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In this paper, we study frequentist coverage errors of Bayesian credible sets for an approximately
linear regression model with (moderately) high dimensional regressors, where the dimension of
the regressors may increase with but is smaller than the sample size. Specifically, we consider
quasi-Bayesian inference on the slope vector under the quasi-likelihood with Gaussian error
distribution. Under this setup, we derive finite sample bounds on frequentist coverage errors
of Bayesian credible rectangles. Derivation of those bounds builds on a novel Berry—Esseen
type bound on quasi-posterior distributions and recent results on high-dimensional CLT on
hyperrectangles. We use this general result to quantify coverage errors of Castillo-Nickl and
L -credible bands for Gaussian white noise models, linear inverse problems, and (possibly non-
Gaussian) nonparametric regression models. In particular, we show that Bayesian credible bands
for those nonparametric models have coverage errors decaying polynomially fast in the sample
size, implying advantages of Bayesian credible bands over confidence bands based on extreme

value theory.

Keywords: Castillo-Nickl band, credible rectangle, sieve prior.

1. Introduction

Bayesian inference for high or nonparametric statistical models is an active research area
in the recent statistics literature. Posterior distributions provide not only point estimates
but also credible sets. In a classical regular statistical model with a fixed finite dimen-
sional parameter space, it is well known that the Bernstein—von Mises (BvM) theorem
holds under mild conditions and the posterior distribution can be approximated (under
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2 K. Yano and K. Kato

the total variation distance) by a normal distribution centered at an efficient estimator
(e.g. MLE) and with covariance matrix identical to the inverse of the Fisher information
matrix as the sample size increases. The BvM theorem implies that a Bayesian credi-
ble set is typically a valid confidence set in the frequentist sense, namely, the coverage
probability of a (1 — a))-Bayesian credible set evaluated under the true parameter value is
approaching (1 — ) as the sample size increases; cf. [57], Chapter 10. There is also a large
literature on the BvM theorem in nonparametric statistical models. Compared to the fi-
nite dimensional case, however, Bayesian uncertainty quantification is more complicated
and more sensitive to prior choices in the infinite dimensional case. [21, 25] find some
negative results on the BvM theorem in the infinite dimensional case. [7, 37, 40] develop
conditions under which the BvM theorem holds for Gaussian white noise models and
nonparametric regression models; see also [20, 27, 52]. Employing weaker topologies than
L?, [10] elegantly formulate and establish the BvM theorem for Gaussian white noise
models; see also [47] for the adaptive BvM theorem for Gaussian white noise models.
Subsequently, [11] establish the BvM theorem in a weighted L*°-type norm for nonpara-
metric regression and density estimation. There are also several papers on frequentist
coverage errors of Bayesian credible sets in the L2-norm. [39] study asymptotic frequen-
tist coverage errors of L?-type Bayesian credible sets based on Gaussian priors for linear
inverse problems; see also [51, 53] for related results. Using an empirical Bayes approach,
[54] develop L2-type Bayesian credible sets adaptive to unknown smoothness of the func-
tion of interest. We refer the reader to Chapter 7 in [32] and Chapter 12 in [29] for further
references on these topics.

This paper aims at studying frequentist coverage errors of Bayesian credible rectangles
in an approximately linear regression model with an increasing number of regressors. We
provide finite sample bounds on frequentist coverage errors of (quasi-)Bayesian credible
rectangles based on sieve priors, where the model allows both an unknown bias term and
an unknown error variance, and the true distribution of the error term may not be Gaus-
sian. Sieve priors are distributions on the slope vector whose dimension increases with
the sample size. We allow sieve priors to be non-Gaussian or not to be an independent
product. We employ a “quasi-Bayesian” approach with Gaussian error distributions. The
resulting posterior distribution is called a “quasi-posterior.”

An important application of our results is finite sample quantification of Bayesian
nonparametric credible bands based on sieve priors. We derive finite sample bounds on
coverage errors of Castillo-Nickl [11] and L*-credible bands in Gaussian white noise
models, linear inverse problems, and (possibly non-Gaussian) nonparametric regression
models; see Section 3.1 ahead for the definition of Castillo-Nickl credible bands. The lit-
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erature on frequentist confidence bands is broad. Frequentist approaches to constructing
confidence bands date back to Smirnov and Bickel-Rosenblatt [50, 6]; see also [15, 19, 30]
for more recent results. In contrast, there are relatively limited results on Bayesian uncer-
tainty quantification based on L*-type norms. [31] study posterior contraction rates in
the L™-norm for 1 < r < oo, and [9] derive sharp posterior contraction rates in the L*°-
norm. [35] derive adaptive posterior contraction rates in the L>-norm for Gaussian white
noise models and density estimation; see also [64] for adaptive posterior contraction rates.
Building on their new BvM theorem, [11] develop credible bands (Castillo-Nickl bands)
based on product priors that have correct frequentist coverage probabilities and at the
same time shrink at (nearly) minimax optimal rates for Gaussian white noise models. [63]
study conditions under which frequentist coverage probabilities of credible bands based
on Gaussian series priors approach one as the sample size increases for nonparametric
regression models with sub-Gaussian errors. [47] establish qualitative results on adaptive
credible bands for Gaussian white noise models. Still, quantitative results on frequen-
tist coverage errors of nonparametric credible bands are scarce. Our quantitative result
complements the qualitative results established by [11] and [63] and contributes to the
literature on Bayesian nonparametrics by developing deeper understanding on Bayesian
uncertainty quantification in nonparametric models. More recently, [60] also derive a
quantitative result on coverage errors of Bayesian credible bands based on Gaussian pro-
cess priors. We will clarify the difference between their results and ours in Section 1.1
ahead.

Notably, our results lead to an implication that supports the use of Bayesian ap-
proaches to constructing nonparametric confidence bands. It is well known that confi-
dence bands based on extreme value theory (such as e.g. those of [6]) perform poorly
because of the slow convergence of Gaussian maxima. In the kernel density estimation
case, [33] shows that confidence bands based on extreme value theory have coverage er-
rors decaying only at the 1/logn rate (regardless of how we choose bandwidths) where n
is the sample size, while those based on bootstrap have coverage errors (for the surrogate
function) decaying polynomially fast in the sample size; see also [15]. Our result shows
that Bayesian credible bands (for the true function in Gaussian white noise models and
linear inverse problems; for the surrogate function in nonparametric regression models)
have also coverage errors decaying polynomially fast in the sample size, implying an ad-
vantage of Bayesian credible bands over confidence bands based on extreme value theory;
see Remarks 3.2 and 3.8 for more details. Another potentially interesting implication of
our analysis of the Castillo-Nickl band is the following. In this paper, we use a sieve prior

that truncates high frequency terms of the function. In a Gaussian white noise model,
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our results show that the coverage error for the true function of the Castillo-Nickl band
decays fast in the sample size (i.e., decays at a polynomial rate in the sample size), and at
the same time the L*°-diameter converges at a minimax optimal rate as long as the cut-
off level 27 is chosen in such a way that 27 ~ (n/logn)"/2s*1) where s is the smoothness
level. This implies that, as long as we confine ourselves to nonadaptive credible bands, a
sieve prior would not be less favorable than a prior that models high-frequency terms of
the function.

The main ingredients in the derivation of the coverage error bound in Section 2 are (i) a
novel Berry—Esseen type bound for the BvM theorem for sieve priors, i.e., a finite sample
bound on the total variation distance between the quasi-posterior distribution based on
a sieve prior and the corresponding Gaussian distribution, and (ii) recent results on high
dimensional CLT on hyperrectangles [14, 17]. Our Berry—Esseen type bound improves
upon existing BvM-type results for sieve priors; see the discussion in Section 1.1. The
high dimensional CLT is used to approximate the sampling distribution of the centering
estimator by the Gaussian distribution that matches with the Gaussian distribution
approximating the (normalized) posterior distribution.

In addition, importantly, derivations of coverage error bounds for nonparametric mod-
els in Section 3 are by no means trivial and require further technical arguments. Specif-
ically, for Gaussian white noise models, we will consider both credible bands based on
centering estimators with fixed cut-off dimensions and without cut-off dimensions, which
require different analyses on bounding the effect of the bias to the coverage error. For
linear inverse problems, we will cover both mildly and severely ill-posed cases. For non-
parametric regression models, we will consider random designs and so can not directly
apply the result of Section 2 since we assume fixed designs in Section 2; hence we have to
take care of the randomness of the design, and to this end, we will employ some empirical

process techniques.

