

mX

i= 1

(f(�#> X i)� f(#> X i))
2

�(X i)
2

�

� 1

P m
X -a.s.when m islargeenough.M oreover,with the sam eargum entswehave

Q �#

�
LX (#;�#)� C jXm

1

�
� m

� (logC )
2
=2 � m

� 4�s=(2�s+ 1)

forC largeenough,whereweusethestandard G aussian deviation P [N (0;b2)�

a]� exp(� a2=(2b2)).Thisconcludesthe proofofTheorem 1. �
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P roof of T heorem 2

W e wantto bound the m inim ax risk

inf
~g

sup
f2H Q (s;L )

E n

Z
�
~g(x)� f(#> x)

�2
PX (dx) (5.4)

from below,wherethein�m um istaken am ong allestim atorsR d ! R based on

data from m odel(1.1),(1.2).W e recallthat#> X satis�esAssum ption (D).W e

consider#(2);:::;#(d) in R
d such that(#;#(2);:::;#(d))isan orthogonalbasis

ofRd.W e denote by O the m atrix with colum ns #;#(2);:::;#(d).W e de�ne

Y := O X = (Y (1);:::;Y (d)) and Y d
2 := (Y (2);:::;Y (d)).By the change of

variabley = O x,weobtain
Z

R
d

�
~g(x)� f(#> x)

�2
PX (dx)

=

Z

R
d

�
~g(O � 1y)� f(y(1))

�2
PY (dy)

=

Z

R

Z

Rd�1

�
~g(O � 1

y)� f(y(1))
�2
PY d

2
jY (1)(dy

d
2jy

(1))PY (1)(dy
(1))

�

Z

R

�
~f(y(1))� f(y(1))

�2
P#> X (dy

(1));

where ~f(y(1)) :=
R
~g(O � 1y)PY d

2
jY (1)(dyd2jy

(1)).Hence,ifZ := #> X ,(5.4) is

largerthan

inf
~f

sup
f2H Q (s;L )

E n

Z
�
~f(z)� f(z)

�2
PZ (dz); (5.5)

where the in�m um is taken am ong allestim ators R ! R based on data from

m odel(1.1) with d = 1 (univariate regression).In order to bound (5.5) from

below,weuse the following Theorem ,from Tsybakov (2003a),which isa stan-

dard toolfortheproofofsuch a lowerbound.W esay that@ isa sem i-distance

on som e set � ifit is sym m etric,ifit satis�es the triangle inequality and if

@(�;�)= 0 forany � 2 �.W e considerK (P jQ ):=
R
log(dP

dQ
)dP the K ullback-

Leiblerdivergencebetween probability m easuresP and Q .

T heorem 5. Let(�;@)be a setendowed with a sem i-distance @.W e suppose

thatfP�;� 2 �gisa fam ilyofprobabilitym easureson a m easurablespace(X ;A )

and that(vn)n2N isa sequenceofpositivenum bers.Ifthereexistf�0;:::;�M g�

�,with M � 2,such that

� @(�j;�k)� 2vn 80� j< k � M

� P�j � P�0 81 � j� M ;

� 1

M

P M

j= 1
K (P n

�j
jP n

�0
)� �logM for som e � 2 (0;1=8),

then

inf
~�n

sup
�2�

E
n
� [(v

� 1
n @(~�n;�))

2]�

p
M

1+
p
M

�

1� 2� � 2

r
�

logM

�

;

where the in�m um istaken am ong allestim atorsbased on a sam ple ofsize n.
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Letusde�nem := bc0n
1=(2s+ 1)c,thelargestintegersm allerthan c0n

1=(2s+ 1),

wherec0 > 0.Let’ :R ! [0;+ 1 )bea function in H Q (s;1=2;R)with support

in [� 1=2;1=2].W e take hn := m � 1 and zk := (k � 1=2)=m fork 2 f1;:::;m g.

