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ADAPTIVE CONFIDENCE BALLS'

By T. TONY CAI AND MARK G. Low
University of Pennsylvania

Adaptive confidence balls are constructed for individual resolution lev-
els as well as the entire mean vector in a multiresolution framework. Finite
sample lower bounds are given for the minimum expected squared radius for
confidence balls with a prespecified confidence level. The confidence balls
are centered on adaptive estimators based on special local block threshold-
ing rules. The radius is derived from an analysis of the loss of this adaptive
estimator. In addition adaptive honest confidence balls are constructed which
have guaranteed coverage probability over all of RV and expected squared
radius adapting over a maximum range of Besov bodies.

1. Introduction. A central goal in nonparametric function estimation, and
one which has been the focus of much attention in the statistics literature, is the
construction of adaptive estimators. Informally, an adaptive procedure automati-
cally adjusts to the smoothness properties of the underlying function. A common
way to evaluate such a procedure is to compute its maximum risk over a collection
of parameter spaces and to compare these values to the minimax risk over each of
them.

It should be stressed that such adaptive estimators do not provide a data-
dependent estimate of the loss, nor do they immediately yield easily constructed
adaptive confidence sets. Such confidence sets should have size which adapts to the
smoothness of the underlying function while maintaining a prespecified coverage
probability over a given function space. Moreover, it is clearly desirable to center
such confidence sets on estimators which possess other strong optimality proper-
ties. In the present paper, a confidence ball is constructed centered on a special
block thresholding rule which has particularly good spatial adaptivity. The radius
is built upon good estimates of loss.

We focus on a sequence of statistical models commonly used in the adaptive
estimation literature, namely, a multivariate normal model with mean vector cor-
responding to wavelet coefficients. More specifically, consider the models

1 .
(1) y],k:9j7k+ﬁz‘],k7 ]:Oal’v']_17k:19"2jv

Received May 2004; revised April 2005.
lSupported in part by NSF Grant DMS-03-06576.
AMS 2000 subject classifications. Primary 62G99; secondary 62F12, 62F35, 62M99.
Key words and phrases. Adaptive confidence balls, Besov body, block thresholding, coverage
probability, expected squared radius, loss estimation.

202


http://www.imstat.org/aos/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/009053606000000146
http://www.imstat.org
http://www.ams.org/msc/

ADAPTIVE CONFIDENCE BALLS 203

where z; k N (0,1) and where it is assumed that N is a function of n,
27 — 1 = N and that the mean vector 6 lies in a parameter space ©. In the present
work, confidence balls are constructed over collections of Besov bodies

J=1y/ /2 1/p\ g\ 1/q
) Bg,q(M)z{0:(2(2“(2@,;“”) )) §M},
k=1

j=0

where s = 8 + % — % > 0 and p > 2. In particular, these spaces contain as spe-

cial cases a number of traditional smoothness classes such as Sobolev and Holder
spaces. Although not needed for the development given in this paper, it may be
helpful to think of the 6 as wavelet coefficients of a regression function f.
A confidence ball for the vector 8 then yields a corresponding confidence ball
for the regression function f. See, for example, [8], where such an approach is
taken. Based on the model (1), we introduce new estimates of the loss of block
thresholding estimators and use these estimates to construct confidence balls.

In the context of confidence balls, adaptation over a general collection of pa-
rameter spaces C = {®; :i € I} where [ is an index set can be made precise as
follows. An adaptive confidence ball guarantees a given coverage probability over
the union of these spaces while simultaneously minimizing the maximum expected
squared radius over each of the parameter spaces. Write 8B, o for the collection
of all confidence balls which have coverage probability of at least 1 — « over ©.
Write 72 (CB, ®) for the maximum expected squared radius of a confidence ball CB
over ® and r§(®) for the minimax expected squared radius over confidence balls
in 8By e. Then ro%(@) is the smallest maximum expected squared radius of con-
fidence balls with guaranteed coverage over ®. Adaptation over the collection C
can then be defined as follows. Let ©; = [J;<; ®;. A confidence ball CB € 8,0,
is called adaptive over C if foralli € I, r2(CB, ©®;) < Ciro%(@,-) where C; are con-
stants not depending on n, and we say that adaptation is possible over C if such a
procedure exists.

In a multivariate normal setup as given in the model (1) with N =n, Li [11]
constructs adaptive confidence balls for the mean vector which have a given cov-
erage over all of R". It was shown that under this constraint the squared radius
of the ball must, with high probability, be bounded from below by cen~ Y4 for all
choices of the unknown mean vector. Moreover a confidence ball was constructed
centered on a shrinkage estimator which attains this lower bound at least for some
subsets of RV,

Hoffmann and Lepski [9] introduce the concept of a random normalizing factor
into the study of nonparametric function estimation and used this idea to construct
asymptotic confidence balls which adapt over a collection of finitely many para-
meter spaces. In particular, their results can be used to yield asymptotic confidence
balls which adapt over a finite number of Sobolev bodies. Baraud [1] is a further
development of both Li [11] and Hoffman and Lepski [9] concentrating on confi-
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dence balls which perform well over a finite family of linear subspaces. An honest
confidence ball over R was constructed such that the radius adapts with high
probability to a given collection of subspaces.

Juditsky and Lambert-Lacroix [10] develop adaptive L, confidence balls for a
function f in a nonparametric regression setup with equally spaced design. The
paper used unbiased estimates of risk to construct minimax rate adaptive proce-
dures over Besov spaces. It focused on the asymptotic performance and detailed
finite sample results were not given. Robins and van der Vaart [12] use sample
splitting to divide the construction of the center and radius of a confidence ball
into independent problems and show how to use estimates of quadratic functionals
to construct adaptive confidence balls.

In the present paper the focus is on finite sample properties of adaptive confi-
dence balls centered on a special local block thresholding estimator known to have
strong adaptivity under mean integrated squared error. The radius is derived from
an analysis of the loss of this adaptive estimator. The evaluation of the performance
of the resulting confidence ball relies on a detailed understanding of the interplay
between these two estimates. Three cases of interest are considered in detail. We
first construct confidence balls for the mean vector at individual resolution levels.
Then adaptive confidence balls are constructed for all N coefficients over Besov
bodies. Finally we consider honest confidence balls over all of R and expected
squared radius adapting over a maximum range of Besov bodies.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is focused on constructing confi-
dence balls for the mean vector associated with a single resolution level j in the
Gaussian model (1). These confidence balls can be used in a multiresolution study.
Finite sample lower bounds are given for the expected squared radius of confidence
balls which have a prescribed minimum coverage level over a given Besov body.
Bounds are given for the maximum expected squared radius as well as when the
mean vector is equal to zero. Confidence balls which have an expected squared ra-
dius within a constant factor of both these lower bounds are constructed. We show
that the problem is degenerate over a certain range of Besov bodies beyond which
full adaptation is possible. Adaptive confidence balls are constructed centered on
a block thresholding estimator. The results and ideas given in this section are used
as building blocks in the analysis and construction of adaptive confidence balls for
all N coefficients in Sections 3 and 4.