1.1. Literature review and contributions

For a nonparametric regression model, [60] derive finite sample bounds on frequentist
coverage errors of Bayesian credible bands based on Gaussian process priors. They assume
(i) Gaussian process priors, (ii) that the error term follows a sub-Gaussian distribution,
and (iii) that the error variance is known. The present paper markedly differs from [60]
in that (i) we work with possibly non-Gaussian priors; (ii) we allow a more flexible
error distribution; and (iii) we allow the error variance to be unknown. More specifically,

(i) to allow for non-Gaussian priors, we develop novel Berry—Esseen type bounds on
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quasi-posterior distributions in (mildly) high dimensions. (ii) In addition, to weaken the
dimensionality restriction and the moment assumption on the error distribution, we make
use of high-dimensional CLT on hyperrectangles developed in [14, 17]. (iii) Finally, when
the error variance is unknown, the quasi-posterior contraction for the error variance
impacts on the coverage error for the slope vector and so a careful analysis is required
to take care of the unknown variance.

The present paper also contributes to the literature on the BvM theorem in nonpara-
metric statistics, which is now quite broad; see [10, 11, 25, 37, 40, 47] for Gaussian white
noise models, [7, 27] for linear regression models with high dimensional regressors, and
[60, 63] for nonparametric regression models with Gaussian process priors. See [13] for
high-dimensional linear regression under sparsity constraints. Note that [13] also dis-
cusses non-Gaussian error distributions. See also [8, 12, 26, 28, 42, 43, 48] for related
results. We refer the reader to [3, 18, 24, 38] on the BvM theorem for quasi-posterior
distributions.

Importantly, our Berry—Esseen type bound improves on conditions on the critical
dimension for the BvM theorem. [7, 27, 52] study such critical dimensions for sieve
priors. First, [7] does not cover the case with an unknown error variance, while the
results in [27, 52] cover the case with an unknown error variance. Our result is consistent
with the result of [7] when the error variance is assumed to be known. Meanwhile, our
result substantially improves on the results of [27, 52] for the unknown error variance
case. Namely, the results of [27, 52] show that the BvM theorem holds if p* = o(n) under
typical situations when the error variance is unknown, where p is the number of regressors
and n is the sample size; on the other hand, our result shows that the BvM theorem
holds if p?(logn)® = o(n), thereby improving on the condition of [27, 52]. See Remark
2.2 for more details. Our BvM-type result allows us to cover wider smoothness classes
of functions when applied to the analysis of Bayesian credible bands in nonparametric

models.

1.2. Organization and notation

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we consider Bayesian credible
rectangles for the slope vector in an approximately linear regression model and derive
finite sample bounds on frequentist coverage errors of the credible rectangles. In Section
3, we discuss applications of the general result established in Section 2 to nonparametric
models. Specifically, we cover Gaussian white noise models, linear inverse models, and
nonparametric regression models with possibly non-Gaussian errors. In Section 4, we give

a proof of the main theorem (Theorem 2.1). Proofs of the other results are given in [61].
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Throughout the paper, we will obey the following notation. Let || - || denote the Eu-
clidean norm, and let || - || denote the max or supremum norm for vectors or functions.
Let N (i, X) denote the Gaussian distribution with mean vector 4 and covariance matrix
Y. For x € R, let 4 = max{x,0}. For two sequences {a,} and {b,} depending on n,
we use the notation a,, < b, if a,, < ¢b,, for some universal constant ¢ > 0, and a,, ~ b,

if ap, < b, and b, < a,. For any symmetric positive semidefinite matrices A and B,

the notation A < B means that B — A is positive semidefinite. Constants ¢y, cs, ..., ¢,
and ¢1, Ca, ... do not depend on the sample size n and the dimension p. The values of
¢, c1,Ca,...and ¢1,Ca, ... may be different at each appearance.

2. Bayesian credible rectangles

Consider an approximately linear regression model
Y =XpBy+1r+e, (1)

where Y = (Y7,.. ., Yn)T € R™ is a vector of outcome variables, X is an n X p design ma-
trix, B9 € R? is an unknown coefficient vector, r = (r1,...,7,) " € R™ is a deterministic
(i.e., non-random) bias term, and ¢ = (e1,...,e,) " € R™ is a vector of i.i.d. error terms
with mean zero and variance 0 < 02 < co. We are primarily interested in the situation
where the number of regressors p increases with the sample size n, i.e., p = p, — o0 as
n — 0o, but we often suppress the dependence on n for the sake of notational simplicity.
In addition, we allow the error variance of to depend on n, i.e., 0§ = 0§ ,,, which allows
us to include Gaussian white noise models in the subsequent analysis as a special case.
In the general setting, the error variance o3 is also unknown. In the present paper, we
work with the dense model with moderately high-dimensional regressors where 3y need
not be sparse and p = p, may increase with the sample size n but p < n. To be pre-
cise, we will maintain the assumption that the design matrix X is of full column rank,
i.e., rank X = p. The approximately linear model (1) is flexible enough to cover various
nonparametric models such as Gaussian white noise models, linear inverse problems, and
nonparametric regression models, via series expansions of functions of interest in those
nonparametric models; see Section 3.

We consider Bayesian inference on the slope vector §y. To this end, we work under
the quasi-likelihood with a Gaussian distribution on the error £.Namely, we work with

the quasi-likelihood of the form

(B,02) > (2m0%) /26~ IV =XBI*/(20%),
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We assume independent priors on 3 and o2, i.e.,
B~ 0° ~ 1,2, B0, (2)

where we assume that IIg is absolutely continuous with density m, i.e., IIg(dg) = 7(53)dB,
and 1,2 is supported in (0, 00). Then the resulting quasi-posterior distribution for (3, 02)
is

(d(B,02) | V) o (2m02) "/ 2e~ IV =XBI*/29%) 1 8)dBI1,2 (do?),
and the marginal quasi-posterior distribution for 3 is g(dp | Y) = n(8 | Y)d3, where

oIV =X8I%/(20?)
_I1,2(do? | Y).

m(B1Y)=m(B) [ eIV =XBI?/(20%) (3)d3

Here I1,2(do? | Y) denotes the marginal quasi-posterior distribution for o2:

9 B f(27ra2)_"/26_”Y_Xﬂ”2/(2”2)W(B)dﬁﬂgz (do?)
o2 (00 1Y) = ey e T AT O T B) a1 (457

We will assume that II,» may be data-dependent, e.g., Il = §52 for some estimator 7>
of o2 (in that case, Il,2(- | Y) = d52), but I3 is data-independent.
We will derive finite sample bounds on frequentist coverage errors of Bayesian credible

rectangles for the approximately linear model (1) under a prior of the form (2). For a

P

vector ¢ = (c1,...,¢,) " € RP, a positive number R > 0, and a positive sequence {w; jyay

let I(c, R) denote the hyperrectangle of the form
18; — ¢l

wj

)= {8 = (oo )T € R <R 1<y <p).

Let 3 denote the OLS estimator for By with r = 0, i.e., B = B(Y) = (X " X)~'XTY. For
given a € (0, 1), we consider a (1 — a)-credible rectangle of the form I(B\, ﬁa), where the
radius }AEQ is chosen in such a way that the posterior probability of the set I (B, ﬁa) is
1—a,ie, I{I(B,Ra) | Y} =1—qv.

We assume the following conditions on the priors Il and II,2. For R > 0, let

B(R) :={B eR”: [[X(8—Po)|| < Roo} and ¢n,(R):=1— _inf @ , (3)
s.BeBr) | T(B)

where ¢, quantifies “lack of flatness” of the prior density m(/3) around the true value

Bo.

Condition 2.1. There exists a positive constant C1 such that

7(Bo) = 0y Py/det(X T X)n=P.
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Condition 2.2. There exist nonnegative constants 01,082,035 € [0,1) such that with
probability at least 1 — 63, 11,2 ({02 : ’02/08 — 1’ > 51} | Y) < do.

Condition 2.3. The inequality ¢n,(1/+/n) < 1/2 holds.

Condition 2.1 assumes that the prior IIg on 8 has a sufficient mass around its true
value (. Condition 2.2 is an assumption on the marginal posterior contraction for the
error variance o2. Condition 2.2 includes the known error variance case as a special case;
if the error variance is known, then we may take Il,2 = d,2 (Dirac delta at o2) and
01 = d2 = 63 = 0. Condition 2.3 is a preliminary flatness condition on Ilg. More detailed
discussions on these conditions are provided after the main theorem (Theorem 2.1).

