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Abstract

We study the performance of nonparametric Bayes procedures for one-
dimensional diffusions with periodic drift. We improve existing conver-
gence rate results for Gaussian process (GP) priors with fixed hyper pa-
rameters. Moreover, we exhibit several possibilities to achieve adaptation
to smoothness. We achieve this by considering hierarchical procedures
that involve either a prior on a multiplicative scaling parameter, or a
prior on the regularity parameter of the GP.

1 Introduction

Various papers have recently considered nonparametric Bayes procedures for
one-dimensional stochastic differential equations (SDEs) with periodic drift.
This is motivated among others by problems in which SDEs are used for the
dynamic modelling of angles in different contexts. See for instance
(Im) for applications in the modelling of neuronal rhythms and Pokerrl M)
for the use of SDEs in the modelling of angles in molecular dynamics.

The first paper to propose a concrete nonparametric Bayesian method in this

context and to study its implementation was &m&mhg_mlgsﬁjﬂ dZQlﬂ In

*Korteweg-de Vries Institute for Mathematics, Science Park 107, 1098 XG Amsterdam,
The Netherlands. Email: j.vanwaaij@uva.nl, hvzanten@uva.nl.
TResearch funded by the Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research (NWO).



http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.00515v3

Pokern ef. all (2013) the first theoretical results were obtained for this procedure.
These papers consider observations (X; : t € [0,7]) from the basic SDE model

dX; = b(X,)dt +dB,,  Xo=0, (1.1)

where B is a Brownian motion, and the drift function b belongs to the space
L?(T) of square integrable, periodic functions on [0,1] with zero mean, i.e.
fol b(x) dx = 0. For the function b of interest a GP prior is proposed with mean
zero and precision (inverse covariance) operator

((=A)* T2 4 k), (1.2)

where A is the one-dimensional Laplacian, I is the identity operator and 7, k >

0and o +1/2 € {2,3,...} (p = o+ 1/2 in [Pokern et al! (2013)) are fixed

hyperparameters. It can be proved that this defines a valid prior on LQ(']I‘), cf.
(2013), Section 2.2.

The main convergence result proved in [Pokern et, al! (IZD_lj) asserts that if in
this setup the true drift by generating the data has (Sobolev) regularity a+1/2,
then the corresponding posterior distribution of b contracts around by at the
rate T—/(1129) a5 T — o0, with respect to the L?-norm. In the concluding
section of Pokern ef, al) dZQlﬂ) it was already conjectured that this result is not
completely sharp. More specifically, it was anticipated that the rate 7~/ (1+22)
should already be attainable under the less restrictive assumption that the drift
by has regularity of order a. The first main result in the present paper confirms
that this is indeed the case. Since the degree of regularity of the GP with
precision ([Z) is (essentially) « (see e.g. [Pokern et all (201d), Lemma 2.2.),
this reconciles the result for this SDE model with the general message from
the Gaussian prior literature, which says that to obtain optimal rates with
fixed GP priors, one should match the regularities of the prior and the truth
(see lvan_der Vaart and van Zanten (20084)). Although lower bounds for the
minimax rate appear to be unknown for the exact model we consider in this
paper, results for closely related models suggest it is of the order 7—*/(1+22) for
an a-Sobolev smooth drift function (e.g. [Kutoyants (2004)).

We are able to obtain the improved result by following a different mathe-
matical route than in [Pokern et all (|2_Q]j) The latter paper uses more or less
explicit representations of the posterior mean and covariance in terms of weak

solutions of certain differential equations to study the asymptotic behaviour of
the posterior using techniques from PDE theory. In the present paper we follow
instead the approach of tvan_der Meulen et all (|2£)Dﬂ), which is essentially an
adaptation to the SDE case of the general “testing approach” which has by now
become well known in Bayesian nonparametrics. These ideas, combined with
results about the asymptotic behaviour of the so-called periodic diffusion local
time from [Pokern et all (|2_Q]j), allow us to obtain the new, sharp result for the
GP prior with precision (2.