The focus of Section 3 is on the construction and analysis of confidence balls
with a specified minimal coverage probability over a given Besov body B 5# (M).
It is shown that the possible range of adaptation depends on the relationship
between the dimension N and the noise level. Adaptive confidence balls are
constructed over a maximal range of Besov bodies. These results are markedly
different from the bounds derived for adaptive estimation or adaptive confidence
intervals.
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In Section 4 confidence balls are constructed which have guaranteed coverage
probability over all of RV . This procedure has a number of strong optimality prop-
erties. It adapts over a maximal range of Besov bodies over which honest confi-
dence balls can adapt. Moreover, given that the confidence ball has a prespecified
coverage probability over R¥, it has maximum expected squared radius within a
constant factor of the smallest maximum expected squared radius for all Besov
bodies B) ,(M) with B> 0and M > 1.

Proofs are given in Section 5.

2. Adaptive confidence balls for a single resolution level. As mentioned in
the Introduction, the mean 6; ; in the model (1) can be thought of as the kth co-
efficient at level j in a wavelet expansion of a function f. The different levels j
allow for a multiresolution analysis where the coefficients with small values of j
correspond to coarse features and where the coefficients with large values of j cor-
respond to fine features. In this section we first fix a level j and focus not only on
estimating the sequence of means at that level but also on constructing honest con-
fidence balls for this set of coefficients.

Confidence balls are constructed which maintain coverage no matter the values
of 6; ; and have an expected radius adapting to these coefficients over a range of
Besov bodies. The analysis given in this section also provides insight (as is shown
in Sections 3 and 4) into the problem of estimating all the wavelet coefficients
across different levels.

In the following analysis, for a given level j, write 6; for the sequence of mean
values at this given resolution level. Thatis, 6; = {6« :k=1,...,2/}. The analy-
sis can then naturally be divided into two parts. We start with lower bounds for the
expected squared radius of confidence balls which have a given coverage probabil-
ity over a given Besov body. Two lower bounds are given. One is for the expected
squared radius when all the coefficients are zero. The other is for the maximum
expected squared radius. Set z, = ®~!(1 — &), where ® is the cumulative distrib-
ution function of a standard Normal random variable.

THEOREM 1. Fix O <o < % and let CB(8,ry) =1{0;:110; — 8|2 <rq} be a
confidence ball for 0; with random radius r, which has a guaranteed coverage

probability over Bg,q (M) of at least 1 — «. Then for any 0 < ¢ < %(% — o)
2
& . _2Bi P
3) sup  Eg(r2) > Tp— min(M*272P7 22, 2707 ).
6eBh (M)
Moreover, for any 0 < & < % —a,

@) Eo(r)) > (1 —2a —2¢)min(M*272P log"/2(1 + £%)2//2n71),

where Eg denotes expectation under 6 = 0.
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It is useful to note that the maximum value of ), 912.’ ¢ at a given level j

over the Besov body Bqu(M) is M2272P/ Hence, from (4), if M?27%h/ <
log!/?(1 4+ £%)2//2n=! the lower bound for the expected squared radius when
the mean vector is equal to zero is a constant multiple of M22-2A7 Tt follows
that if a given coverage probability is guaranteed over Bg,q(M ) then the max-
imum expected squared radius over any other Besov body must also be of this
same order. It should be stressed that this is really a degenerate case since the
trivial ball centered at zero with squared radius equal to M2272A/ is within a
constant factor of the lower bounds given in (3) and (4) and has coverage prob-
ability equal to one. Thus we shall focus only on the construction of confidence
balls which have a given coverage probability at least over Besov bodies where
M?*272Pi > 1og!2(1 + 2)2//2n =1 In particular, we only need to consider resolu-
tion levels j = j, satisfying 2/ < n? since resolution levels with 2/ > n? satisfy
M?272h) < logl/ 2(1 + 82)2j 2p=1 at least for large n. Moreover, since little is to
be gained for levels where 2/ < logn, by using confidence balls with random ra-
dius in such cases we shall just use the usual 100(1 — )% confidence ball centered
on the observations y; . Thus in the following construction attention is focused
on cases where logn < 2/ <n?.

As mentioned in the Introduction, the center of the ball is constructed by local

thresholding. Set L = logn and let Bl-] ={(j,k):(—DL+1<k<ilL},1<i<
2/ /L, denote the set of indices of the coefficients in the ith block at level j. For a
given block Bi] , set

2 _ 2 2 _ 2 2 _ 2
&) = 2 Yie  &i= 2 O and )= ) T
(j.k)eB] (j.k)eB] (j.k)eB]

Let A, = 6.9368 be the root of the equation A —log A = 5. This threshold is similar
to the one used in [4, 5]. Then the center 6 = (6; ;) is defined by

© Ojk=yjk-1(S7; = reLn™h).

It follows from [5] that this local block thresholding rule has strong adaptivity
under both global and local risk measures. We now show how the loss ||é i —0; ||%
of this estimator can be estimated and used in the construction of the radius of the
confidence ball. Note that 6; ; equals either O or y; ; and hence the loss can be
broken into two terms,

D6k — 0507 = &5 (S7; <hLn™h)
k .
@) | ~-1,2 2 —1
i

The first term can be handled by using an estimate of a quadratic functional. The
other term can be analyzed using the fact that ijl- has a central chi-squared distri-
bution.
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Let (x)+ denote max (0, x) and set

2 .
rozl = |:210g1/2(&> + 4ki/2za/2]2]/2n_l

®) + (Z(S]%i — L YI(S2, < )»*Ln_l)>

+
+ QA + 84/ = )Ln~' Card{i : S7; > A Ln~'}.

The confidence ball is then defined as
) CB.(0;.1a) ={0;:10; — 012 < ra}

where, when 2/ > logn, the center 0 ; is given as in (6) and the radius given in (8)
and where 0 i = yjk and ry is the radius of the usual 100(1 — )% confidence ball
when 2/ < logn.

THEOREM 2. Let the confidence ball_ CB, (é , o) be given as in (9) and sup-
pose that the resolution level j satisfies 27 < n?. Then

10) inf P(6; € CB..(0, re))>1—a— 2(logn)~ !,
RN
and for a constant Cg depending only on B,

2 .
sup  E(ry) < [21%’1/2(—) + 4Ai/zza/2 4 4]21/2n—1
(11) 6B , (M) o

+ Cpmin(2/n~", M?27%P)),

Note that the confidence ball constructed above attains the minimax lower
bound given in (3) simultaneously over all Besov bodies Bg,q (M) with M?272h >
log!/?(1 + €%)2//2n =1, This is true even though the confidence ball has a given
level of coverage for all 6 in RV .