We also assume the following conditions on the model.

Condition 2.4. There exists a positive constant Co such that | X(XTX)71 X Tr| <

Ca09+/plogn.

Condition 2.5. There exists a positive constant Cs such that one of the following

conditions holds:

(a) Elle1/(00C5)]9] < 1 for some integer 4 < g < oo;
(b) Elexp{e3/(00C3)*}] < 2.

Condition 2.4 controls the norm of the bias term. Condition 2.5 is a moment condition
on the error distribution. These conditions are sufficiently weak and in particular covers
all the applications we will cover.

The following theorem, which is the main result of this section, provides bounds on
frequentist coverage errors of the Bayesian credible rectangle [ (B, }AEQ) together with
bounds on the “radius” R, of T (B , }A%a) In what follows, let A\ and A denote the max-
imum and minimum eigenvalues of the matrix (X' X)~!, respectively, and let w :=
max{wi,...,wp,} and w := min{ws, ..., w,} denote the maximal and minimal weights,

respectively.

Theorem 2.1 (Coverage errors of credible rectangles). Suppose that Conditions 2.1-
2.4 and either of Condition 2.5 (a) or (b) hold. Then there exist positive constants c;
and co depending only on C1,Ca,Cs and q such that the following hold. For everyn > 2,

we have

[P(50 € 13, Ra)) = (1 - a)|

(4)
.
< ¢, (clx/plogn) +c (61plogn+(52 + 03+ W\/logp—i-g)

T0A
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where 7= (X TX) 7' X Tr| o and
- /6, 1/3
P92 (logn)~9/% + (%@) + (%%) under Condition 2.5 (a)

- 1/6
Cn=qncp 4 (%plogf%m)) under Condition 2.5 (b) -

n—C2pP if €i’s are Gaussian

In addition, there exist positive constants cs and cq depending only on o and w such that
the following two bounds (5) and (6) hold with probability at least

1- Clpl_q/2(10g n)_‘J/2 — 03 wunder Condition 2.5 (a)
1—cin™%P — 63 under Condition 2.5 (b) '

Provided that the right hand side on (4) is smaller than min{a/2, (1—«)/2}, the diameter

~

Ry, is bounded from above as

R, < CgO’oXl/QE{ max |N1/wz|} (5)

1<i<p

for Ni,...,N, ~ N(0,1) i.id., and for sufficiently large p depending only on c, the

diameter Ry is bounded from below as
C40031/2E_1\/10gp < }A%a. (6)

Theorem 2.1 shows that that the frequentist coverage error of the Bayesian credible
rectangle depends on the prior IIg on 8 only through the lack-of-flatness function ¢, .
The discussions below provide a typical bound on ¢r,. We note that the requirement
that the right hand side on (4) is smaller than «/2 is used to derive the upper bound on
I/Ea, while the requirement that the same quantity is smaller than (1 — «)/2 is used to

derive the lower bound on }A%a.

2.1. Discussions on conditions

We first verify that a locally log-Lipschitz prior satisfies Conditions 2.1 and 2.3, providing
an upper bound of ¢, .

Definition 2.1. A locally log-Lipschitz prior is defined as a prior distribution on
such there exists L = L, > 0 with

[log m(B) — logm(Bo)| < L||B — Boll for all B with ||8 — Bol| < aoxl/Q\/plogn.

imsart-bj ver. 2014/10/16 file: YanoKato_BvM_Bernoulli_arXiv.tex date: June 28, 2019



10 K. Yano and K. Kato

Proposition 2.1. For a locally log-Lipschitz prior llg with log-Lipschitz constant L,

we have ¢, (cy/plogn) < cLaoxl/Q\/p logn for any c > 0. Hence the prior llg satisfies
Condition 2.3 if UoLX1/2/\/ﬁ <1/2.

To provide examples of prior distributions on S that satisfy Condition 2.1, we focus
on the following two subclasses of locally log-Lipschitz priors. Let B := ||Sy|| denote the

Euclidean norm of f.

(Isotropic prior) An isotropic prior is of the form w(8) = p(||B]))/ [ p(||B]))dB3 where p
is a probability density function on Ry such that p is strictly positive
and continuously differentiable on [0, B + 00X1/2\/]m], and such that
fooo ok p(z)dr < exp(mklogk) for all k € N for some positive constant m.

(Product prior) A product prior of log-Lipschitz priors is of the form 7(8) = [T4_, m:i(6;)
where each logm; is strictly positive on [0, B + UOX1/2\/W] and L-
Lipschitz for some L>0.

For the sake of exposition, we make the following additional condition to verify that

isotropic or product priors satisfy Condition 2.1.

Condition 2.6. There exists a positive constant ¢ such that log{\/det(X T X)/oh} <
cplogn.

This condition is satisfied in all the applications we will cover in Section 3. The fol-
lowing proposition shows that isotropic or product priors are locally log-Lipschitz priors

satisfying Condition 2.1.

Proposition 2.2. Under Condition 2.6, an isotropic prior and a product prior of log-
Lipschitz priors satisfy Condition 2.1. An isotropic prior is a locally log-Lipschitz prior
with locally log-Lipschitz constant L such that
L<cB max |(log p)' ()]
2:0<z<B+oor 2\ /plogn
for some positive constant ¢ depending only on m and c that appear in the definition
of p and Condition 2.6. In particular, if w(B) is the standard Gaussian density, then
L < e1B?. A product prior of log-Lipschitz priors with log-Lipschitz constant L is locally
log-Lipschitz with L = Ep1/2.
Next, we will discuss Condition 2.2. We consider following two cases:

(Plug-in) Il,2 = Iz2 with G2(Y) := |Y = X(X " X)X TY[|2/(n — p);
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(Full-Bayes) Il is the standard Gaussian distribution and Il,2 is the inverse Gamma
distribution IG (1, u2) with shape parameter gy > 1/2 and scale param-
eter po > 1/2.

The following two propositions yield possible choices of d1,d2, and J3.

Proposition 2.3 (Plug-in). Suppose that Condition 2.5 holds and also that n > cp for
some ¢ > 1. In addition, suppose that 8y > 0 satisfies that & := [, — 2||r|1?/{cd(n —
p)} —1/(n—p)] > 0. Then there exist positive constants ¢c1 and co depending only on c,
Cs and q such that

1 rnax{n’4/q5l_q/2, nlf‘I/2gl_q} under Condition 2.5 (a),

P(jo3/oh — 1] = 61) < -
c1 exp(—can max{6%,67}) under Condition 2.5 (b).

Proposition 2.4 (Full-Bayes). Suppose that Condition 2.5 holds and also n > cp for
some ¢ > 1. In addition, suppose that 8, > 0 satisfies that &, := [6, — 2||r||2/{o2(n —
p)} —1/(n —p)] > 0. Then there exist positive constants ¢; and co depending only on c,
w1, p2, Cs and q such that

(02 : [02/02 = 1] > 61 | V) < c1(ndy) ™"
with probability at least
1—¢ max{nf‘l/qél_qﬂ,nl’q/le_q} under Condition 2.5 (a),
1 — ¢ exp(—can max{3, gf}) under Condition 2.5 (b).
To better understand implications of these propositions, Table 1 summarizes possible

rates of &1, 02, 03 when n > ¢p for some ¢ > 0, ||7||>/n = o(n='/?), and o3 is independent

of n.

Table 1. Possible rates of d1,d2, d3 with respect to n: k is arbitrary.

Condition 2.5 and prior 1 02 o3

(a) and plug-in n—1/2%r/q 0 max{n="/2 nl—*}
(a) and full Bayes n—1/2+r/q n-1/2=K/q max{n—"/2 nl=r}
b) and plug-in n—1/2,/Togn 0 n~1

( plug g

(b) and full Bayes n=1/2\/logn | n=1/2(logn)—1/2 n~!

Remark 2.1 (Comparison with [63]).  Proposition 4.1 in [63] studies possible rates for
01 when a prior for B is Gaussian and the error distribution is sub-Gaussian. Our results
in Propositions 2.3 and 2.4 are compatible with their result up to logarithmic factors

under their setup.
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2.2. Berry—Esseen type bounds on posterior distributions

Before presenting applications of the main theorem, we derive an important ingredient
of the proof of Theorem 2.1, namely, the Berry—Esseen type bound on posterior distribu-
tions. For R > 0, let H(R) be the intersection of the sets {Y € R™ : HX(B(Y) =Bl €
Ry/plognog/4} and {Y € R™ : Il,2(|o%/0d — 1| = 61 | Y) < d2}. For two probability
measures P and @, ||[P — Q||1v denotes the total variation between P and Q.