The scope of this result is still somewhat limited, since it is a non-adaptive
statement. Indeed, it is not realistic to assume that we know the regularity of
the truth exactly and hence it is unlikely that we guess the correct smoothness
of the prior leading to the optimal contraction rate. We therefore also consider
several ways of obtaining adaptation to smoothness for this problem. A first




option we explore is putting a prior on the multiplicative constant 7 in
instead of taking it fixed as in E&ms_plhgmﬂgsﬂ_aﬂ (IZD_H and Mnﬂjﬂ
M) This leads to a hierarchical, conditionally Gaussian prior on the drift
b. Our second main result shows that if the hyperprior on 7 is appropriately
chosen, then adaptation is obtained for the whole range of regularities between
0 and o 4+ 1/2. More precisely, if the degree of regularity 8 of the true drift
belongs to (0, a+1/2], then we attain the posterior contraction rate T—2/(1+25),
It is obviously desirable to have a large range of regularities to which we
can adapt. At first sight, the result just discussed might suggest to let o tend

to infinity with 7. However, it turns out that the parameter o appears in the
constant multiplying the rate of contraction. A straightforward adaptation of
the proof of the previous result (which we will not carry out in this paper, since
it contains no new ideas) shows that although taking a hyperparameter cy — oo
would indeed lead to adaptation over the growing interval (0, ap +1/2], the rate
would deteriorate by a factor (ar)¢ for some constant ¢ > 0.

The preceding observations indicate that in order to obtain adaptation to
the full range of possible regularities for the drift, using a prior on the multi-
plicative scale parameter 7 is perhaps not the best option. Therefore we also
consider another possibility, namely putting a prior on the hyperparameter «
that controls the regularity of the prior directly. We prove that this is, from the
theoretical perspective at least, indeed preferable. We can obtain the optimal
contraction rate for any regularity of the truth, without suffering a penalty in
the rate.

In this paper we focus on deriving theoretical results. We do not consider
the related numerical issues, since this requires a completely different analysis,
but these are clearly of interest as well. For instance, it is quite conceivable
that the last option we consider, putting a prior on «, is numerically quite de-
manding, more so than putting a prior on 7. Therefore in practice it might
actually be worthwhile to accept non-optimal statistical rates or only a lim-
ited range of adaptation, in order to gain speed on the numerical side. The
paper lvan der Meulen et all dZQl_éﬂ) considers a related but different computa-
tional strategy, which combines a prior on the multiplicative constant with a
random truncation of the series that defines the Gaussian prior. Related to this
is the work of Mgamﬂ_aﬂ (|2Ql_4|), who study similar approaches in different
statistical settings. It would be of interest to understand the theoretical perfor-
mance of such computationally attractive methods better. This is outside the
scope of the present paper however and remains to be dealt with in forthcoming
work.

The paper is organised as follows. In the next section we describe the dif-
fusion model and the priors that we consider in detail. In Section [l we present
and discuss the main results described briefly in the introduction. Some aux-
iliary result that we use in the proofs are prepared in Section @l The proofs
themselves are given in Sections EHT




2 Model and prior

As explained in the introduction we consider the 1-periodic diffusion model given
by (L)), where B is a standard Brownian motion and b : R — R is a measurable
function that is 1-periodic, square integrable and mean zero on [0, 1]. The space
of all such functions is denoted by LQ('H‘). We endow this space with the usual
L?-norm defined by ||b]|3 = fol b?(z) dz. We note that for any b € L?(T), the
SDE (1) admits a unique weak solution. (For the sake of completeness we
have added a proof in the appendix, see Lemma [AT])

For every T' > 0 the solution X7 = (X, : t € [0,7]) of the SDE induces a
law P’ = P>T on the space C[0,T] of continuous functions on [0, 7. For fixed
T >0, P’ and P are equivalent for all by, by € L?(T) (see Lemma [A2). The
Radon-Nikodym derivative p, of P®T relative to the Wiener measure (P%7)
satisfies

, T T
p(XT) = dPO,T(XT):eXp <%/O bQ(Xt)dtJr/O b(Xt)dXt> (2.1)

almost surely.

To make Bayesian inference about the drift function we consider a Gaussian
process (GP) prior on the space of drift functions L?(T). We are interested in
the GP with mean zero and precision operator (IL2]). As shown in Section 2.2 of
[Pokern et all (201d), the GP W with this mean and covariance can be written
as

1 o0
W=— Vb Z,
s

where the Z; are independent standard normal variables, the ¢, are the or-
thonormal eigenfunctions of the Laplacian, given by

bk () = V2 cos(2mkz),
bop—_1(x) = V2sin(2rkz),

for k € N, and
M= (42 %T)Mm ¥ n)_l. (2.2)

The results we derive in this paper actually do not depend crucially on
the exact form of the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues ¢ and A;. The ¢ can
in fact be any orthonormal basis of L?(T) (provided the smoothness spaces
defined ahead are changed accordingly). Moreover, the specific value of the
hyperparameter £ in [2.2]) is irrelevant for our results. For the Ay we only need
that there exist constants ¢, C' > 0 and a > 0 such that

ck™VFe <V < OV (2.3)

Note that the Ay’s in ([2.2) satisfy these bounds. For notational convenience we
will work with v/ A, = k=/2=¢ throughout the paper, but all results hold if this
exact choice is replaced by \’s satisfying ([23).