For! 2 
 := f0;1gm ,we considerthe functions

f(� ;!):=

mX

k= 1

!k’k(� ) where ’k(� ):= Lh
s
n’

�
� � zk

hn

�

:

W e have

kf(� ;!)� f(� ;!0)kL 2(PZ ) =

� mX

k= 1

(!k � !k0)
2

Z

’k(z)
2PZ (dz)

�1=2

� �
1=2

0 �(!;!0)L2
h
2s+ 1
n

Z

S�

’(u)2du;

where S� := SuppPZ � [z[az;bz](the union isoverthe z such that�(z)= 0,

seeAssum ption (D)),where�0 := m inz2S�
�(z)> 0 and where

�(!;!0):=

mX

k= 1

1!k 6= !
0

k

istheHam m ingdistanceon
.UsingaresultofVarsham ov-G ilbert(see Tsybakov

(2003a))wecan �nd a subsetf!(0);:::;!(M )g of
 such that! (0) = (0;:::;0),

�(!(j);!(k))� m =8 forany 0 � j< k � M and M � 2m =8.Hence,wehave

kf(� ;!(j))� f(� ;!(k))kL 2(PZ ) � D n� s=(2s+ 1);

whereD = �
1=2

0

R

S�
’(u)2du=(8c2s0 )� 2 forc0 sm allenough.M oreover,

1

M

MX

k= 1

K (P n

f(� ;!(0))
jP n

f(� ;!(k))
)�

n

2M �20

MX

k= 1

kf(� ;!(0))� f(� ;!(k))k2L 2(PZ )

�
n

2�20
L
2
h
2s+ 1
n k’k22m � �logM ;

where � := (L 2k’k22)=(�
2c

2s+ 1
0 log2)2 (0;1=8)for c0 sm allenough.The con-

clusion followsfrom Theorem 5. �

P roof of T heorem 3

W e recallthat r = bsc is the largest integer sm aller than s,and that �(M )

standsforthe sm allesteigenvalueofa m atrix M .
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Proofof(3.2)

First,we prove a bias-variance decom position ofthe LPE ata �xed pointz 2

SuppPZ .Thiskind ofresultiscom m onplace,see forinstance Fan and G ijbels

(1995,1996).W e introduce the following weighted pseudo-inner product,for

�xed z 2 R and h > 0:

hf;gih :=
1

m �PZ [I(z;h)]

mX

i= 1

f(Zi)g(Zi)1Z i2I(z;h);

wherewe recallthatI(z;h)= [z� h;z+ h],and that�PZ isgiven by (2.5).W e

considerthe associated pseudo-norm kgk2h := hg;gih.W e introduce the power

functions’a(� ):= ((� � z)=h)a fora 2 f0;:::;rg,which satisfy k’akh � 1.

Notethattheentriesofthem atrix �Zm = �Zm (z;h)(see(2.4))satisfy(�Zm (z;h))a;b :=

h’a;’bih for(a;b)2 f0;:::;rg2.Hence,(2.3)isequivalentto�nd �P 2 Polr such

that

h�P ;’aih = hY;’aih (5.6)

foranya 2 f0;:::;rg,wherehY;’ih := (m �PZ [I(z;h)])
� 1

P m

i= 1
Yi’(Zi)1Z i2I(z;h).

In other words, �P is the projection ofY onto Polr with respect to the inner

producth� ;� ih.Fore1 := (1;0;:::;0)2 R
r+ 1,wehave

�f(z)� f(z)= e>1
�Z� 1
m
�Zm (�� � �)

whenever�(�Zm )> 0,where�� isthecoe�cientvectorof �P and � isthecoe�cient

vectorofthe Taylorpolynom ialP off atz with degreer.In view of(5.6):

(�Zm (�� � �))a = h�P � P;’aih = hY � P;’aih;

thus �Zm (�� � �))= B + V where(B )a := hf � P;’aih and (V )a := h�(� )�;’aih.

The bias term satis�es je>1
�Z� 1
m B j� (r+ 1)1=2k�Z� 1

m kkB k1 where for any a 2

f0;:::;rg

j(B )aj� kf � P kh � Lh
s
=r!:

Let �Z�
m be the m atrix with entries (�Z�

m )a;b := h�(� )’a;�(� )’bih.Since V is,

conditionally on Z m
1 = (Z1;:::;Zm ),centered G aussian with covariancem atrix

(m �PZ [I(z;h)])
� 1�Z�

m ,wehavethate
>
1
�Z� 1
m V iscentered G aussian with variance

sm allerthan

(m �PZ [I(z;h)])
� 1
e
>
1
�Z� 1
m
�Z�
m
�Z� 1
m e1 � �

2
1(m

�PZ [I(z;h)])
� 1
�(�Zm )