3. Adaptive confidence balls over Besov bodies. The confidence balls con-
structed in Section 2 focused on a given resolution level. In this section this
construction is extended to the more complicated case of estimating all N coeffi-
cients of 6. Specifically, we consider adaptation over a collection of Besov bodies
Bg,q(M ) with p > 2. It should be stressed that the theory developed in this sec-
tion for adaptive confidence balls is quite different from that of adaptive estimation
theory where adaptation under global losses is possible over all Besov bodies. In
particular, adaptation for confidence balls is only possible over a much smaller
range of Besov bodies.
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In Section 3.1 a lower bound is given on both the maximum and the minimum
expected squared radius for any confidence ball with a particular coverage prob-
ability over a Besov body. As in Section 2, these lower bounds provide a funda-
mental limit to the range of Besov bodies where adaptation is possible. Adaptive
confidence balls are described in Section 3.2. They build on the construction given
in Section 2. The center uses the special local block thresholding rule used in Sec-
tion 2 up to a particular level and then estimates the remaining coordinates by
zero. The radius is chosen based on an estimate of the loss of this block thresh-
olding estimate. The analysis of the resulting confidence ball relies on a detailed
understanding of the interplay between these two estimates.

3.1. Lower bounds. Theorem 1 provides lower bounds for the expected
squared radius of a confidence ball for the mean vector at a given resolution level
with a given coverage over B pﬁ,q (M). In this section lower bounds are given for the
expected squared radius for the whole mean vector for any confidence ball which
has a given coverage probability over Bpﬁ,q (M). There are two lower bounds, one
for the maximum expected squared radius and one for the minimum expected
squared radius. We shall show that these two lower bounds determine the range
over which adaptation is possible.

THEOREM 3. FixO<a < % andlet CB(S,ry) ={0:|0 =682 <ry} beal—«
level confidence ball for 6 € Bg,q(M) with random radius ry,. Then

sup Eg(raz)
12) 0Bl (M)
2
€ 2 . —1 _—2q/(142B) 7 2/(1428) .. —28/(1+2,
2 g g taae min(Nn T g M D TR0,

Forany0<8<%—oz,sety=log(1+82).F0rO<M/<Mset

by = min(2~ 1/ QU= B/A+4E) (g _ )1/ (1+45),=26/(1+45),

(13) A N14p=1/2),

3V
Then for all 0 € Bﬁ,q(M/),

(14) Py(ry > b)) >1—2a —2¢

and consequently

(15) inf  Eg(r2) > (1 — 2 — 2¢)b>.
6eBb ,(M")

In fact, as is shown in the next section, both bounds are rate sharp in the sense
that there are confidence balls with a given coverage probability over B,’iq(M )
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which have expected squared radius within a constant factor of the lower bounds
given in (12) and (15). There are two cases of interest, namely, when N > n? and
N < n?. First suppose that N > n? and fix a Besov body Bg,q (M) over which it is
assumed that the confidence ball has a given coverage probability. Then by (15) the
minimum expected squared radius is at least of order n~*f/(1+48) _Since from (12)
the minimax expected squared radius for confidence balls over B; q(M) is of or-

der n=2%/(+29) the confidence ball CB(8, r) must have expected squared radius
larger than the minimax expected squared radius over any Besov body B;,? q,(M )
whenever 7 > 28 and p’ > 2. Hence in this case it is impossible to adapt over any
Besov body with smoothness index t > 2. Consequently in this case there is a
maximum range of Besov bodies over which full adaptation is possible.

Now suppose that N < n? and that N < n” where 0 < p < 2. In this case the
possible range of adaptation depends on the value of p. Let CB(é, r) be a confi-
dence ball with guaranteed coverage probability over Bﬁ,q (M). First suppose that

B> i — }‘. Then as above it is easy to check that the minimum expected squared

radius is at least of order n~*#/(1+48) and that it is impossible to adapt over Besov
bodies with T > 2. On the other hand, suppose that 8 < ﬁ — %. Then by (15), the

/2=1 \hich is the mini-

minimum expected squared radius is at least of order n”
max rate of convergence for the squared radius over a Besov body with g = % — %
Hence in this case it is impossible to adapt over any Besov body with smoothness
index 7 > % - %

In summary, for a confidence ball with a prespecified coverage probability over
a Besov body Bﬁ,q (M) the maximum range of Besov bodies B;’ q (M) over which

full adaptation is possible is given in Table 1.

3.2. Construction of adaptive confidence balls. In this section the focus is on
confidence balls which have a given minimal coverage over a particular Besov
body. Subject to this constraint, confidence balls are constructed which have ex-
pected squared radius adapting across a range of Besov bodies. The resulting balls
are shown to be adaptive over the maximal range of Besov bodies given in Ta-
ble 1 for the first two cases summarized in the table. The third case is covered in
Section 4.

TABLE 1
N,nand 8 Maximum range of adaptation
N=n2all >0 B<t<28
N=npf0r0<p<2,ﬂzﬁ—% B<t<28

1 1 1 1
N:npf0r0<p<2,0<ﬁ§$—z ,35155—7
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The ball is centered on a local thresholding rule and the squared radius is based
on an analysis of the loss of this thresholding rule. More specifically, for the cen-
ter 6, let J; be the largest integer satisfying

(16) 271 < min(N, MY/ 1428, 1/0428)),

For all j > Jp, set éj?k =0and for j < J; — 1 let éj,k be the local thresholding
estimator given in (6). The radius is found by analyzing the loss

J—12J Ji—1 2/ J—1 2J

A Y NG —007= Y Y @007+ Y Y62,
j=0k=1 j=0 k=1 j=J k=1
The first of these terms is handled similarly to that used in (7) and (8). The sec-

ond component in the loss Y- Zk 19 s a quadratic functional. It can be

Jj= 11
estimated well by using an unbiased estimate of ZJZ ! Z 912’ « Where J; is the
largest 1nteger satlsfylng 272 < min(N, M*/ (1+4ﬁ)n2/ (l+4f3)) and then bounding
the tail Z = Jz Z 0]2’ « from above.