Introducing the notation L = 1/,/n for the scaling constant, the priors for
the drift function b that we consider take the general form

o0
b~ LY kTP Z, (2.4)
k=1
where the Zj, are independent standard Gaussian variables and (¢y) is an ar-
bitrary, fixed orthonormal basis of L?(T). We will consider various setups in
which the scale L is either a constant or a random factor, and also the regularity
parameter o will be either a fixed constant or random.
The regularity of the true drift function by that generates the data will be
measured in Sobolev sense relative to the basis (¢y). For § > 0 we define

H(T) = {f = frbr € L(T): Y f7k* < oo}.
k=1 k=1

Note that in the case that the ¢y are the eigenfunctions of the Laplacian given
above, this is the usual L?-Sobolev regularity.

3 Main results

In this section we present the main rate of contraction results for the posteriors
corresponding to the various priors of the form (Z4]), with different choices for
the hyperparameters L and «. The proofs of the results are given in Sections
to

For simplicity the prior on b will always be denoted by II, but it will be
clearly described in each case. For every time horizon T > 0, the corresponding
posterior distribution will be denoted by TI(- | XT). So for a Borel set A ¢ L(T),

_ Lup(XT) ()

J po(XT)11(db) *
where the likelihood is given by ([2)). The following lemma asserts that the
posterior is well defined under the minimal condition that the prior II is a
probability measure on the Borel sets of L?(T). The proof is deferred to Ap-
pendix .

mhe Al X7)

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that I1 is Borel probability measure on L2 (T). Then for
every by € L2(T) it P*-a.s. holds that

(i) the random map b — pp(X7T) admits a version that is Borel measurable
on L*(T),

(ii) for the denominator we have 0 < [ py(X™)II(db) < co.

As usual we say that the posterior contracts around by at the rate ep as
T — oo if for all My — oo,

(b b~ bolls > Mrer| X7) P50

as T — oco. Here the convergence is in probability under the law P% corre-
sponding to the true drift function bg.



3.1 Fixed hyperparameters

Our first main result deals with the case that the scaling parameter and the
regularity parameter of the GP are fixed, positive constants. Specifically, we fix
L >0 and 8 > 0 and define the prior II on the drift function structurally as

b~ LY k1P 7, (3.1)
k=1

where the Z, are independent standard Gaussian variables and (¢y) is the chosen
orthonormal basis of L?(T). Note that the expected squared L2-norm of b under
this prior is L2 >~ k71727 < o0, hence by Lemma[BIlthe posterior is well defined.

Theorem 3.2. Let the prior be given by @BJ), with 8,L > 0 fized. If by €

Hﬁ('ﬂ‘) for B > 0, then the posterior contracts around by at the rate ep =
T—8/(1+28)

As noted in the introduction, this theorem improves Theorem 5.2 of
[Pokern et_all (|2_Q]j) The latter corresponds to the case that the ¢, are the
eigenfunctions of the Laplacian and f+1/2 € {2,3,...}. In|Pokern et all dZQlﬂ)
the obtained rate for this prior is also (essentially) 7-7/(1+28) but this is ob-
tained under the stronger condition that by belongs to HT1/2(T). Additionally,
the new result is valid for all g > 0.

3.2 Prior on the scale

The fact that we get the optimal rate 7—7/(0+28) in Theorem strongly de-
pends on the fact that the degree of smoothness £ of the true drift by matches
the choice of the regularity parameter of the prior. Although strictly speaking
it has not been established for the SDE setting of this paper, results from the
GP prior literature for analogous settings indicate that if these regularities are
not matched exactly, then sub-optimal rates will be obtained (see for instance
(2008a) and (Castilld M)) We would obvi-
ously prefer a method that does not depend on knowledge of the true regularity
[ of the truth and that adapts to this degree of smoothness automatically.
In this section we consider a first method to achieve this. This involves
putting a prior distribution on the scaling parameter L instead of taking it
fixed. We employ a hierarchical prior II on b that can be described as follows:

E1/2+o¢
L~2 3.2
Vs (3.2)
bIL~LY k™07, (3.3)
k=1

Here a > 0 is a fixed hyperparameter, which should be thought of as describing
the “baseline smoothness” of the prior. The Zj and ¢ are as before and E' is a
standard exponential, independent of the Zj. Note that we could equivalently



describe the prior on L as a Weibull distribution with scale parameter 1/ VT
and shape parameter 2/(1 4+ 2«a). Lemma B.] ensures again that the posterior
is well defined, since by conditioning we see that the expected squared L2-norm
of b is now given by ¢ >_ k~172% where ¢, is the second moment of L under
the prior, which is finite.

The specific choice of the prior for L is convenient, but the proof of the
following theorem shows that it can actually be slightly generalised. It is for
instance enough that the random variable F in (32]) has a density that satisfies
exponential lower and upper bounds in the tail. Our proof breaks down however
if we deviate too much from the choice above. For instance, without the depen-
dence on T' we would only be able to derive sub-optimal rates. We stress that
this does not mean that other priors cannot lead to optimal rates, only that such
results cannot be obtained using our technical approach. An alternative route,
for instance via empirical Bayes as in |Knap1kﬂ_aﬂ 420_1_5 ), might lead to less
restrictive assumptions on the hyperprior for L. This will require a completely
different analysis however.

Theorem 3.3. Let the prior be given by B2)-B3), with « > 0 fized. If
bo € HP(T) for 3 € (0,a + 1/2], then the posterior contracts around by at the
rate e = T—P/(1+25)

So indeed with a prior on the multiplicative scale we can achieve adaptation
for a range of smoothness levels 8. Note however that the range is limited by
the baseline smoothness « of the prior. Putting a prior on the scale L does
allow to adapt to truths that are arbitrarily rougher than the prior, but if the
degree of smoothness of the truth is larger than « + 1/2, the procedure does
not achieve optimal rates. This phenomenon has been observed in the literature
in different statistical settings as well. See for instance Szabé et all (|2_Q]j) for

similar results in the white noise model.

3.3 Prior on the GP regularity

To circumvent the potential problems described in the preceding section, we
consider an alternative method for achieving adaptation to all smoothness levels.
Instead of taking a fixed baseline prior smoothness and putting a prior on the
scale, we put a prior on the GP smoothness itself. Specifically, we use a prior
on « that is truncated to the growing interval (0, | and that has a density
proportional to = — exp(—T"/142%)) on that interval. For convenience we take
ar = logT, but other choices are possible as well. We define the probability
density Ar, with support [0,log T, by

71/ (142x)

Mr(z) =Crle” € [0,logT],



where Cr is the normalising constant. The full prior IT on b that we employ is
now described as follows:

o~ )\T, (34)

bla~ Y k12707, (3.5)
k=1

where the ¢y and Zj, are again as before. Note that for this prior we have that
for every o > 0, the conditional prior probability that ||b]|2 < co given a equals
1, hence the unconditional prior probability that the norm is finite is 1 as well.
Lemma B thus implies the posterior is well defined again and we can formulate
the following result.

Theorem 3.4. Let the prior be giwen by &) -@H). If by € HP(T) for 5> 0,
then the posterior contracts around by at the rate er = T—B/(1+25)

So by placing a prior on a we obtain adaptation to all smoothness levels,
without paying for it in the rate. A similar result has recently been obtained
in the setting of the white noise model in Kmplkﬂ_aﬂ dZQlﬂ) We note how-
ever that the results in the latter paper rely on rather explicit computations
specific for that model. The results we present here for the SDE model are
derived in a completely different way, by using the testing approach proposed
in lvan der Meulen et all (lZDD_d) We note that the rates we obtain are slightly
better than those in |Kn_ap_1k3_t_a]_.| (|2_Q15|), in the sense that we don’t obtain ad-
ditional slowly varying factors. We expect that similar results can be obtained
for white noise model and other related models by adapting our proofs.

A downside of our approach is that we can only prove the desired result for
somewhat contrived hyperpriors on « such as Ap, which may appear unnatural
at first sight. The result is however in accordance with similar findings for other

statistical models obtained for instance in|Lember and van der Vaart (|2_O_O_’ﬂ) and

). Our prior on « has a density proportional (on (0, ar]) to
exp(—T&i,T), where €7 is the rate we would get when using the unconditional
Gaussian prior on the right of ([B5]). Hence our theorem is in accordance with
the results in the cited papers, which state that in some generality, such a choice
of hyper prior leads to rate-adaptive procedures. Other priors on « may lead
to adaptation as well, including potentially priors that do not depend on the
sample length T'. But to prove such results, different mathematical techniques
seem to be required.