Proposition 2.5 (Berry—Esseen type bounds on posterior distributions). Under Con-
ditions 2.1-2.3, there exist positive constants c¢1 and co depending only on C1, Cy, C3 such

that for every n > 2,
Hﬂﬁ(- |Y) —,/\/'(B, ag(XTX)_l)HTV < ¢n,(c1y/plogn) + ci(diplogn + 02 +n~2F)
whenever Y € H(cq).

Proposition 2.6. Under Conditions 2.4 and 2.5, there exist positive constants ¢y and

co depending only on Cs, Cs, and q such that

c1p' =92 (logn)~92 + 53 under Condition 2.5 (a),

P(Y ¢ H(c1)) <

c1n” P 4 03 under Condition 2.5 (b).
Remark 2.2 (Critical dimension for the Bernstein—von Mises theorem). The previous
propositions immediately lead to the critical dimension for the BuM theorem. We will
compare our result with the results on the critical dimension by [7, 28, 52]. In this com-
parison, we assume a locally log-Lipschitz prior with locally log-Lipschitz constant L; that

—1/2

IBoll and L are independent of n; and that 00X1/2 ~n . The following are a summary

of the existing results:

o [28] shows that when the error distribution has a smooth density with known scale
parameter, the BuM theorem holds if p*logp = o(n) and some additional assump-
tions are verified;

o [52] shows that when the high-dimensional local asymptotic normality holds, the
BuM theorem holds if p* = o(n); see also [45];

e [7] shows that when the error distribution is Gaussian with known variance, the
BuM theorem holds if plogn = o(n).

Our result (Propositions 2.1, 2.3, 2.5, and 2.6) improves on [28, 52] in that
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Bayesian credible sets in moderately high dimensions 13

e when the error variance is assumed to be known (i.e., & = d3 = d5 = 0), our
result implies that the BuM theorem (for the quasi-posterior distribution) holds if
plogn = o(n) and if the error distribution has finite fourth moment. Compared to
[28], our result substantially improves on the critical dimension by employing the
Gaussian likelihood even when the Gaussian specification is incorrect;

e when the error variance is unknown, our result shows that the BuM theorem holds
for B if p*(logn)® = o(n) for sub-Gaussian error distributions, thereby improving
on the condition of [52].

Importantly, our result covers the unknown error variance case, which makes our anal-
ysis different from [7]. In nonparametric regression, it is usually the case that the error
variance is unknown, and hence it is important to consider unknown variance cases in
such an application. If the error distribution is Gaussian with a known error variance,

our result is consistent with [7].

3. Applications

In this section, we consider applications of the general results developed in the previous
sections to quantifying coverage errors of Bayesian credible sets in Gaussian white noise
models, linear inverse problems, and (possibly non-Gaussian) nonparametric regression
models.

3.1. Gaussian white noise model

We first consider a Gaussian white noise model and analyze coverage errors of Castillo-

Nickl credible bands. Consider a Gaussian white noise model

QY () = fo(t)dt + %dW(t), teo1],
where dW is a canonical white noise and fj is an unknown function. We assume that fy is
in the Holder-Zygmund space BS, ., with smoothness level s > 0. It will be convenient to
define the Holder-Zygmund space B, ., by using a wavelet basis. Let S > s be an integer
and fix sufficiently large Jo = Jo(S). Let {¢s 1 : 0 <k <270 =1} U{tp: Jo < 1,0 <
k < 2! — 1} be an S-regular Cohen-Daubechies-Vial (CDV) wavelet basis of L2[0, 1].
Then the Holder-Zygmund space B3, ., is defined by BS, . = {f : || fl|ps _ < oo} with

00,00

IfllBs, . = max [{Gyr f)|+ sup 2D (g, £,
’ 0<ks2/0-1 Jo<I<00,0<k<2—1
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14 K. Yano and K. Kato

where (-,-) denotes the L?[0,1] inner product, i.e., (f,g) := f[O,l] f(®)g(t)dt. In what
follows, for the notational convention, let 1,11 1= ¢,k for 0 <k < 2J0 _ 1.
Consider a sieve prior for f, that is, a prior deduced from a prior IIg on R2” with
J = Jo via the map (B,-1,0,850-1,1,- -, Br-120-1-1) &= D2 pyez(s) Yue(-)Brk, where
I(J):={(l,k): Jo<I<T—1,0< k<2 =13 U{(l,k): l=Jo— 1,0 < k<20 — 1},
For given o € (0,1), the (1 — a)-Castillo-Nickl credible band based on an efficient

estimator f, an admissible sequence w = (w1, ws, . ..), and a sieve prior Ilg is defined as

Cw(f,ﬁa) = {f: sup [f = )] < Ea}
(Lk)EZoo wq
where Zoo = {(Lk) : Jo <1 < 00,0 < k <2 —1}U{(lLbk) : 1l = Jp— 1,0 <
k < 270 — 1}, and an admissible sequence w is defined as a positive sequence such
that wl/\/z T oo as | — oo. The radius ﬁa of the band is taken in such a way that
HB{CW(Z(l,k)GI(J)<ﬁ Vi)V, R.) | Y} =1 — a. Truncating a centering estimator en-
sures that such radius indeed exists for a sieve prior.

The following proposition derives bounds on the coverage error and the L°°-diameter
of the Castillo-Nickl credible band based on a sieve prior. In the following proposition,
We use foo 1= Z(l,k)eloo Uik [YikdY (which converges almost surely in Mo(w)) as a
centering estimator. See p. 1946 of [11] for the definition of My(w) and well-definedness
of foo. Let

wy = inf wl/\/z, vy = max w[/\/z, and Wy =
J<I<o0

max  wj.
Jo—1<I<T—1 Jo—1<I<T—1

In addition, let H := {Y : SUP J< )< o0 0<ke2i—1 | (fo — Fror Wr)|/wy < Ry }. For simplicity,
we assume that I < w; for Jy — 1 <1< oo and 1 < (J/E?,)u% T oo as J — oo.

Proposition 3.1.  Under Conditions 2.1 and 2.3 for g withp = 27, X = I,,, and oo =
1/+/n, there exist positive constants c1,ca depending only on Cy appearing in Condition
2.1 such that the following hold. For n > 2, we have

IP(fo € Cw(ono, }A%a)) - (1—=a)|] < én, (c1 \/2Jlogn) + cln*czzl +P(Y ¢ H)

In addition, there exist positive constants c3,cq depending only on « such that the fol-
lowing hold. Assume that the right hand side above except P(Y ¢ H) is smaller than
min{a/2, (1 — «)/2}. Then

]P’(Y ¢ f{) < e (efcélJ(J/m?,)u?, T n,CﬂJ)
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Bayesian credible sets in moderately high dimensions 15

for sufficiently large J depending only on o and {w;}; and the L -diameter of the inter-
section CB(foo, Ra) = Cu(foos Ra) N{[ : | fllBs, . < B} for any B > 0 is bounded from

above as
297 —Js
sup [f =9l <3 (UJ\/T+2 JB)

f,gEC (foovRa)

with probability at least 1 — cln—cﬂ‘],

Proof sketch of Proposition 3.1. First, we transform the Gaussian white noise model
into a Gaussian infinite sequence model Y, i, = Boix + €1k, (I, k) € Zso, where By =
(fo, Vi) for (I, k) € Zoo, and g, are 1.i.d. N(0,1/n) variables. Second, we apply Theo-
rem 2.1. Let Yoo = {Yix : (Ik) € Zoo} and observe that P(Y ¢ H) = P(Ys, € H') with
H ={Y: SUp ;g o<k<2i—1 1Yk — Bokl/wr < R.}. Since

P(fo € Culfoo, Ra)) = < max |err/wi] \/ sup ek /wi] < ﬁa) ,

(L,k)eZ(J) J<I<00,0<k<2l—1

we have

P(fo € Col s Ra)) ~ P (o e un] < R )| < B0 ¢ 1)

Then we apply Theorem 2.1 with p =27, Y = {V, . : (I,k) € Z(J)}, X = I,, 00 = 1//n,
and r = 0 to obtain bounds on P(max pez(s ler,r/wi| < R.) and R,. It remains to

bound P(Y,, ¢ H "). To this end, we use the concentration inequality for the Gaussian
maximum together with a high-probability lower bound on ﬁa. The detail can be found
in Appendix C.1 of [61]. O