� 1

whereweused �(� )� �1.Hence,ifCr := (r+ 1)1=2=r!,we obtain

E m [(�f(z)� f(z))2jZ m
1 ]� �(�Zm (z;h))

� 2
�
CrLh

s + �1(m �PZ [I(z;h)])
� 1=2

�2

forany z,and the bandwidth choice(2.6)entails(3.2).
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P roof of (3.3)

Letus considerthe sequence ofpositive curveshm (� ) de�ned as the point-by-

pointsolution to

Lhm (z)
s =

�1

(m PZ [I(z;hm (z))])
1=2

(5.7)

forallz 2 SuppPZ ,wherewerecallI(z;h)= [z� h;z+ h],and letusde�ne

rm (z):= Lhm (z)
s:

Thesequencehm (� )isthedeterm inisticequivalenttothebandwidth Hm (� )given

by(2.6).Indeed,with alargeprobability,H m (� )and hm (� )areclosetoeach other

in view ofLem m a 1 below.Under Assum ption (D) we have PZ [I]� jIj�+ 1,

which entailstogetherwith (5.7)that

hm (z)� D1m
� 1=(1+ 2s+ �) (5.8)

uniform ly for z 2 SuppPZ ,where D 1 = (�1=L)
2=(1+ 2s+ �)(2�+ 1)� 1=(1+ 2s+ �).

M oreover,since PZ has a continuous density � with respect to the Lebesgue

m easure,we have

hm (z)� D2m
� 1=(1+ 2s) (5.9)

uniform lyforz 2 SuppPZ ,whereD 2 = (�1=L)
2=(1+ 2s)(2�1 )� 1=(2s+ 1).W erecall

thatP m
Z standsforthe jointlaw of(Z1;:::;Zm ).

Lem m a 1. IfZ satis�esAssum ption (D),we have for any � 2 (0;1=2)

P m
Z

h

sup
z2Supp(PZ )

�
�
�
H m (z)

hm (z)
� 1

�
�
�> �

i

� exp(� D �2m �)

for m large enough,where � := 2s=(1+ 2s+ �)and D isa constantdepending

on �1 and L.

The next lem m a provides an uniform controlon the sm allest eigenvalue of
�Zm (z):= �Zm (z;H m (z))underAssum ption (D).

Lem m a 2. IfZ satis�es Assum ption (D),there exists�0 > 0 depending on �

and s only such that

P m
Z

�
inf

z2Supp PZ

�(�Zm (z))� �0
�
� exp(� D m�);

for m large enough,where � = 2s=(1+ 2s+ �),and D isa constantdepending

on ;�;s;L;�1.

The proofsLem m as1 and 2 aregiven in Section 6.W e considerthe event


m (�):=
�

inf
z2Supp PZ

�(�Zm (z))> �0
	
\
�

sup
z2Supp PZ

jH m (z)=hm (z)� 1j� �
	
;
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where� 2 (0;1=2).W e haveforany f 2 H Q (s;L)

E m [k�Q (�f)� fk2L 2(PZ )
1
 m (�)]� �

� 2
0 (1+ �)2s

�21

m

Z
PZ (dz)

Rz+ hm (z)

z� hm (z)
PZ (dt)

;

where we used togetherthe de�nition of
 m (�),(3.2)and (5.7).Letusdenote

I := SuppPZ and letIz� betheintervalsfrom Assum ption (D).Using together

the factthatm inz2I� [ z�Iz� �(z)> 0 and (5.9),weobtain

�21

m

Z

I� [ z�Iz�

PZ (dz)
Rz+ hm (z)

z� hm (z)
PZ (dt)

� C m� 2s=(2s+ 1):

Using the m onoticity constraintsfrom Assum ption (D),weobtain

�21

m

Z

Iz�

P (dz)
Rz+ hm (z)

z� hm (z)
PZ (dt)

�
�21

m

�Z z�

z� � az�

�(z)dz
Rz
z� hm (z)

�(t)dt
+

Z z� + bz�

z�

�(z)dz
Rz+ hm (z)

z
�(t)dt

�

�
�21

m

Z

Iz�

hm (z)
� 1dz � C m� 2s=(2s+ 1);

henceE m [k�Q (�f)� fk2
L 2(PZ )

1
 m (�)]� C m� 2s=(2s+ 1) uniform lyforf 2 H Q (s;L).