The main point we want to make here however, and that is supported by
the theorems we present, is that if the goal is to achieve adaptation to an
unrestricted range of smoothness levels, then, from the theoretical point of view
at least, putting a prior on a smoothness hyperparameter is preferable to fixing
the baseline smoothness of the prior and putting a prior on a multiplicative
scaling parameter.



4 Auxiliary results

Here we prepare a number of results that will be used in the proofs of Theorems
5. 2H5. 4!

4.1 General contraction rate result

In this section we first present a contraction rate result for general posteriors in
the setting of one-dimensional SDEs with periodic drift, as described in Section
This theorem is a consequence of the general result of
), in combination with a result on the periodic local time of the solution to
. The result is in the spirit of the corresponding i.i.d. result of
%) and gives conditions for having a certain rate of contraction in terms of
the prior mass around the truth, and the complexity of the essential support of
the prior. In the sections ahead we apply it to the priors considered in Section

The prior in the general theorem may depend on the time horizon 7' > 0 and
is denoted by IIp. For a metric space (A, d) and € > 0, we denote by N(e, 4, d)
the minimal number of balls of d-radius € needed to cover the set A. Recall that
we say that the posterior contracts around by at the rate ep as T'— oo if for all
Mp — oo,

b
(b b= boll> > Mrer | XT) 25 0
as T — oo.
Theorem 4.1. Let ex — 0 be positive numbers such that Te% — co. Suppose
that for some Cy > 0,
Ty (b: ||b— bolla < er) > e~ C7TeT. (4.1)

Moreover, assume that for any Co > 0, there exist measurable subsets By C
L*(T) and a C5 > 0 such that

HT(BT) >1-— 6702T€%,
IOgN(ET,BT, || . ||2) S CgTE%.

Then the posterior contracts around by at the rate er as T — 0.

Proof. The result follows from Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 of

van der Meulen ef. al) (IZDD_d), provided that we show, in accordance with

Assumption 2.1 of the latter paper, that the random distance whose square is

given by
1 T
f/ (b(X:) — bo(Xy))? dt,
0

is with PY-probability tending to 1 equivalent to the L2-norm ||b — bgl|o. But
this easily follows from the asymptotic properties of the so-called periodic local



time (L{(x;X) : t > 0,z € [0,1]) of the process X derived in [Pokern et all
(2013).

Indeed, by the occupation times formula for the periodic local time the
integral in the preceding display equals

| 0@ = e 125 0 X)

see Section 2.1 of [Pokern et all (lZDjﬁ) By the uniform law of large numbers
given in Theorem 4.1.(i) of Pokern et all (IZD_lj), the random function L%./T
converges uniformly to the invariant density p on [0,1] with P*-probability 1,
which is given by

pla) = Ce?Jo boWdy 5 e 0,1],

where C' > 0 is the normalising constant. Since p is bounded away from 0 and
oo on [0,1], this shows that for every v > 0, there exist constants Cq,Cs > 0
such that with PP -probability at least 1 — +y, and for all b € L?(T),

1 /7
Callobolfy < 7. [ (X0~ bo(X0))* i < Callb -~ ol
0
This is the desired equivalence of norms. [l

4.2 Small ball probabilities

In this section we prepare a result that allows us to verify the prior mass con-
dition (1)) of Theorem 1] for the various priors in Section Bl For o, L > 0 we
define the GP -
Wl =LY kT2 7, (4.2)
k=1
where the Zj, are independent standard Gaussian variables and (¢y) is an arbi-
trary orthonormal basis of L?(T).

Lemma 4.2. There exists a positive, continuous function f on (0,00) and con-
stants co,c1 > 0 such that coa < f(a) < c1ax for a large enough and

N1/«

~logP(|W™ s <) < f(@)(Z)

for all &« > 0 and for /L > 0 small enough.