Remark 3.1 (Coverage error rates). The finite sample bound in Proposition 3.1 leads
to the following asymptotic results as n — oo. In this discussion, we assume a locally
log-Lipschitz prior with locally log-Lipschitz constant L = L, and a true function fo
with || follps, . < B for some B = B,,. Set 27 = (n/logn)"/ @Y and set w, = V1 for
[<J-1 andwlzulﬂforl2J with u; T o0 as | — oo. Then we have

[P(fo € CJ(f, Ra)) = (1= )| < O(Ln(n/logn)~*/***V)  and (7)

sup [|f = glloo < O(Bn(n/logn) /1), (8)
f,gGC (foo a)

where the latter holds with probability at least 1—01n7C221 (the sequence {w;} here depends
on n, but we can apply Proposition 3.1; see Remark C.1 in [61] for the detail). In par-
ticular, for the standard Gaussian prior, the coverage error is O(B2(n/logn)=s/(2s+1)),
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16 K. Yano and K. Kato

We note that the above asymptotic results are derived from the mon-asymptotic result
in Proposition 3.1 where the constants do no depend on fy; hence the above asymptotic
results hold uniformly in fo as long as || follps, . < B. The same comments apply to the

subsequent results.

Remark 3.2 (Comparison of coverage errors).  The previous remark shows that Bayesian
credible bands have coverage errors (for the true function) decaying polynomially fast in
the sample size n. This rate is much faster than that of confidence bands based on Gum-
bel approximations (see Proposition 6.4.3 in [32]); confidence bands based on Gumbel
approzimations have coverage errors decaying only at the 1/logn rate. In the kernel den-
sity estimation case, [33] shows that confidence bands based on Gumbel approximations
have coverage errors decaying only at the 1/logn rate, while bootstrap confidence bands

have coverage errors decaying polynomially fast in n for the surrogate function.

Remark 3.3 (Undersmothing). In most cases, a priori bound on || folps,  is un-
known, and so B = B,, should be chosen as a slowly divergent sequence, which can be
thought of as a “undersmoothing” penalty (cf. [11] Remark 5). Interestingly, however, our
result shows that this undersmoothing penalty only affects the L -diameter and not affect
the coverage error of the band, which is a sharp contrast with standard L -confidence

bands for densities or regression functions.

Consider another centering estimator: J?J = E(z k)ET(T) Uik f¢17de. The following
proposition derives bounds on the coverage error and the L*°-diameter of the Castillo—
Nickl credible band based on a sieve prior and the centering estimator fJ We use the

same notation uy, vy, Wy as in the previous proposition. Let

Hy = {Y : sup [(fo, Yik)|/w < ﬁa} .
J<I<00,0<k<2I—1

For simplicity, we assume v/1 < w; for Jy — 1 <1 < oo.

Proposition 3.2. Under Conditions 2.1 and 2.8 for Uz with p = 27, X = I, and
oo = 1/\/n, there exist positive constants ci,ca,cs3 depending only on C appearing in
Condition 2.1 and « such that the following hold. For n > 2 and for B > 0 satisfying
| follps. . < B, we have

P(fo € Culfs, Ra)) = (1= )| < ém, (e1v/27Togn) + exn™ 2’ + P(V ¢ Hy).
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Bayesian credible sets in moderately high dimensions 17

In addition, assume that the right hand side above except P(Y & ﬁg) is smaller than
min{a/2, (1—)/2}. Then the L®-diameter of the intersection CB(f;, Ry) := Cu(f7, Ro)N
{f:IfllBs, . < B} is bounded from above as

2JJ —Js
sup ||f —gllo <3 |vs\/— +277°B
£,9€CE (f1,Ra) "

with probability at least 1 —cin=2%" . If in addition (V@ B)/(uyJ27H2Y 10 as J —
oo, then P(Y ¢ ﬁz) < cyn—e2?’ for sufficiently large J depending only on «, {w;}, and
B.

A proof of the proposition is given in Appendix C.2 of [61].

Remark 3.4 (Choice of the sequence w). Consider the same setting as in Remark 3.1.
Then we have (/nw@yB)/(uyJ27T1/2) = O(B/uy) and so the sequence u; must satisfy
wy /B, — 00 asn — 0o to ensure that (/n@;B)/(uyJ27+t1/2)) L 0 as J — co. Without

this exception, the same asymptotic results hold as in Remark 3.1.

3.2. Linear inverse problem

In this section we extend the previous analysis to a linear inverse problem

%dW(t), te0,1],

where K is a known linear operator and fj is included in the Holder-Zygmund space

dY (t) = K(fo)(t)dt +

B3, « for some s > 0 as described in the previous section. To describe the degree of ill-
posedness, we use the wavelet-vaguelette decomposition {4 . vl(ylk), ’Ul(12k), Kk (k) € Ioo}
of K, where {1} is a wavelet basis (with the same notational convention used in
the previous subsection), {vl(lk)} and {vl@k) } are near-orthogonal functions, and {k;}
are quasi-singular values such that K (¢ %) = m,kvl(?k) for (I,k) € Z. For details, see
[1, 23, 38, 36] and references therein. Our results cover both mildly ill-posed and severely
ill-posed cases for {x;x}. Say that the problem of recovering fy is mildly ill-posed if
Kk ~ 2= for some r > 0, and severely ill-posed if Ky 3 ~ e~ "2 for some r > 0.

We consider a sieve prior induced from a prior IIg on R2” with J > Jy via expanding
the function f using the wavelet basis {t¢; }. For given o € (0,1), consider the (1 —
a)-Castillo-Nickl credible band for f based on a sieve prior IIz and a sequence w =
(w1, wa,...) such that ming<,<or_4 Ky pw /11 oo as | — oo

Cw(fm,ﬁa) = {f © max w < }Aia},

(Lk)eLo wy
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18 K. Yano and K. Kato

where the centering estimator is foo = Z(l,k)el’m 1/117;6&;,61 fvl(ylk)dY, which converges
almost surely in Mg (w). See the supplement for well-definedness of foo. In linear inverse
problems, the radius R,, is chosen in such a way as I[Ig (Cw(z(l,k)eI(J) <];0; VL)Wl kes ﬁa) |
Y) =1— «, where IIg(- | Y) is the quasi-posterior under the likelihood of the truncated
indirect Gaussian sequence model: fvl(ﬁlk)dY = KB + ﬁ fvl(ylk)dW for (I, k) € Z(J).
This slight modification using the quasi-posterior as well as truncating the centering
estimator is required to apply the main theorem; see the proof sketch below.

The following theorem derives bounds on the coverage error of the Castillo-Nickl cred-
ible band in the linear inverse problem. We use the same notation w; as in the previous
section. Let uy := inf j<; g<peoi_1 K1 pwr/VI and vy = SUD 1, <1<J—1,0<k<2! -1 wpwi VI
In addition, let %y := maxqnez(s) kirk and let £; = ming pez(y) fi k- Let L be de-
note the 27 x 27 covariance matrix of { [ vl()lk)dY . (I,k) € Z(J)}. Finally, let Hy =
{Y @ supyqocncar—1 {f — foo,1/117k>|/wl < R,}. For simplicity, we assume that 1 <
{JY2)(Ryws)}uy T oo as J — oo.

Proposition 3.3. Under Conditions 2.1 and 2.5 for llg withp =27, X = »-12diag{
ki : (I,k) € Z(J)}, and o9 = 1, there exist positive constants c1,ce depending only on
Cy appearing in Condition 2.1, K, and {¢11 : (I,k) € Iso} such that the following hold.

Forn > 2, we have

P(fo € Cop(foos Ra)) — (1 — a)’ < ¢, (01\/2J10gn) +en—? £ B(Y ¢ Hy).