More specifically, set the squared radius

12 = o MY/ (H48) =48/ (1+45)

Ji—1
+> (Z(S}. — L DI(S7; <Ay Ln—1)>
=0 +

(18) e _
+ Qh + 802 = DL~ Y N I(ST > AeLnh)
j=0 i
h—1 2/
+ 3 Y 05 —nh,
j=J1 k=1
where

4
ca =201 —27F)"" 4 210g1/2(&)
4
+ {[ZIOgl/z(a) + Zaga - 25212 (1 — 27281/ @HAR)

+ ZO(/4 . 2/3'1'1(1 . 2—2/3)—1/2i|
“ M1/(1+2ﬁ)—2/(1+4f3)n1/(2+4ﬁ)—1/(1+4ﬁ)}_

Note that the last term in ¢, tends to 0 as n — oo or M — o0.
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The following theorem shows that the confidence ball CB* defined by
(19) CB*={6:116 =2 <14}

has adaptive radius and desired coverage probability.

THEOREM 4. Fix 0 <« < % and let the confidence ball CB* be given as
in (19). Then, for any T > B,
inf )P(@ € CB")

0€B}, (M
20) > (1 —a)
— [ 301 — 2728V AR2B) [~ g2/ (1428) =28/ (1426),
Fort <28,

(21) sup  E(r2) < Cp min(M%/(1F20),=20/(+20) | Ny =1)
6eBy, (M)

and for T > 28,

(22) sup  E(r2) < Cpmin(M 1H4P) =48/ A+48) Ny =1y,
0€B, (M)

where C; and Cg are constants depending only on T and B, respectively.

Theorem 4 taken together with Theorem 3 shows that the confidence ball CB*
is adaptive over a maximal range of Besov bodies

(23) C=(Bl ,(M):Te[B.2pl.p=2.9>1)

when either N > n? or N =n”,0 < p<2and B > ﬁ — %. In addition, the results

also show that the confidence ball CB* still has guaranteed coverage over B;, (M)
for T > 28 although the maximum expected radius is necessarily inflated.

4. Adaptive confidence balls with coverage over R". In Section 3 it was as-

sumed that the mean vector belongs to a Besov body Bpﬁ,q (M) and the confidence
ball was constructed to ensure that it had a prespecified coverage probability over
that Besov body. Under this constraint there are two situations where the confi-
dence ball has expected squared radius that adapts over the Besov bodies B;, (M)

with 7 between 8 and 28, namely, when N > n? or when N = n” with 0 < p<2
and 8 > ﬁ — %. In both cases this is the largest range over which adaptation is
possible.

We now turn to a construction of “honest” confidence balls which have guaran-
teed coverage over all of R". For the case when N = n, such “honest” confidence
balls, those with a guaranteed coverage probability over all of RV, was a topic

pioneered in [11]. See also [2] and [3]. Li [11] was the first to show, when N =n,
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that any “honest” confidence ball must have a minimum expected squared radius
of order n~1/2_ In fact, using the lower bounds in Theorem 1 for the level-by-level
case, it is easy to see that for any confidence interval with coverage over all of RV
the random radius must in general satisfy

1 —20 —2¢

(24) Eo(r2) > (log(1 + %))/ . N12p~1.

Once again, for the case when N = n, Li [11] also showed how to construct
“honest” confidence balls with maximum expected squared radius of order n~1/2
over a parameter space where a linear estimator can be constructed with maximum
risk of order n~!/2. Such estimators exist when the parameter space only consists
of sufficiently smooth functions. In particular, for the Besov bodies Bg,q (M) with
p > 2 Donoho and Johnstone [7] showed that the minimax linear risk is of order
n=28/0+28) and the methodology of Li [11] then leads to “honest” confidence
balls with maximum expected squared radius converging at a rate of n~!/? over
Besov bodies B,’iq (M) if 8 > % and p > 2. However this approach is not adaptive
over Besov bodies Bﬁyq(M) with B < %

In this section “honest” confidence balls are constructed over RY which simul-
taneously adapt over a maximal range of Besov bodies. Attention is focused on the
case where N < n? since, from (24), if N > n?, the minimum expected squared
radius of such “honest” confidence balls does not even converge to zero.

The confidence ball is built by applying the single level construction given in
Section 2 level by level. In particular, the center of the confidence ball is obtained
by block thresholding all the observations in blocks of size L = logn. For each

index (j, k) in the block, say, Bij the estimate of 6; ;. is given by
(25) Ojk=yjx 1(S7; > rLn™")

where A, = 6.9368. The center of the confidence ball 6 is then defined by
6 = (0 x). The construction of the radius is once again based on an analysis of

the loss ||é -0 ||% and applies the same technique as that given in Section 2. Set

2
2= o (2) 4w

J—1
20 +2 (Z(SJZ-,,- —Ln~HI(S7, < A*Ln1)>
j=1\i

_l’_
+ 2y + 812 — )Ln~! Card{i : S7; > A Ln~'}.

With § given in (25) and r, given in (26) the confidence ball is then defined by
27) CB.(0,rq) ={0:110 — 0ll2 < ra}.
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THEOREM 5. Let the confidence ball CB, (é, ro) be given as in (27). Then

(28) inf P(6 €CB.(0,ry)) >1—a—2(logn)~!
OeRN

and, if M > 1,

2
00 , Bsup(M) E(ro%) < [210g1/2(&> +4k}k/2za/z —i—4]N1/2n_1
€Bhq

+ C; min(Nn_l , MZ/(1+2t)n—2T/(l+2r))’

where C; > 0 is a constant depending only on t.

It is also interesting to understand Theorem 5 from an asymptotic point of view.
Fix 0 < p <2 and let N = n”. It then follows from Theorem 5 that the confidence

ball constructed above has adaptive squared radius over Besov bodies B[’,’ (M)

with 7 < % — % and has maximum expected squared radius of order n~!/?

Besov bodies with 7 > % — % Note that the range depends on N. In particular,

over

consider the special case of N = n. In this case, note that for t < % and M > 1 it
follows that

(30) sup  E(r2) < Cy min(1, M3/(1+20),=27/(1420))
6By (M)

and hence, although the confidence ball CB,. depends only on n and the confidence
level, it adapts over the collection of all Besov bodies B,’?,q (M) with B < 1,

31 C={BS (M):0<p<tp=2.q9>1.M>1}

This is the maximal range of Besov bodies over which honest confidence balls
can adapt. In addition, it follows from (29) that the confidence ball has maximum
expected squared radius within a constant factor of the smallest maximum ex-
pected squared radius for all Besov bodies Bg,q(M ) with 8 > 0 and M > 1 among
all confidence balls which have a prespecified coverage probability over RV .

S. Proofs. In this section proofs of the main theorems are given except for
Theorem 2. The proof of Theorem 2 is analogous although slightly easier than that
given for Theorem 4.