Proof. Note that P(|[W*L|y < ) = P(|[W*!|s < /L), so the case L = 1
implies the general case. Since (¢x) is an orthonormal basis, P(|[W*1|y <
g) =P (>0 k~2*71Z2 <€?). The result then follows from Corollary 4.3 of

) and straightforward algebra. O

10



Next we consider the reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) H*L as-
sociated to the GP WL Tt follows from the series representation ([Z) that
H*L = F1'/24%(T), and that the associated RKHS norm of an element h € H**
satisfies L||h|lgo.r = [|h]|2,1/24q, Where for 3 > 0, the Sobolev norm |[|A|2,5 of a
function h = > hyy is defined by

IR]3 5 =D hik*.
k=1

For these facts and more general background on RKHS’s of GP’s with a view

towards Bayesian nonparametrics, see lvan der Vaart and van Zantenl (2008b).

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that by € H?(T) for B < a+ 1/2. Then for e > 0 small

enough,
) ) 1 20—2a—1

inf hlga. < b — B

heHa«L:IHI’ll*bonSEH HH b= H OHQ’BLQE

Proof. Consider the expansion by = >_,o; byp¢y and define h = Zkg[ b bk,
where I will be determined below. We have that h € H*’, and from the
smoothness condition on by it follows that

| =boll3 = bp <T7%> bRk,

k>1 k>1

Since by € HP(T) the sum on the right vanishes for I — oo, hence ||h — bol|3 <
I—28 for I large enough. Setting I = e~ '/# we obtain that, for ¢ small enough,
the infimum in the statement of the lemma is bounded by

1 1 1
ﬁ Z bik1+2a — ﬁ Z bik26k1+2a_26 S ﬁ||b0||§”(3[1+2a_2'8,
k<I k<I

since 8 < a+ 1/2. The proof is completed by recalling the choice of I. [l

Lemmas and together give a non-centered small ball probability
bound for the GP WX, This will be used to verify the prior mass condition
(&) of Theorem [£1] for the various priors.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that o > 0 and by € H?(T) for § < a+1/2. There exist
a constant C > 0, depending only on by, such that

(Wt — b > c AR
(W —blly < &) > exp [ ~C  f(a) (—) b e |

for e/L >0 small enough.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemmas[Z2 and L3l using, for instance, Lemma

5.3 of lvan der Vaart and van Zanten (2008b). O

11



5 Proof of Theorem 3.2

In this case the prior IT is the law of GP WL, Applying Lemmald A with o = /3
we obtain, for by € H?(T), the bound

-1/8
)

H(b : ||b — bOHQ S E) Z 6_06

for a constant C' > 0 and £ > 0 small enough. It follows that the prior
mass condition ([I)) of Theorem [l is satisfied for er a constant times
T—8/(1+26) " By the general result for Gaussian priors given by Theorem 2.1
of lvan der Vaart and van Zanten (IZDDB_;J), the other assumptions of Theorem
4Tl are then automatically satisfied as well. Hence, the desired result follows
from an application of that theorem.

6 Proof of Theorem

We will again verify the conditions of Theorem Il We note that in this case,
the conditional distribution of b under the prior, given the value of L, is the law
of Wl

6.1 Prior mass condition

Denoting the prior density of L by g, and assuming again that by € H?(T), we
have, by Lemma 4] that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for & small
enough,

(b : b — bo2 < ) = /P(IIW“’L ~boll2 < e)g(L) L

9e(B-0)/8
> / eic((L/E)1/a+6(2572a71)/5/Lz)g(L) AL

e(B—a)/B

On the range of integration the exponential in the integrand is bounded from
7 =1

below by e~ ¢"¢ ’" for some C' > 0. Moreover, the assumptions on the prior

on L imply that for e a multiple of 7—8/(1+26),

2e(B=a)/B

/ g(L) dL = P(CTl/(1+25) < F < QCTl/(l'l‘QB)) > e—3cT1/(1+25)
e(B—a)/B

for a constant ¢ > 0 and 7 large enough. It follows that there exist constants
¢1,¢o > 0 such that for ep = ¢;7—F/(1+28)

(b : ||b—bolls < e7) > e TeT,

which covers the first condition of Theorem 1]

6.2 Sieves

Recall from Section that the RKHS unit ball HY"" of W is the ball
HSH/Q(']T) of radius L in the Sobolev space H*"1/2(T) of regularity a + 1/2.
This motivates the definition of sieves By of the form

Br = RHIY2(T) 4 ep L2(T),

12



where R will be determined below and L3(T) is the unit ball in L2(T).