Using together Lem m as 1 and 2,we obtain E m [k�Q (�f)� fk2
L 2(PZ )

1
 m (�){]=

o(n� 2s=(2s+ 1)),and (3.3)follows. �

P roof of T heorem 4

In m odel(1.1),when the noise � iscentered and such thatE (�2)= 1,the risk

ofa function �g :Rd ! R isgiven by

A(�g):= E [(Y � �g(X ))2]= E [�(X )2]+ k�g� gk2L 2(PX );

whereg isthe regression function.Therefore,the excessrisk satis�es

A(�g)� A = k�g� gk2L 2(PX );

whereA := A(g)= E [�(X )2].Letusintroducen := jD jthesizeofthelearning

sam ple,and M := j�jthe sizeofthe dictionary offunctionsf�g(�);� 2 �g.The

leastsquaresof�g overthe learning sam pleisgiven by

A n(�g):=
1

n

nX

i= 1

(Yi� �g(Xi))
2:

W e begin with a linearization oftheserisks.W e considerthe convex set

C :=

n

(��)�2� such that�� � 0 and
X

�2�

�� = 1

o

;
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and de�ne the linearized riskson C as

~A(�):=
X

�2�

��A(�g
(�)); ~A n(�):=

X

�2�

��A n(�g
(�));

which arelinearversionsofthe risk A and itsem piricalversion A n.The expo-

nentialweightsw = (w�)�2� := (w(�g(�)))�2� are actually the unique solution

ofthe m inim ization problem

m in

�
~A n(�)+

1

Tn

X

�2�

�� log��
�
�(��)2 C

�

; (5.10)

whereT > 0 isthe tem peratureparam eterin the weights(2.10),and wherewe

usetheconvention0log0 = 0.Let�̂ 2 �besuchthatA n(�g
(̂�))= m in�2� A n(�g

(�)).

Since
P

�2�
w� log

�
w �

1=M

�
= K (wju)� 0 where K (wju)denotesthe K ullback-

Leiblerdivergencebetweentheweightsw andtheuniform weightsu := (1=M )�2� ,

wehavetogetherwith (5.10):

~A n(w)� ~A n(w)+
1

Tn
K (wju)

= ~A n(w)+
1

Tn

X

�2�

w� logw� +
logM

Tn

� ~A n(ê�)+
logM

Tn
;

where e� 2 C isthe vectorwith 1 forthe �-th coordinate and 0 elsewhere.Let

a > 0 and A n := A n(g).Forany � 2 �,wehave

~A(w)� A = (1+ a)(~A n(w)� An)+ ~A(w)� A � (1+ a)(~A n(w)� An)

� (1+ a)(~A n(e�)� An)+ (1+ a)
logM

Tn

+ ~A(w)� A � (1+ a)(~A n(w)� An):

Letusdenote by E K the expectation with respectto PK ,the jointlaw ofthe

learningsam pleforanoise� which isbounded alm ostsurely by K > 0.W ehave

E K

�
~A(w)� A

�
� (1+ a)m in

�2�
(~A n(e�)� An)+ (1+ a)

logM

Tn

+ E K

�
~A(w)� A � (1+ a)(~A n(w)� An)

�
:

Using the linearity of ~A on C,weobtain

~A(w)� A � (1+ a)(~A n(w)� An)� m ax
g2G�

�
A(g)� A � (1+ a)(An(g)� An)

�
;
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whereG� := f�g(�) ;� 2 �g.Then,using Bernstein inequality,we obtain forall

� > 0

PK
�
~A(w)� A � (1+ a)(~A n(w)� An)� �

�

�
X

g2G�

PK

h

A(g)� A � (An(g)� An)�
� + a(A(g)� A)

1+ a

i

�
X

g2G�

exp

�

�
n(� + a(A(g)� A))2(1+ a)� 1

8Q 2(1+ a)(A(g)� A)+ 2(6Q2 + 2�K )(� + a(A(g)� A))=3

�

:

M oreover,wehaveforany � > 0 and g 2 G� ,

(� + a(A(g)� A))2(1+ a)� 1

8Q 2(A(g)� A)+ 2(6Q2(1+ a)+ 2�K )(� + a(A(g)� A))=3
� C (a;K )�;

whereC (a;K ):=
�
8Q 2(1+ a)2=a+ 4(6Q 2 + 2�K )(1+ a)=3

�� 1
,thus

E K

�
~A(w)� A � (1+ a)(~A n(w)� An)

�
� 2u + M

exp(� nC (a;K )u)

nC (a;K )
:

Ifwedenoteby A theuniquesolution of = A exp(� ),whereA > 0,wehave

(logA)=2 � A � logA.Thus,ifwetakeu = M =(nC (a;K )),we obtain

E K

�
~A(w)� A � (1+ a)(~A n(w)� An)

�
�

3logM

C (a;K )n
:

By convexity ofthe risk,we have

~A(w)� A � A (̂g)� A;

thus

E K

�
kĝ� gk2L 2(PX )

�
� (1+ a)m in

�2�
k�g(�)� gk2L (PX )+ C1

logM

n
;

where C1 := (1+ a)(T � 1 + 3C (a;K )� 1).It rem ains to prove the resultwhen

the noise isG aussian.Letus denote �n1 := m ax1� i� n j�ij.For any K > 0,we

have

E
�
kĝ� gk2L 2(PX )

�
= E

�
kĝ� gk2L 2(PX )1�n1 � K

�
+ E

�
kĝ� gk2L 2(PX )1�n1 > K

�

� EK
�
kĝ� gk2L 2(PX )

�
+ 2Q 2P [�n1 > K ]:

ForK = K n := 2(2logn)1=2,we obtain using standard resultsaboutthe m ax-

im um ofG aussian vectorsthatP [�n1 > K n]� P [�n1 � E [�n1 ]> (2logn)1=2]�

1=n,which concludesthe proofofthe Theorem . �
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6. P roofofthe lem m as

P roof of Lem m a 1

Using together(2.6)and (5.7),ifI�m (z):= [z� (1+ �)hm (z);z+ (1+ �)hm (z)]

and Im (z):= I0m (z),we obtain forany � 2 (0;1=2):

fH m (z)� (1+ �)hm (z)g =
�
(1+ �)2s �PZ [I

�
m (z)]� PZ [Im (z)]

	

�
�
(1+ �)2s �PZ [Im (z)]� PZ [Im (z)]

	
;

whereweused thefactthat� 7! PZ [I
�
m (z)]isnondecreasing.Sim ilarly,wehave

on the otherside

fH m (z)> (1� �)hm (z)g �
�
(1� �)2s �PZ [Im (z)]� PZ [Im (z)]

	
:

Thus,ifweconsiderthe setofintervals

Im :=
[

z2Supp PZ

�
Im (z)

	
;

weobtain

n

sup
z2Supp PZ

�
�
�
H m (z)

hm (z)
� 1

�
�
�� �

o

�

n

sup
I2Im

�
�
�
�PZ [I]

PZ [I]
� 1

�
�
�� �=2

o

:

Using together(5.7)and (5.8),weobtain

PZ [Im (z)]= �21=(m L
2hm (z)

2s)� D m� (�+ 1)=(1+ 2s+ �) = :�m : (6.1)

Hence,if�0:= �(1+ �=2)=(� + 2),wehave

n

sup
I2Im

�
�
�
�PZ [I]

PZ [I]
� 1

�
�
�� �=2

o

�

n

sup
I2Im

�PZ [I]� PZ [I]
p

�PZ [I]
� �0�1=2m

o

[

n

sup
I2Im

PZ [I]� �PZ [I]
p
PZ [I]

� ��1=2m =2

o

:

Then,Theorem 6 (seeAppendix)and thefactthattheshattercoe�cientsatis-

�esS(Im ;m )� m (m + 1)=2 entailsthe Lem m a. �

P roof of Lem m a 2

Let us denote �Zm (z) := �Zm (z;H m (z)) where �Zm (z;h) is given by (2.4) and

whereH m (z)isgiven by (2.6).Letusde�nethem atrix ~Zm (z):= ~Zm (z;hm (z))

where

(~Zm (z;h))a;b :=
1

m PZ [I(z;h)]

mX

i= 1

�
Zi� z

h

�a+ b
1Z i2I(z;h):
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Step 1.Letusde�ne for� 2 (0;1)the event