In addition, there exist positive constants cs,cqy > 0 depending only on «, K, and {1y :
(I,k) € Ioo} such that the following hold. Assume that the right hand side above except
P(Y & Hs) is smaller than min{a/2, (1 — a)/2}. Then,

for sufficiently large J depending only on o, {wi}, K, and {1 : (I,k) € Ioo}; and the
L>°-diameter of CB(fao; Ra) = Cuw(foor Ra) N {f : ||f] Bs, . S B} for any B > 0 is

bounded from above as

270 .
sup  |[f —glle <3| vy - +277°B
£,9€CE (fo ,Ra) "yn

622‘]

with probability at least 1 — cin™

Proof sketch of Proposition 3.3. The proofis almost the same as that of Proposition
3.1, but it requires an additional analysis due to the non-orthogonality of {’Ul(lk) (LK) e
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Too}- First, we transform the indirect Gaussian white noise model into an indirect Gaus-
sian sequence model via {’Ul(lk) c(Lk) € I} lN/lJC = KikBoik + &k, (I,k) € I, where
Boak = (fo, Y1) for (I,k) € I and & are (dependent) jointly Gaussian variables.
Then

P(fo € Cu(foo, Ra)) = P < sup |y Yok — Bo.kl/wi < §a> .
(l,k)EZo

Second, we apply Theorem 2.1. Let Yo, = {)N/lk : (I,k) € Io} and observe that P(Y ¢
Hs) = P(Yoo & Hj) with Hj = {Yao : SUD ¢ g<hcar—1 Ky Yik — Bokl/wi < Ra}. Then

B € Culls B~ B (s 04 Tis = Bl < R )| < P # 7).

Consider the linear regression model with p = 27, Y = 2_1/2(}7,]0,110, . ,}?],172171,1)T,
X =SV 2diag{ri : (I,k) € Z(J)}, Bo = (Bo,so—1,0+---+Bog—120-1-1) , 7 =0, 09 = 1,
and e = X7Y2(5;_1,0,...,85 197-1_1)" ~N(0,I,). For this model, the OLS estimator
is B = (XTX)"IXTY = (nlf,clﬁ,k)(l,k)ez(J), and so
P ( o T B/ < fza) — B(fo < I(B, o))

with weights w; , = w; for (I, k) € Z(J). Thus we can apply Theorem 2.1 to obtain bounds
on P(max kyez(.s) |l<~'l_kl§~/zk — Boik|/w < Ea) and IAEQ. It remains to bound ]P’(lN/OO g ﬁé),
which is similar to the final step of the proof of Proposition 3.3. The detail can be found
in Appendix C.3 of [61]. O

Remark 3.5 (Coverage error rates in linear inverse problems). Consider a locally log-
Lipschitz prior with locally log-Lipschitz constant L = L,,. We assume a true function fo
with || follBs, .. < B for some B = By,. Set J as follows: for a (positive) constant c with
c<1/(2r),
0 _ (n/logn)/@s+2r+0) in mildly ill-posed cases (Case M);

clogn in severely ill-posed cases (Case S).
Set w; = (Maxogp<ol—1 kig) VI for 1 < J —1 and w, = w(mingcp<or 1 ki) "V for
I > J with u; T oo as | — co. Then we have

O(L,(n/logn)=s/Cst2r+1)y in Case M

IP(fo € Culf, Ba)) = (1 — )] < , and
O(Ly(logn)~—*) in Case S
O(B,,(n/logn)=s/2st2r+1)) in Case M
s N~ glle < ’ , ,
F.9€CE™ (foo Ra) O(By(logn)™*) in Case S
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20 K. Yano and K. Kato

where the latter holds with probability at least 1 — clnfc221 (again the sequence {w;} here
depends on n but we can apply Proposition 3.3; see Remark C.2 in [61] for the detail).

3.3. Nonparametric regression model

Finally we consider a nonparametric regression model

Yi= fo(Ti) +ei, i=1,...,n,

where € = (£1,...,&,) " is the vector of i.i.d. error terms with mean zero and variance o3
and Ty, ..., T, are an i.i.d. sample with values in [0, 1]. For simplicity, we assume that e
and {T; :i=1,...,n} are independent, and oy does not depend on n.

We consider a sieve prior for fy. To this end, we use p basis functions {w;) ():1<j5<

p}, and constrict a credible band for f of the form

2oL FO=F0) .
C(f’R”‘{f'H [0l HofRa}’

where f(-) := . wf(-)ﬁj with 3 := argming > (Vi —>0_, 47 (T3)B;5)?, R, is chosen
in such a way that I {C(f,Rs) | Y} = 1 — a, and ¢P(-) := (¥P("),... JE())T. We
consider a prior II; of f induced from a sieve prior Iz on R? via the map (81, ..., 5p) —
Z?:l ﬂﬂ/’?(')-

The setting of the nonparametric regression is different from that of Section 2 in that
the regressors T, ...,7T;, are stochastic. Due to this additional randomness, we need
an additional analysis to develop bounds on the coverage error and the L°°-diameter
of the band. To this end, we modify Conditions 2.1 and 2.3, and add conditions on
the basis functions Let ¢P(-) = ¢P(-)/[vP ()], §p = supgepoq VPP, and Bo =
argmingE[(fo(T1) — ¢?(T1) " B)?]. For R > 0, let

m(5)

B(R):={B: 18— Boll <n Y?R} and oén,(R):=1— _inf —=.
8,8eB(R) T(B)

Condition 3.1. There exists a positive constant Cy such that 7(Bg) = n= 1P,
Condition 3.2. The inequality 5115(1/\/5) < 1/2 holds.

Condition 3.3. There exist strictly positive constants b and b such that the eigenvalues
of the p x p matriz (E[y} (T1)Y5 (T1)])1<ij<p are included in [1_72,1_72].
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Condition 3.4. There exist positive constants Cy and Cs such that

DP (1) — P (#
log&, < Cylogp and log sup M

< Cslogp.
t#t’€[0,1] |t - tl| h

Conditions 3.1 and 3.2 are versions of Conditions 2.1 and 2.3 under stochastic re-
gressors. Condition 3.3 is standard. Condition 3.4 is not restrictive; for example, this
condition holds for Fourier series, Spline series, CDV wavelets, and local polynomial
partition series; see [5] for details.

The following proposition derives bounds on the coverage error and the L°°-diameter
of C(f. Ra). Let 7 = \/E(fo(T) — 9P (11) Bo)ls 7o i= fo() = %() Bolloc, and
7= |[Ifo(-) = P ()T Bol /1P (-)Il]| . - These parameters quantify the approximation errors

by the basis functions.

Proposition 3.4. Under Conditions 3.1-3.4 together with Conditions 2.2 and 2.5, there
exist positive constants c1, ¢y depending only on C4, . ..,Cs, b,b, and q appearing in these

conditions such that the following hold. For n > 2 and any sufficiently small 6 > 0, we

have
IP(fo € C(f, Ra)) — (1 —a)
25 (9)
¢Hﬁ ( logn)+62+63+01( +51p10gn+<n+’yn),
where
2
Yo = 107;”% + max{l, (pgﬁ/n)l/Z} roon® logp + V/nr /—1ng and

2 1/2 2 1/6
n%(logn)7/6 max { (%’) n/4(logn)'/?, (%p) } under Condition 2.5 (a)

n’ (logn)™/° (&3 /n)

In addition, there exists a positive constant cs depending only on o and b such that the

1/6 under Condition 2.5 (b)

following holds: provided that the right hand side on (9) is smaller than a/2, we have

sup || — gl < c34/&5(logp)/n
f,gEC(f,Ra)

with probability at least 1 — 03 — c1{/nTv/logp + n=2P}.
We note that the proof of Proposition 3.4 does not use a lower bound on }AEQ in
Theorem 2.1 (more precisely, its version for random designs). Hence we do not have to

assume that the right hand side on (9) is smaller than (1 — «)/2; see the discussion after
Theorem 2.1.
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Remark 3.6 (Magnitudes of §,, T2, T, and 7).  For typical basis functions including
Fourier series, spline series, and CDV wavelets, we have &, < \/p; see Section & in [5].
If fo is in the Holder—Zygmund space with smoothness level s > 0, then To ~ Too ~ p~°
for an S-regular CDV wavelet basis with S > s. For other bases and other function
classes, bounds on T2 and T~ can be found in approximation theory; see e.g. [22] and
Section 3 in [5]. Finally, for the Haar wavelet basis, we have T ~ To/\/p, since T <
Too/ infycio.1) ([P () ||; for periodic S-regular wavelets, we also have T ~ Too /\/p as shown

in Appendixz C.4.3 of [61].