6.2.1 Remaining mass condition

By conditioning we have, for any Ly > 0,

H@%&O:/PW”L¢BﬂMDdL
(6.1)

o0

Lo
< [t ¢ BgwyaL+ [ gmyar.
0 Lo
The second term on the right is bounded by exp(—(L3T)"/(1+29)) by the as-
sumptions on the prior on L. For Ly a large enough multiple of T(«=#)/(1+25)
this is bounded by e‘DTl/(HM), for a given constant D > 0.

As for the first term, note that the probability in the integrand is increasing
in L. Since By = (R/Lo)H"™ + epL2(T), the Borell-Sudakov inequality (see

), Theorem 5.1) implies that
P(Wete f Br) < 1— @@ (P(|W*E |3 < 7)) + R/ Lo).

By Lemma H32] the probability on the right is bounded from below by
exp(—C(Lg/er)'/®) for some C > 0.  Furthermore, since for y €
(0,0.5), @7 (y) > —4/2log(1/y) and for z > 1,1 — ®(z) < exp(—a?/2), we

have
2

£ o)™

1
IP’(WO"L“ ¢ Br) <exp 5|7~
0

for some C’ > 0. The choices of Lo and e imply that if R is chosen to be a
large multiple of 7(1/2+a=A)/(1+26) "then the first term on the right of (G1)) is

bounded by e~ DTV a5 well.

6.2.2 Entropy

It remains to verify that Br satisfies the entropy condition of Theorem 1l By
the known entropy bound for Sobolev balls we have

o R 2/(142a)
log N(e, RE12, |- |l2) < 0( )
for some C > 0. Recalling the definitions of By, er and R, it follows that
R\ 2/(1420)
log N (2e1, Br, || - 2) < C (=) < C'TV 042

Er

for some C” > 0. This concludes the proof of the theorem.

7 Proof of Theorem [3.4]

Note that in this case the conditional prior law of b, given «, is the law of the
GP Wl
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7.1 Prior mass condition

By Lemma [£4] there exist a constant C' > 0 such that for & small enough, § > 0
and by € H?(T),

B+6
(b : [lb— boll2 < ) > / B(IW! — bolla < €)Ar(a) da
B
B+6
2/ e—c((l/e)1/a+a<2"*2a*”/‘3))\T(a)da_
B

On the range of integration the exponential in the integrand is bounded from
below by exp(—C’e~(1420)/8) for some C’ > 0. Since Ay is increasing, we get

_/(+28) _ o —(1+28)/8
e .

(b : [|b—boll2 <€) > 6Cr e

Since Cr < logT and by choosing ¢ to be a multiple of 1/logT, it follows that,
for ez a multiple of T—#/(1428) condition @) is fulfilled.

7.2 Remaining mass and entropy

In this case we take sieves of the form Br = RH?HM(T) + epL3(T), where v
and R will be determined below.
For the remaining mass we have

¥ oo

H(b ¢ BT> < / /\T(Oé> do +/ P(Wa’l ¢ BT>>\T(OA> do.
0 ot

For a > v we have By O RHT/2(T) +7L2(T). Hence, by the Borell-Sudakov

inequality,

P(W*! ¢ Br) <1— &~ (P(|W! |2 < e1)) + R).

Note that |[W®l|ly < [|[WY|q, so P([WLy < er) > P(|[W Ly < er). By
Lemma 2] the latter is bounded from below by exp(fC’,,s;l/v) for a Cy > 0.
We note that C., depends continuously on <, through the continuous function
f in Lemma Below we will chose v to be in a shrinking neighbourhood of
3, which is fixed. Hence, for this choice of v, we have that P(|W "ty <er) >
eXp(ch;l/ ") for a constant C' > 0 that is independent of 7. We conclude that
for v < a,

2

1\1/
IP’(W""1 ZBr)<exp|—|R- C’(—) !
Er

for some ¢’/ > 0. Taking R a large multiple of 5;1/ %) this is bounded by

exp(st;l/V) for a given constant D > 0. For the other term, observe that by
definition of A,

f— 3

v 1/(1427) 1/(1427)
/ Ma)da <yCple”T V< e T !
0
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log T
2exp(e)”

since Cr > Putting things together, we have

H(b ¢ BT) < e*DE;l/’Y n /yele/(sz)-

If we choose v = /(14 C/logT) for a large enough constant C' > 0, then the
right-hand side is smaller than exp(—DTs%), as desired.
For the entropy we have, as before,

R \2/(1+27)
log N (27, Br, || - |l2) < C(E) .

For the choice of R that we made the right side is a constant times 5;1/ 7 which

by the choice of v is bounded by a constant times Te2..