1(�):=

n

sup
z2Supp PZ

�
�
�
H m (z)

hm (z)
� 1

�
�
�� �

o

\

n

sup
z2Supp PZ

�
�
�
�PZ [I(z;H m (z))]

PZ [I(z;hm (z))]
� 1

�
�
�� �

o

:

Foram atrixA,wedenotekAk1 := m axa;bj(A)a;bj.W ecan provethaton 
1(�),

wehave

k�Zm (z)� ~Zm (z)k1 � �:

M oreover,using Lem m a 1,we have P m
Z [
1(�)

{]� C exp(� D �2m �).Hence,on


1(�),wehaveforany v 2 R
d,kvk2 = 1

v> �Zm (z)v � v> ~Zm (z)v� �

uniform ly forz 2 SuppPZ .

Step 2.W e de�ne the determ inistic m atrix Z(z):= Z(z;hm (z))where

(Z(z;h))a;b :=
1

PZ [I(z;h)]

Z

I(z;h)

�
t� z

h

�a+ b
PZ (dt);

and

�0 := lim infm inf
zSupp PZ

�
�
Z(z;hm (z))

�
:

W e prove that �0 > 0.Two cases can occur:either �(z) = 0 or �(z) > 0.

W e show that in both cases,the lim inf is positive.If�(z) > 0,the entries

(Z(z;hm (z)))a;b havelim it(1+ (� 1)a+ b)=(2(a+ b+ 1)),which de�nesa positive

de�nitem atrix.If�(z)= 0,weknow thatthedensity �(� )ofPZ behavesasthe

powerfunction j� � zj�(z)around zfor�(z)2 (0;�).In thiscase,(Z(z;hm (z)))a;b
haslim it(1+ (� 1)a+ b)(�(z)+ 1)=[2(1+ a+ b+ �(z))],which de�nesalsoade�nite

positivem atrix.

Step 3.W e provethat

P m
Z [ sup

z2Supp PZ

k~Zm (z)� Z(z)k1 > �]� exp(� D �2m �):

W e consider the sets ofnonnegative functions (we recallthat I(z;h) = [z �

h;z+ h])

F (even) :=
[

z2Supp PZ

a even and 0� a� 2r

n�
� � z

hm (z)

�a
1I(z;hm (z))(� )

o

;

F
(odd)

+ :=
[

z2Supp PZ

a odd and 0� a� 2r

n�
� � z

hm (z)

�a
1[z;z+ hm (z)](� )

o

;

F
(odd)

� :=
[

z2Supp PZ

a odd and 0� a� 2r

n�
z� �

hm (z)

�a
1[z� hm (z);z](� )

o

:
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W riting I(z;hm (z))= [z� hm (z);z)[ [z;z+ hm (z)]when a+ bisodd,and since

PZ [I(z;hm (z))]� E f(Z1)

forany f 2 F := F (even)[ F
(odd)

+ [ F
(odd)

� ,weobtain

k~Zm (z)� Z(z)k1 � sup
f2F

j1
m

P m

i= 1
f(Zi)� E f(Z1)j

E f(Z1)
:

Hence,sincex 7! x=(x+ �)isincreasingforany� > 0,and since� := E f(Z 1)�

D m � (�+ 1)=(1+ 2s+ �) = :�m (see(6.1)),weobtain

�
sup

z2Supp PZ

k~Zm (z)� Z(z)k1 > �
	

�

n

sup
f2F

j1
m

P m

i= 1
f(Zi)� E f(Z1)j

�m + 1

m

P m

i= 1
f(Zi)+ E f(Z1)

> �=2

o

:

Then,using Theorem 7 (note thatany f 2 F isnon-negative),weobtain

P m
Z [ sup

z2Supp PZ

k~Zm (z)� Z(z)k1 > �]

� 4E [N1(�m �=8;F;Z
m
1 )]exp

�
� D �2m 2s=(1+ 2s+ �)

�
:

Togetherwith the inequality

E [N 1(�m �=8;F;Z
m
1 )]� D (�m �)

� 1
m

1=(2s+ 1)+ (�� 1)=(2s+ �)
; (6.2)

(seethe proofbelow),thisentailsthe Lem m a. �

P roof of (6.2)

It su�ces to prove the inequality for F (even) and a �xed a 2 f0;:::;2rg,

since the proofis the sam e for F
(odd)