Remark 3.7 (Coverage error rates for the true function). Consider the unknown vari-

ance case. Assume that there exists a constant s > 1/2 such that 7o ~ Too ~ p~%,

T o~ pfsfl/Q

,and §, < \/p. Assume also that the error distribution is Gaussian (for
the non-Gaussian case, add (, to the bound on the coverage error). We use a locally
log-Lipschitz prior with locally log-Lipschitz constant L = L,, on 8 and use the estimator
5% = 52 as in Proposition 2.3. Take p ~ (n/logn)Y/ st Vb, with a positive nondecreasing

sequence b, = O(logn). In this case, we have

|P(fo € C(f, Ra)) = (1 = )]
—s/(2s+1) —(s—1/2)/(2s+1)
1/2 n logn
( 0gn> b/~ + (—logn> by, logn + " i3 and
n —s/(2s+1)
w17 =gl < € (o) b2,
f.9€C(f Ra) logn

/bs+1/2

where the latter holds with probability at least 1 — ¢y (logn) , and the constant C' is

independent of n.

Remark 3.8 (Coverage error rates for the surrogate function). Consider coverage er-
rors for the surrogate function fo, = ¢P(-)" By when the error distribution is Gaussian.

In this case, since Too = T =7 = 0, we have

O((n/logn)~C=Y/2/Cs+ Dy ogn)  and
O((n/logn)~*/Z+Dp/2)

P(fo,p € C(f. Ra) — (1 — @)

sup  [[f — gl
f.g€C(F.Ra)

<
<

where the latter holds with probability at least 1 — ¢; exp{—ca(n/logn)*/ st} This
shows that Bayesian credible bands have coverage errors (for the surrogate function)

decaying polynomially fast in the sample size n in nonparametric regression models.
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4. Proof of Theorem 2.1

4.1. Supporting lemmas

We begin with stating some supporting lemmas that will be used in the proof of Theorem
2.1. They include the high-dimensional CLT on hyperrectangles, the anti-concentration
inequality for the Gaussian distribution, Anderson’s lemma, and the concentration in-
equality for the Gaussian maximum.

The high-dimensional CLT on hyperrectangles is stated as follows: in the following
lemma, let Z7,...,7Z, be independent p-dimensional random vectors with mean zero.
Let Z;; (i =1,...,n,j =1,...,p) denote the j-th coordinate of Z;. Let Z, . .,Zl be
independent centered p-dimensional Gaussian vectors such that each Z has the same
covariance matrix as Z;. Let A" be the class of all closed hyperrectangles in RP: for
any A € A", A is of the foom A = {f# € R? : g, < 5 < @;, 1 < Vi < p} with
(a1,...,a,)" €RP and (ai,...,a,)" € RP. We assume the following three conditions:

H1. There exists b > 0 such that n~* Dy IE[Z%] >bforalll <j<p;
H2. There exists a sequence B,, > 1 such that n=' 31" | E[|Z;;|*"*] < B} for all 1 <
j<pandfor k=1,2;
H3. Either one of the following two conditions holds:
(a) There exists an integer 4 < ¢ < oo such that E[(maxi<;<p|Zi;|/Bn)?] < 1 for
all 1 <i < n;

)

(b) Elexp(|Zi;|/Brn)] <2foralll<i<nand1l<j<p.

Lemma 4.1 (High dimensional CLT on hyperrectangles; Proposition 2.1 in [17]). Let

]P’(Zn:Zi/\/ﬁeA> —]P’(iZ/ﬁeA)‘.

Under Conditions H1-HS3, there exists a positive constant ¢1 such that

AcAre

1/6 1/3
c1 (M) +c (%) under Condition H3 (a),

1/6
& (M) under Condition H3 (b).

n

The constant ¢; depends only on b appearing in Condition H1 and q appearing in Con-
dition HS3.

Next we state the anti-concentration inequality for the Gaussian distribution, Ander-

son’s lemma, and the concentration inequality for the Gaussian maximum.
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Lemma 4.2 (Anti-concentration inequality for the Gaussian distribution; [41]). Let
Z = (Z1,...,Z,)" be a centered Gaussian random vector in RP with 0]2 =E[Z;]*>0
for all 1 < j < p. Let g := min{o;}. There exists a universal positive constant ¢ such
that for every z = (z1,...,2,)" € RP and R >0,

- R
v:i=7(R):=P(Z; <zj+ R1<Vj<p)—P(Z; <z 1<Vj<p) <ca—+/logp.
a

Lemma 4.3 (Anderson’s lemma; Corollary 3 in [2]). Let S and X be symmetric positive
semidefinite p X p matrices, and let C be a symmetric convex set in RP. If ¥ — 3 is positive

semidefinite, then P(Z € C) <P(Z € C) for Z ~ N(0,%) and Z ~ N(0,%),

Lemma 4.4 (Concentration inequality for the Gaussian maximum; Theorem 2.5.8. in
[32]). Let Ny,...,N, ~N(0,1) i.i.d. and let {w;}Y_; be a positive sequence with w =
minj<j<p w;. Then for every R > 0,

ol o 22
]P’( max |N;/w;| E[fgig)(p'NZ/le” > R) < 2exp(—w*R?/2).

1<i<

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1

We only prove the theorem under Condition 2.5 (a). The proof under Condition 2.5 (b)
is done by replacing Lemma 4.1 (a) by Lemma 4.1 (b).

The proof is divided into two parts. We first derive an upper bound on the coverage
error [P(Bo € I(B(Y), Ra)) — (1 — @) and then bound the radius Ry of I(3(Y), Ra).

Step 1: Upper bound on the coverage error

We start with proving that R, concentrates on the (1 — a)-quantile of some distribution
with high probability. Let ¢ be the upper bound in Proposition 2.5. From Proposition

2.5, we have

[ Ts(I(B(Y), Ra) | Y) =N (I(B(Y), Ra) | B(Y),08(XTX)™")| <C for Y € H,
=l—«
where recall that H = {Y : | X(B(Y) = Bo)|| < c1v/plognoe/4} N{Y : M,2(|o2 /02 —
1 >0, | Y) < &2} Let S ~ N(0,(XTX)™!) and let G be the distribution func-
tion of &g max{|e&)7i§|/wi}, Wherf C).i is theA p-dimensional unit VectoAr whose i-th
component is 1. Now since N(I(B(Y),Ra) | B(Y),03(X X)) = G(R.), we have
|(1 — @) — G(Ry)| < C for Y € H. This implies

G '1l-—a-0)<Ra <G '(1—a+0) for Y € H, (10)
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where G~! denotes the quantile function of G.

Next, we will derive an upper bound on P(8y € I(B(Y), Ra))—(1—a) (the lower bound
follows similarly). Let p be the constant in Lemma 4.1 when Z; = n(X ' X)"1Xj.¢; for
j=1,...,n, where X;. = (X;1,...,X;,)" for j =1,...,n. For R > 0, let v(R) be the
constant in Lemma 4.2 when Z = 0,S. Finally, let 7 := (X " X)~'X Tr. From inequality
(10) and by the definitions of p, G, and 7, we have

P(ﬁo € I(B\(Y)vﬁa)) - (1 - a)
< ]P’( max {|e(Tp)7i(XTX)’1XT(5 +r)l/w} <G 1—a+Q)) - (1-a) + P(Y ¢ H)

gP( max{|e(p) (005 +7)|/wi} < G711 —a—l—Z)) —(I=a)+p+P(Y ¢H)
<Y(I7llse) +C+p +P(Y & H).

Proposition 2.6 gives an upper bound on P(Y ¢ H). From Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, we obtain
the following bounds on p and ~: For some ¢; > 0 depending only on ¢,

~\ 1/6 3 ~\ 1/3
| (plog"(pn) X plog®(pn) A . H Moo f—
p<01{<TX + WX and7 1/2 log s

which completes Step 1.

Step 2: Upper bound on the maz-diameter

We start with deriving a high-probability upper bound on }/Ea using the quantile function
F~1 of maxi<i<p | N;/w;| for independent standard Gaussian random variables {N; : i =

1,...,p}. From Lemma 4.3, we have

]P’(lrgax |N; /w;| < R/(Uo)\l/2)) < P(llglgprogi/wﬂ < R) for R > 0.

Together with inequality (10), we have
Ry < 00X1/2F_1(1 —a+() forY € H. (11)

Next, we will bound F~1(1 — a + ¢)/E[max;<i<p |N;i/w;|]. From Lemma 4.4, there

exists ¢ > 1 depending only on « and w such that

]P)(lrglaprV Jw;| — [lrgaé( | N; /wlﬂ CQE{lrgaX |N/wZ|D <a—af2<a-—C(.

Therefore, by the definition of F~!, we have
Fﬁl(l—a—i-Z):inf{R ]P( rilax |N; Jw;| > )ga—Z}

<1+ Jwil |
<(1+ CQ)ELIQ?SXP |Nl/wl|}
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Together with (11), we obtain the desired upper bound on R..