A Appendix

A.1 Unique weak solution of the periodic SDE
Lemma A.1. For b€ L*(T), the SDE () has a unique weak solution.

Proof. Note that condition (ND) of (Karatzas and Shreve, 1999, Theorem 5.15)

holds. Since for 0 < ¢ < 1/2 and = € R we have

x+e 1
/ Ib()|de < / Ib(z)| - 1dz < [b]]2 < oo,
T—€ 0

also condition (LI) of the theorem holds. Thus there exists a unique weak
solution up to an explosion time. We will show that a solution to (L)) is
not explosive with probability 1. We do this by proving that the conditions of

,h&&d, Proposition 5.22) are satisfied. Note that condition
(ND)’ holds. Furthermore for 0 < e < 1/2 and for all z € R we have

—€

xr+e 1
/ (1+[b(y))dy < / (Io(y)[ +1) - 1< [|o] + 1l < []bll2 + 1 < o0,
T 0

thus condition (LI)’ also holds. Define

s(z) = /Ow exp{2 /jb(()dg} de.

Since b is 1-periodic and has mean zero, it follows that for all z € [0,1) and
all k € Z,s(x + k) = s(z) + k [y exp {2 ¢ b(g)dg} de, thus s(z) — +oo, as
x — *o0. Hence (IKamLzaﬁ_amd_Shmjd, h&&g, Proposition 5.22) implies —oo <
X < oo almost surely, for all t € R. This completes the proof. O
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A.2 The measures P’ are all equivalent

Lemma A.2. For every T > 0 and by,by € LQ('JT), the measures P?* = pbv.T
and P = P*T gre equivalent.

Proof. Fix T > 0 and by € L?(T). For every b € L?(T) we have the occupation
times formula
T 1
/ b (X,)ds = / b?(x) Lo (2; X) da.
0 0
Since PY-a.s. we have || L3:(-; X)||oo < 00, it follows that for every b € L?(T), we
have fOT b?(X,)ds < oo, a.s. with respect to P%. Hence, by Theorem II1.5.38
of Mjms_hmm (IZDQj) all measures P»T,b € L?(T), are equivalent. []

A.3 Proof of Lemma |3_.__l|

(i). We deal with the Lebesgue integral and the stochastic integral in (ZI)
separately. First note that by the occupation times formula, fo (Xy)dt =
fo b2(z) L5 (x; X)dz. Since PP-a.s. we have ||L5:(+; X)||eo < 0o, this implies
that b +— fOT b2(X,)dt is a continuous and hence measurable functional on L2(T).

Using the SDE for X, the stochastic integral in (21) can be written as the
sum of a Lebesgue integral and a Brownian integral. The Lebesgue integral can
be handled as in the preceding paragraph. To show that the Brownian integral
b fo (X,) dB; is measurable on L?(T) we write

:UBKa

where Bx = {b € L*(T) : ||b]la < K}. On every ball Bx the measurability
follows from the first statement of the Stochastic Fubini theorem as given in
Theorem 2.2 of [Veraail M) Indeed, condition (2.1) of [Veraail ) trans-
lates into the requirement that, P"-a.s.,

/BK (/OT bQ(Xt)dt)1/2 TI(db) < oo

This is clearly fulfilled since, by the occupation times formula again, the left-
hand side is bounded by K||L%(-; X )||1/2.

(ii). For the upper bound we note that the P%7-expectation of the denom-
inator equals 1, hence it is P%T-a.s. finite. But then also P™-a.s., since the
measures are equivalent by Lemma [A2]

For the lower bound we first observe that since II is probability measure on
L?(T) there exists a K > 0 such that II(Bg) > 0. Let II be the restriction of IT
to B, renormalised so that it is a probability measure again. Then it follows
from Jensen’s inequality that

[ XD na) = 1B [ (X7 Ti(a)
> T1(Bk ) exp (/logpb(XT)ﬁ(db))-
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Hence, it suffices to show that P"-a.s.,

}/logpb(XT) TI(db)| < oco.

As before the log-likelihood can be written as a sum of Lebesgue and stochastic
integrals. Dealing with the Lebesgue integrals is straightforward, in view of
the occupation times formula again and the a.s. finiteness of ||L3(+; X)||oo. It
remains to show that P?-a.s.,

’/(/OT b(Xt)th) ﬁ(db)} < .

But this follows from the stochastic Fubini theorem of Veraai M) again, since
as shown above the necessary condition for the theorem to hold is fulfilled.
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