+ and F
(odd)

� .W e denote fz(� ) := ((� �

z)=hm (z))
a1I(z;hm (z))(� ).W e provethe following statem ent:

N (�;F;k� k1 )� D �
� 1
m

1=(2s+ 1)+ (�� 1)=(2s+ �)
;

which isstrongerthan (6.2),wherek� k1 istheuniform norm overthesupport

ofPZ .Letz;z1;z2 2 SuppPZ .W e have

jfz1(z)� fz2(z)j� m ax(a;1)

�
�
�
z� z1

h1
�
z� z2

h2

�
�
�1I1[I2;

wherehj := hm (zj)and Ij := [zj � hj;zj + hj]forj= 1;2.Hence,

jfz1(z)� fz2(z)j�
jh1 � h2j+ jz1 � z2j

m in(h1;h2)
:
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Using (5.7)together with a di�erentiation ofz 7! hm (z)
2sPZ [I(z;hm (z))],we

obtain that

jhm (z1)� hm (z2)j

� sup
z1� z� z2

�
�
�

hm (z)
2s+ 1(�(z� hm (z))� �(z+ hm (z)))

(2s�21)=(m L)+ hm (z)
2s+ 1(�(z� hm (z))+ �(z+ hm (z)))

�
�
�jz1 � z2j;

for any z1 < z2 in Supp�.This entails together with Assum ption (D),(5.8)

and (5.9):

jhm (z1)� hm (z2)j�
�1

2s(L)(2s+ 1)=(2s+ �+ 1)

�
m

�21

� �

2s+ � + 1

jz1 � z2j;

forany z1 < z2 in Supp�.Hence,

jfz1(z)� fz2(z)j� D m
1

2s+ 1
+

� �1

2s+ � jz1 � z2j;

which concludesthe proofof(6.2). �

A ppendix A : Som e tools from em piricalprocess theory

LetA be a setofBorelean subsetsofR.Ifxn1 := (x1;:::;xn)2 R
n,wede�ne

N (A ;xn1):=
�
�
�
fx1;:::;xng\ AjA 2 A

	�
�

and wede�ne the shatter coe�cient

S(A ;n):= m ax
xn
1
2Rn

N (A ;(x1;:::;xn)): (A.1)

Forinstance,ifA isthe setofallthe intervals[a;b]with � 1 � a < b� + 1 ,

wehaveS(A ;n)= n(n + 1)=2.

LetX 1;:::;X n bei.i.d.random variableswith valuesin R,and letusde�ne

�[A]:= P (X 1 2 A)and ��n[A]:= n� 1
P n

i= 1
1X i2A .Thefollowinginequalitiesfor

relativedeviationsaredueto Vapnik and Chervonenkis(1974),seeforinstance

in Vapnik (1998).

T heorem 6 (Vapnik and Chervonenkis(1974)). W e have

P

h

sup
A 2A

�(A)� ��n(A)
p
�(A)

> �

i

� 4S(A ;2n)exp(� n�2=4)

and

P

h

sup
A 2A

��n(A)� �(A)
p
��n(A)

> �

i

� 4S(A ;2n)exp(� n�
2
=4)

where SA (2n)isthe shattercoe�cientofA de�ned by ( A.1).
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Let (X ;�) be a m easured space and F be a class of functions f : X !

[� K ;K ].Let us �x p � 1 and zn1 2 X n.De�ne the sem i-distance dp(f;g)

between f and g by

dp(f;g):=

�
1

n

nX

i= 1

jf(zi)� g(zi)j
p
�1=p

and denote by B p(f;�)the dp-ballwith centerf and radius�.The �� covering

num berofF w.r.tdp isde�ned as

N p(�;F ;z
n
1):= m in

�
N j9f1;:::;fN s.t.F � [Mj= 1B

p(fj;�)
�
:

T heorem 7 (Haussler(1992)). IfF consists offunctions f :X ! [0;K ],we

have

P

h

sup
f2F

�
�E [f(X 1)]�

1

n

P n

i= 1
f(X i)

�
�

� + E [f(X 1)]+
1

n

P n

i= 1
f(X i)

� �

i

� 4E [Np(��=8;F ;X
n
1 )]exp

�

�
n��2

16K 2

�

:
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