5.1. Proof of Theorems 1 and 3. Theorems 1 and 3 give lower bounds for the
squared radius of the confidence balls. A unified proof of these two theorems can
be given. We begin with a lemma on the minimax risk over a hypercube.
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ii.d

LEMMA 1. Suppose yi =6; +0zi, zi ~ N(@O,1) and i =1,...,m. Let
a >0, and set Cpy(a) ={0 e R":0; = +a,i = 1,...,m}. Let the loss function
be
A m A
(32) L©#,0)=>_1(6; — 6| > a).

i=1
Then the minimax risk over Cy,(a) satisfies

m
inf sup E(L(A,0))=inf sup Y P(f; —6;i|>a)

0 0eCp(a) b 9eCnla) 2y

o2

where ®(-) is the cumulative distribution function for the standard Normal distri-
bution.

(33)

PROOF. Letm;,i=1,...,m, be independent with 7;(a) = 7;(—a) = % Let
m =[]/L, m; be the product prior on 6 € C,,(a). The posterior distribution of 6
given y can be easily calculated as Py, (0) = [T7L, Po,| y; (8;) where

e2ay,-/02

Py, )y, (60;) = N 1(0; =a)+

74_ eZayi/az . 71 n eZuy,-/Gz . 1(91 = —a).

The Bayes estimator é” under the prior g and loss L(-, -) given in (32) is then the
minimizer of Eg,L(6,60) =", Psy(|6; — ;] > a). A solution is then given by
the simple rule éi” =aif y; >0, éi” = —a if y; < 0. The risk of the Bayes rule 67
equals

m ~
Y Py(10F — 6l > a)
i=1

1 1
(34) =m{5mﬁ<ma=m+5szm@=—m}

a
=o (— — ) m.
log
Since the risk of the Bayes rule 67 is a constant, it equals the minimax risk. [

The proofs of Theorems 1 and 3 are also based on a bound on the L; dis-
tance between a multivariate normal distribution with mean 0 and a mixture of
normal distributions with means supported on the union of vertices of a collection
of hyperrectangles. Let C(a, k) be the set of N-dimensional vectors of which the
first k coordinates are equal to @ or —a and the remaining coordinates are equal
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to 0. Then Card(C (a, k)) = 2F. Let Py be the mixture of Normal distributions with
mean supported over C(a, k),

1

5 2 Poaygns
0eC(a,k)

(35) Py

where @y , n is the Normal distribution N (6, ol ~). Denote by ¢y » n the density
of @y, v and set Py = @0’1/\/571\,.

LEMMA 2. Fix 0 < ¢ < 1 and suppose ka*n® <log(1 + &2). Then
(36) Ly(Po, Pr) <e.
In particular, if A is any event such that Py(A) > o, then
(37 Pr(A) za —e,

where Py, is the mixture of Normal distributions given in (35).

PROOF. The chi-squared distance between the distributions P and Py =

. P2 42 :
Dy JJAN satisfies [ P—’; < k™ <1 4 ¢2 and consequently the L distance be-
tween Py and Py satisfies

P2 1/2
LI(PO»Pk):/|dP0—de|§(/7](—1> <e.
0

Hence, if Py(A) > «, then Pr(A) > Py(A) — L1(Py, Pr) > a — ¢ and the lemma
follows. [

PROOF OF THEOREMS 1 AND 3. We first prove the bound (3). Fix a constant
¢ satisfying 0 < ¢ < %(% — o) and note that z442, > 0. Take m = 2/, 0 =n"1/2
and a = min(za+28n_1/2, M2_f(ﬂ+1/2)) in Lemma 1 and let C,,(a) be defined as
in Lemma 1. Then every N-dimensional vector with the jth level coordinates 6;

in C,,(a) and other coordinates equal to zero is contained in Bg,q(M ). It then
follows from Lemma 1 that

m m
inf sup Y P(I0jx—0jxl=a)=inf sup Y P18k — 0kl =a)
(38) ¥ beBh (M) k=1 0 0;eCnl@) =

> (o 4+ 2e)m.

For any 0, set Xy = Iy I(|9Aj,k — 0kl = a). Then Xg <m. Let y =
Then

l—a—c¢"

(@+2e)m< sup E(Xg)< sup {ymP(Xg<ym)+mP(Xg>ym)}.
oeBb (M) 0eBb (M)
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It follows that sup,, _ s P(Xp = ym) > a + ¢ and consequently
EB[),q (M)

(39) sup  P(|6; — 013> yma*) > sup P(Xg>ym)>a+te.
6eBb (M) 6B (M)

Suppose CB®,ry) = {0;:110; — éj o <rq}isal — a level confidence ball over

Bp.q(M). Then inf, _us .\, P(I6; =613 <r2) = 1 — o and hence

sup  P(gzyma®)= sup  P(yma®<|0; —0;l3<rg)
6eBb (M) 6eBb (M)
>a+et+l—a—1=c¢.
Thus for any ¢ satisfying 0 < ¢ < %(% — ), SUPy et (u1) E(r(%) > gyma?, which
completes the proof of (3). The proof of (12) is quite similar. Let j' be the
largest integer satisfying 2/" < min(N, (1 — 2*q(ﬂ+1/2))2/(Q(1+25))z;i%£(1+2ﬂ) X
M?/(+28),1/(+26)y Equation (12) in Theorem 3 follows from Lemma 1 by tak-
ing m= 2j/, o=n""2anda= za+2£n71/2.
We now turn to the proof of (4) and (15). For (4) apply Lemma 2 with k = 2/ and
a = min(M277B+1/2) 1, 1/49=i/4,=1/4) Tt is easy to check by using the first term
in the minimum that 2/52//7q < M. Hence the sequence which is equal to a or —a
on the jth level and otherwise zero satisfies the Besov constraint (2). Moreover,

using the second term in the minimum, it is clear that ka*n® < y. For (15) the
above remarks hold with j replaced by J and it is clear that the collection C(a, k)

of all such sequences is contained in Bg,q (M). It then follows from Lemma 2 that,
for Py defined by (35), L1(Py, Pr) < ¢ and so

(40) P (0€CB(S,ry))>1—a—e¢.

Now since for all 6 € C(a, k), P(6 € CB(8,ry)) > 1 —«a and hence P({C(a, k) N
CB(S,ry) #J}) = 1 — «, it follows that

(41) Pr({C(a, k) NCB(8,ry) £ D}) > 1 —a.

The Bonferroni inequality applied to equations (40) and (41) then yields
(42) Pr(0€ CB(8,rq) N{C(a,k)NCB(S,ry) #2D}) > 1 — 20 —&.
Once again, since L (Py, Pr) < ¢ it follows that

(43) Py(0 € CB(8,ry) N{C(a, k) N CB(S,ry) # 2}) > 1 — 20 — 2e.

Now note that for all 8 € C(a, k), ||0]l» = ak'/? = 2b,. Hence, if CB(8, ry) con-
tains both 0 and some point 6 € C(a, k), it follows that the radius ry > % 1012 = b,
and consequently

Py(rg > be) > Po(0 € CB(S, 1) N{C(a, k) NCB@G,rq) # D)) > 1 —2a —2e.
O
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5.2. Proof of Theorem 4. The proof of Theorem 4 is involved. We first collect
in the following lemmas some preparatory results on the tails of chi-squared dis-
tributions and Besov bodies. The proofs of these lemmas are straightforward and
is thus omitted here. See [6] for detailed proofs.

LEMMA 3. Let X, be a random variable having a central chi-squared distri-
bution with m degrees of freedom. If d > 0, then

(44) P(Xm > (1 +dym) < %e—(m/2)(d—10g(l+d))
and consequently P(X,, > (1 +d)m) < %e—(1/4)d2m+(1/6)d3m‘ [f0<d <1, then
(45) P(Xpy < (1 —d)ym) < o~ (U/Hd*m

LEMMA 4. Let yi =6 +0zi,i=1,2,...,L, zi "~ N0, 1) and let », =

6.9368 be the constant satisfying A — logA =5.

(i) Fort > 0 let Ay > 1 denote the constant satisfying A —logh =1+ %, If
L1602 < (Vi — /A2)2Lo?, then

L L
(46) P(Zylzi)&*lz02> SP(ZZ?E)\IL> 5%6*21’/(14’21')1‘.
i=1 i=1
(i) If 5,07 > 4. La?, then
L L
47) P(Zy?fk*Loz> < P(Zz?z/\*L) <le7?h.
i=1 i=1
LEMMA 5. (i) Forany 6 € B;’q(M) andany 0 <m < J — 1,
J—1 2/

(48) Yo er = -2 MR
j=mk=1

(ii) For a constant a > 0, set 4 = {(j,1): Z(j,k)eB:’ 0/2,,{ > aLn™"}. Then for
p=2
(49) sup  Card({) < DL~ M2/(1+20),1/(1420)

OeBj (M)

where D is a constant depending only on a and t. In particular, D can be taken
as D = 3(1 _ 2—21)—1/(1+21)a—1/(1+21)‘
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PROOF OF THEOREM 4. The proof is naturally divided into two parts: ex-
pected squared radius and the coverage probability. First recall the notation that
for a given block Bij ,

2 2 2 2 2 2
SL= 2 Vi &i= ) O ad x= ) g
(j.kyeB] (j.k)eB! (j.k)eB]

We begin with the expected squared radius. Let 7 > 8 and suppose 6 € B, q(M).
From (18) we have

Eg(r2) = cq M2/ (154) =48/ (1448)

Ji—1
+ ) Eg (Z(S})i —LnHI(S3; < A*Ln_1)>
Jj=0 i +
Ji—1
(50) + Qh+ 802 = DL~ Y Y Py(ST > M LnTh
j=0 i
Hh—1 2/
+ 2> 0k
j=J1 k=1

=G1+ G2+ G3+ Ga.

We begin with the term G3. Let A; be defined as in Lemma 4 and set

(51) L={G.Dj <= 18> (Vi — Ve )'Ln!)
and
(52) L={(.)j < =16, < (Vr— Vi) Lot
It then follows from Lemmas 4 and 5 that

Ji—1

Y Y Py(Si > hLnTy= Y P(S7;>MLnTh)

j=0 i (i)l

+ > P(S7;>Alnh)
(j:i)€da

< Card(d;) + %L—lzh =20/ (1427)

<min(L™127t, DLy 14201/ (420
+ %L—12]]n—2‘[/(l+2‘[)
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for some constant D depending only on 7. Note that 27! = min(N, M/ (1+28) x
nl/(+28)y and so

Ji—1
G3= A+ 812 = DLn™ ' 3" 3" Py(S7; > Ln™h)
j=0 i
(53) < Cmin(Nn_l, M2/(+28),=2B/(142P) M2/(1+2r)n—2r/(1+2r))

+ Cmin(Nn~t, MY/ (129, =28/(1426)) =20/ (1427)

S C Il’lin(Nn_l, Mz/(l+21)n—2-[/(1+2.[))

The term Gy is easy to bound. When N < M?/(1+28),1/(+28) "y, — J; and hence
G4 =0. When N > M%/(1+28), 1/A+26) 't follows from (48) in Lemma 5 that

Hh—1 2/

Ga= ) ) 0

j=Ji k=1
< (1 _ 2—2‘[)—1M22—2‘[J]

< Cmin(Nn~!, M/ (1520, =21/(420))

(54)

We now turn to G». Let J; be the largest integer satisfying 2/* < min(N,
M2/ (1420, 1/(1420)) Write

Jr—1

Gr= ). E(Z(S},,. —Ln~HI(S7, < ,\*Ln—l))
j=0 i

+

Ji—1
+ ) E(Z(S}J — L HI(S3; < A*Ln_l)>

j=Jz i
=G + G,

+

where G2 = 0 when J; = Ji. Note that
J—1

Gu=). E(Z(Sji —Ln HI(S3; < A*Ln_1)>
j=0 i

Jr—1

(55) <> Y Ou—DLn!
j=0 i

<y —DLn 2771

< (g — l)min(anl’ M2/(1+2r)n—2r/(1+zr))_

+
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When N < M?/(1+20,1/A427) " 1 — J; and so Gy, = 0. On the other hand, when
Jr < J1,

Ji—1
Gu= 2, E(Z@?,i — LIS, < x*Ln”))
' +

j:-,r ]
Ji—1
<> E(Z(Sj%i —Ln—1)>
j=Jz i 4
Ji—1 _ 2y1/2
j=Jz i
Ji—1 _ 24172
=L :4"’_1 2+ (Zsﬁ) }
Jj=Jz i i
Ji—1 1/2 Ji—1 . Ji—1
<2y (Zg}) +212 Y 2024 Y Y g2,
J=le i Jj=J: j=Jr i

Note that ) ; 512,1' = Z,%jzl 9% (<M 22727 1t then follows that

Gap < 27F1(1 — 27 %)~ g1/ (+2)y —(1447)/ 247)
+ 4y V428 —(1+48)/ 2+4)
+ 22’(1 — 2_2f)—1MZ/(1+2r)n—2r/(1+zf)

and so
(56) G < Cmin(Nn—‘, MZ/(1+2t)n—2‘[/(l+21)).
This together with (50) and (53)—(55) yields

sup Ee(roz,) < sup (G1+ Gy +Gan+Gs3+Gy)
0€B}, (M) 0€B (M)

< comin(Nn~!, M2/ I+4B) =48/ (1+45))

+ C; min(Nn_l, MZ/(1+2r)n—2r/(1+2r))

where C; is a constant depending only on 7. For 0 < 7 < 8 similar arguments
yield

sup  Ep(r2) < Cymin(Nn~!, M?/(1520),=21/(1+20))
0eBY (M)
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We now turn to the coverage probability. Set C(6) = P(||é — 9||% > raz) and fix
T > . We want to bound sup, . B, (M) C(6). Note that

Ji—1
10 —015=>" > & I1(5], <rLn™")
j=0 i
J1—1 J—1 2/
+n! Z ZX”I( 0> A Lnil)—l- Z Z@
j=0 i j=J k=1

It follows from (48) in Lemma 5 that

J—1 2/
ap 3 Y 0Rs (-2
(57)  6eBy (M) j=7, k=1

< 22B(1 — 026y ~1 g2/ (1H4B)  ~4B/(1+4)
Set ap = 226(1 — 2728)71, 4y = z454 - 22021 — 272/

MV A+26)=2/(1+46) ) 1/ QHAH—1/U+4B) gy — 210g!/2(4) pg1/(1+26)=2/(1+4B)
’ o
nV/CHB=1/AHE) e = 7y 2BHI (1 — 2728121/ A420)=2/(14+4p)

pl/@HB=1/1+4) ) — 210g'/2(%) and as = 24, + 8112 _ 1. Then ¢, in (18)

equals ag + a1 + a» + a3z + a4 and the squared radius ra given in (18) can be written
as

=(ay+ay+a+az+ a4)M2/(1+4ﬂ)n_4’3/(1+4'3)

Ji—1
+ Z (Z(Sz- —Ln~DI(S]; <4 Ln”))
- +
Ji—1 J—1 2J
+a5Ln_1 Z ZI(SJZ',,' > )\'*Ln_l) + Z Z(yjz',k _n_l
j=0 i j=J k=1

Set 43 ={(j,i):j < Ji — 1,5/%[. >daLn "y and dg ={(j,i):j < J1 — 1’% <
Ap, Ln~! }. It then follows that

COY< P D 167 A(S7; <hLn™ )07y} A (ST > heLn™h)]
(Jj.H)eds3
> D 187 = Ln™HI(S]; <hLn™h)
(.Dels

+asLn”'1(S7,; > X*Lnl)]}
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+ P> €S I(ST <L) 407 X3 I(ST > heLn )]
(j)edq

> (a] + ap) M/ A+4B) =4/ (1+4P)

+ > USE —LnHI(ST; <ALnh)
(J.i)eds

+asLn”'1(S7; > ,\*Ln—‘)]}

J—1 2/
+P ( > 94,2,;{ > (a3 + aq) M/ 1H34B) =3B/ (1+4B)
j=J1 k=1

J—1 2J

+ZZ%FW»
j=J1 k=1

=T +1T,+ Ts.

We shall consider the three terms separately. We first calculate the term 77. Note
that

T]fP! > (Sj%l.—g},i—Ln—l)l(sjigx*Ln—lko}
(e

+P{ Yoo ST = hInY > Y asLnT'I(ST; > A LnTh)
(Jj.i)eds (Jj.i)eds

< > P(S;<MLnh+ Y P(xj;>asL).
(oi)eds (oi)eds

It follows from Lemma 4(ii) that P(SJZ-J- <iLn b < P(ij’i > Agl) < %n_z for
(j,i) € 43. Lemma 5 now yields

Ty <n~ 2. Card({3)
(58) < 3(1 — 2720y~ 1/(420) (g =1/ (1420) f =1 342/ (1+27), =27/ (1420)
<3(1— 2—25)—1/(1+2ﬁ)L—1Mz/(1+2/3)n—2ﬂ/(1+2,6)‘

We now turn to the second term 7>. Note that
=Py > [(S7,—& —Ln D +asLn ' 1(S7; > aLn™")]

(ii)eds
< —(ay + ay) M2/ OF4B) =4B/(1+4p)
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+ > [(S}’,- + n—lxj%i - s}i - Ln—l)l(sj%,. > ,\*Ln—l)]}
(j,i)eds

= P{ ) (S/Z',i - 5;2,1' —Lnh < —(a +az)M2/(1+4’3)n4’3/(1+4’3)}
(RIS

+ Pi Y (SEi+nT Y =& — Lo HI(ST > A LnTh
(ui)eds

> Z a5Ln_ll(sz~7i>)\*Ln_l)}
(j.i)edq

=151 + Tr.
For any given block, write

sz',i: Z (0j7k+n—1/2zj,k)2
(j,k)eB!

= EJZ, +2n71/2 Z Ojkzjk+ n_lsz-’i
(j,k)eB]

= 5.,2,,- + 2n_1/2€j,i2j,i + n_IX,z,,-,

~ -1 . .
where Z; =§;; Z(j’]oeBij 6,k k 1s a standard Normal variable. Then

Ty = P{ > 83—, —Ln) < —(a +a2)M2/<1+4ﬂ>n4ﬁ<1+4ﬂ)}
(ri)els

fP{ Yoo@n Vi Zsi+nT G — LY
(ui)eds

< —(ay + ap) M2 H4B) =48/ (1+45) }

= P{zn_l/z > EiZji< —ale/(1+4ﬁ)n—4ﬁ/(1+4/3)}
(J.)edq

+ P{ Y xGi < —ayMP/ TR AT Card(l4)L}
(ju)eds

= Tr11 + T212.
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Note that, forany 0 < j' < J; — 1,
Ji—1

Sooe2, <L an i+ Y M2
(J,i)Eda i=j
— 40,27 7 M2 — 272yl
Minimizing the right-hand side yields that }_; ;)ey, 512,1' < 2(41,)?T/ 020 (1 —
2-21)=1/(420) 2/ (1420) =20/ (14201) < gy (1 — 2-28)=1/(+28) pg2/(1426)
n—2A/(+28) Denote by Z a standard Normal random variable. It then follows
that Toy1 = P(Z < —3ay M/ IO /A0 —12(5 ) 62)712) < P(Z <
Zq/4) = §. Now consider the term T31p. If Card(44)L < ap M3/ (1+4B) p 1/A+46)
then 712 = 0. Now suppose Card(d4)L > a,M?/ (4B p1/(+48) Tt follows
from (45) in Lemma 3 by taking m = Card(d4)L <27 and d = ap, M?*/ 1+ x
!0+ i that Toy < exp(— a2 M4/ (1+49)-2/(1426),2/1+45)-1/(1426)) _ @

and hence
o
(59) Ty =Tn+"Ti2 < 5

We now consider the term 7»;. Simple algebra yields that

T22=P< Yo (SEi+nT %G & = Ln YIS > A LnTh
(Ji)Eds

> Z a5Ln_11(SJZ-’i>)»*Ln_1))

(j.)eds
< Y PZi> %é;il(as — 2%+ DLn™1/?)
(ui)eds
+ > P(Xii>MD).
(jui)eds

Note that SJZJ- < 4r.Ln~" for ( J»1) € 44. Hence it follows from the bounds on the
tail probability of standard Normal and central chi-squared distributions that

T < Z P(Zj’i > 2(logn)'/?) 4 Z %nfz
(60) (jsi)e-l4 (jsi)e-l4
< L1 p2/426),=28/(1426) 1.

We now turn to the third term 73. Note that ylz K= sz-k +2n7120; 2k + n_IZ% k
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and so

J—1 2J
T3 = P<2n1/2 Z Zej’kzj',k

j=0 k=1

Jo—1 2/
07 Y @ - D < —(a3 +a4)M2/“+4ﬁ>n—4ﬂ/“+“ﬂ>>
j=J1 k=1

J—1 2/
- P<2n1/2 DI _a3M2/(1+4/3)n1/(1+4ﬁ))
j=J1 k=1

J—1 27
+ P( Z ZZ?,/{ < (212 _ 2]]) _ 614M2/(1+4/3)n1/(1+4,3)>

j=Jk=1
=T31 + T3.
h—1 2/ I ) .
Set y2 = ZJ?:J] D1 9}’,( and Z =y 1Zj2:J] > k=19j.kzj k- Then Z is a stan-

dard Normal variable and it follows from (48) in Lemma 5 that y? < 2?#(1 —
2-28)=1 pg2/(1428),=28/(142) Hence,

Ty1 < P(Z < —2-F=1(1 — 272)112; pg2/ 0 +49)=1/01428)
61) % nl/(1+4ﬂ)—1/(2+4,3))
= P(Z < —za/) = %
It follows from Lemma 3 with m =272 — 271 and d = asM>/ 14 p1/A+4B) /1y

that T3, < 1/ Hai — %. Equation (20) now follows from this together with (58),
(59), (60) and (61). [

5.3. Proof of Theorem 5. The proof of Theorem 5 is similar to that of The-

orem 4. We shall omit some details and only give a brief proof here. Suppose
6 € BY ,(M). Set by = 2log"(2), by = 43z and b3 = 2., + 81,/* — 1.
Then, from (26) we have

Eo(r2) = (by +by)N'/?n™!

1

J—1
(62) +> Ee(Z(S]%,- — Ln~HI (53, fk*Ln_1)>
~ N

+b3Ln" Eg(Card{(j,i): 57 ; > A Ln™"}).
The last term can be easily bounded using Lemma 5 as
bsLn~' Eg(Card{(j,i): S7, > heLn"'})

<b3- min(Nn_l’ DrM2/(1+2r)n_2f/(1+21))'
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Set D = Z EQ(Z (S2 — Ln_l)I(SZ- < Asln~ 1))+ Using nearly identical
arguments glven in the derlvatlon of (55) and (56) in the proof of Theorem 4, D is
bounded as D < 4N/2p=1 4 C, M?/(1+20) ), =2t/(+27) for some constant C; > M.
On the other hand, it is easy to see that D < Z;;& Ni(Ln~! — Ln71) =
(A+ — DNn~"! and consequently SUPpegr (M) E(ro%) <1 +by+4HNV2p~1 4

C, min(Nn—!, M2/(1+20),=2t/(1420)y
We now turn to the coverage probability. Again, set C(0) = P(||é —0 ||% > raz).
We want to show that supgcry C(0) < o + 4(log n)~ L. Note that

||é—0||%—zzs,,1<s <MLn™")

j=0 i
J—1
n~! Z ZXJZ,;I(SJZ'J > A*Ln_l).
j=0 i
Set 45 = {(J, i):g}vi > 4), Ln~'} and 2] = {(j, i):sj%i < 4x,Ln~"}. It then fol-
lows from the definition of the radius r, given in (26) that
C<9>5P{ > L& (ST < hLn™) 407 X G (ST > AL ]
(j.)eds
> 3 USH —Ln HI(ST; <aLnh)

(J.)ed;

+b3Ln~ ' 1(S7; > ALn )]

+Pi Yo IE IS < heLn ) 0T G I(ST > AeLn )]
(j.i)ed,

> (b1 + )N0!
+ > LST =L HI(ST; <aLnh)
(.i)ed

+b3sLn ' 1(S7; > A*Ln_l)]}

=T+ T>.
We first bound the term 77. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4,

63) T1< Y (P(S7; <hln™")+P(x;;>bsL)) <n *Card(d5) <L7".
(j.i)ed,
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On the other hand, note that

TQZP: Y IS, =& —Ln~ ) +b3Ln" ' I(S7; > hLn )]
(j.i)ed,

< —(by +by)N'?p!

+ 2 WSGi T xG & — LnTDHIST; > A*Ln—‘n}
(j.i)ed)

= P{ Z (sz',i - -‘;:]2, — Ln_l) < —(b; +b2)N1/2n_1}
(j,i)ed)

+ P{ Z (sz‘,i +”_1XJ2,,' - 5121 - Ln_l)I(SJZ-,,- > A Ln™h)
(j.)ed)

> Y biLn7'I(S},; > k*Ln_l)}
(j.h)ed,
=121 + Too.
Set Zj’i = é;il Z(j KeB! 0j.kzjk- Then Zj,i is a standard Normal random variable

and

T21=P{ > (2n—1/2,§j,,-2j,,-+n—lxﬁi—Ln—1)<—(b1+b2)N1/2n—1}
(el

gp{ Y X <—b1N‘/2+Card(1g)L}
(j.i)ed)

+ P{ Z gj,iZj’i < —%szl/zn_l/z}.
(j.)ed,

If Card(4})L < by N'/2, then P{Y e, X;i < —biN'? 4 Card(4)L} = 0.

When Card({})L > biN'/2, equation (45) with m = Card(J,)L < N and d =

biN'/2/m yields that

P{ Z X]2,1 < —b]Nl/Z +Card(1£1)L} < e(—1/4)d2m < e(_1/4)b2 _ %
(

jied)
On the other hand, note that Z(J-,i)da éj%i <NL ' 4p,Ln ' =4),Nn~! and

hence P{Z(j,l-)el;t EJ-,,-ZJ-,,- < —%szl/zn_l/z} <P(Z < —%bzkll/z) < 5 where
Z~N(@,1).
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We now turn to the term 73,. Note that S?i < 4xr.Ln~! for (j,i) e Jlg. Hence

Tn< Y. P '%,Z;+2n7 53, > (bs+ DLn7")

(j.ied)

< > P(Zji> 3 (s =20+ DLn72) + 37 P(xG; > ML)
(J.)edy (J.)edy

< Y P(Zji>2(ogn)?)+ > Anr<LNnP<LT!

(j.)ed (j.hed

Hence, C(0) <T\+ To1 + T <a+2L ' =a +2(ogn)~!.

[10]

(11]

[12]
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