Step 3: Lower bound on the max-diameter
As in Step 2, we have

onl/zw_lﬁ_l(l —a—C() < RaforYeH (12)
Next, we will show that ﬁ_l(l —a— () > ¢3v/logp for some constant ¢3 depending only
on «. From the Paley-Zygmund inequality, we have for 6 € [0, 1],

o (E[max;<i<p |Ni|])?

[(maxy <i<p |Ni)?)

IP’( max |N;| > 91E[ max |Ni|D > (1-0) (13)

1<i<p 1<i<p

From Lemma 4.4 together with the inequality E[maxi<i<, |N;|] = Iogp/12, there exists

a universal positive constant ¢4 such that

E[( max |Ni|)2} < (E[ max |Ni|D2(1 +2/\/Togp), (14)

1<i<p 1<i<p
where we have used use Lemma 4.4 to deduce that

2
2 2 o0 — —]E[max i N1}> 2
EK max |N1|> } < (E{ max |N1|D +4/ te (t 1isp INil] ) /2
E[max<i<p | Nil]

1<i<p 1<i<p

< (E[ max |N1-|D2+'55(E[ max |N1-|} +1)

1<i<p 1<i<p

for some universal positive constant ¢s. Let n := (1 4+ «)/2. Take p such that 1/{1 +

¢s//1ogp} = (n+1)/2, and take 8% =1 — +/(2n)/(n + 1). Then, from inequalities (13)
and (14), we have

o (E[max; <i<p | Ni[])? .

p( Nl > 0;E| Nil|) = (-0 >n>a+dC
e [Nl > 0o | mat ING]) > (U= o) g, e a7 =72 @ T
Thus we have
F(1—a=0) > 0| max |Ni|| > (02/12)v/logp. (15)
<i<p
Together with (12), we obtain the desired lower bound on Ra. O

5. Conclusion

We have studied finite sample bounds on frequentist coverage errors of Bayesian credible

rectangles to approximately linear regression models with moderately high dimensional
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regressors. As an application, we have shown that Bayesian credible bands have coverage
errors (for the true function) decaying polynomially fast in the sample size in Gaussian
white noise models and linear inverse problems; the similar results hold for the surro-
gate function in nonparametric regression models. This supports the use of Bayesian

approaches to constructing nonparametric confidence bands.

6. Acknowledgement

We are thankful to the Editor, the Associate Editor, and anonymous referees for their
helpful comments. K. Yano is supported by the Grant-in-Aid for Young Scientists from
the JSPS (19K20222) and by JST CREST (JPMJCR1763).

Supplementary Material

Supplement to “On frequentist coverage errors of Bayesian credible sets in
high dimensions”

(; .pdf). The supplementary material contains the proofs omitted in the main text.

References

[1] ABRAMOVICH, F. and SILVERMAN, B. (1998). Wavelet decomposition approaches
to statistical inverse problems. Biometrika 85 115-129.

[2] ANDERSON, T. (1955). The integral of a symmetric unimodal function over a sym-
metric convex set and some probability inequalities. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 6 170—
176.

[3] ATCHADE, Y. (2017). On the contraction properties of some high-dimensional quisi-
posterior distributions. Ann. Statist. 45 2248-2273.

[4] BARAUD, Y. (2000). Model selection for regression on a fixed design. Probab. Theory
Relat. Fields 117 467-493.

[5] BELLONI, A., CHERNOZHUKOV, V., CHETVERIKOV, D. and KaTo0, K. (2015). Some
new asymptotic theory for least squares series: Pointwise and uniform results. J.
Econometrics 186 345-366.

[6] BIcKEL, P. and ROSENBLATT, M. (1973). On Some Global Measures of the Deriva-
tions of Density Function Estimates. Ann. Statist. 1 1071-1095.

[7] BoNTEMPS, D. (2011). Bernstein—von Mises theorems for Gaussian regression with
increasing number of regressors. Ann. Statist. 39 2557-2584.

imsart-bj ver. 2014/10/16 file: YanoKato_BvM_Bernoulli_arXiv.tex date: June 28, 2019



28
8]
[9]

[10]

[24]

[25]

K. Yano and K. Kato

BOUCHERON, S. and GAssIAT, E. (2009). A Bernstein—-Von Mises Theorem for
discrete probability distributions. Electron. J. Statist. 3 114-148.

CASTILLO, I. (2014). On Bayesian supremum norm contraction rates. Ann. Statist.
42 2058-2091.

CAsTILLO, I. and NickL, R. (2013). Nonparametric Bernstein—von Mises theorems
in Gaussian white noise. Ann. Statist. 41 1999-2028.

CaAsTILLO, I. and NIcKL, R. (2014). On the Bernstein—von Mises phenomenon for
nonparametric Bayes procedures. Ann. Statist. 42 1941-1969.

CASTILLO, I. and ROUSSEAU, J. (2015). A Bernstein—von Mises theorem for smooth
functionals in semiparametric models. Ann. Statist. 43 2353-2383.

CasTiLLO, I., SCHMIDT-HIEBER, J. and VAN DER VAART, A. (2015). Bayesian
linear regression with sparse priors. Ann. Statist. 43 1986-2018.

CHERNOZHUKOV, V., CHETVERIKOV, D. and KaTo, K. (2013). Gaussian approxi-
mations and multiplier bootstrap for maxima of sums of high-dimensional random
vectors. Ann. Statist. 41 2786-2819.

CHERNOZHUKOV, V., CHETVERIKOV, D. and KaT0, K. (2014). Anti-concentration
and honest, adaptive confidence bands. Ann. Statist. 42 1787-1818.
CHERNOZHUKOV, V., CHETVERIKOV, D. and KaTo, K. (2014). Gaussian approxi-
mation of suprema of empirical processes. Ann. Statist. 42 1564—1597.
CHERNOZHUKOV, V., CHETVERIKOV, D. and KaTo, K. (2017). Central limit the-
orems and bootstrap in high dimensions. Ann. Probab. 45 2309-2352.
CHERNOZHUKOV, V. and HoNG, H. (2003). An MCMC approach to classical esti-
mation. J. Econometrics 115 293-346.

CLAESKENS, G. and KeILEGOM, I. V. (2003). Bootstrap confidence bands for re-
gression curves and their derivatives. Ann. Statist. 31 1852-1884.

CLARKE, B. and GHOSAL, S. (2010). Reference priors for exponential families with
increasing dimension. Electron. J. Statist. 4 737-780.

Cox, D. (1993). An Analysis of Bayesian Inference for Nonparametric Regression.
Ann. Statist. 21 903-923.

DEVORE, R. and LORENTZ, G. (1993). Constructive Approzimation. Springer.
DonoHoO, D. (1995). Nonlinear Solution of Linear Inverse Problems by Wavelet-
Vaguelette Decomposition. Appl. Comput. Harmon. A. 2 101-126.

FLORENS, J. P. and SIMONI, A. (2012). Nonparametric estimation of an instrumen-
tal regression: A quasi-Baysian approach based on regularized posterior. J. Econo-
metrics 170 458-475.

FREEDMAN, D. (1999). Wald Lecture: On the Bernstein-von Mises theorem with

imsart-bj ver. 2014/10/16 file: YanoKato_BvM_Bernoulli_arXiv.tex date: June 28, 2019



Bayesian credible sets in moderately high dimensions 29

[26]
[27]

[28]

[29]
[30]
31]

32]

[42]

infinite-dimensional parameters. Ann. Statist. 27 1119-1140.

GAo, C. and ZHou, H. (2016). Bernstein—von Mises theorems for functionals of the
covariance matrix. Electron. J. Statist. 10 1751-1806.

GHOSAL, S. (1999). Asymptotic normality of posterior distributions in high-
dimensional linear models. Bernoulli 5 315-331.

GHOSAL, S. (2000). Asymptotic Normality of Posterior Distributions for Exponen-
tial Families when the Number of Parameters Tends to Infinity. J. Multivariate Anal.
74 49-68.

GHOSAL, S. and VAN DER VAART, A. (2017). Fundamentals of Nonparametric
Bayesian Inference. Cambridge Univ. Press.

GINE, E. and NickL, R. (2010). Confidence bands in density estimation. Ann.
Statist. 38 1122-1170.

GINE, E. and NICKL, R. (2011). Rates of contraction for posterior distributions in
L"-metrics, 1 < r < oo. Ann. Statist. 39 2883-2911.

GINE, E. and NICKL, R. (2016). Mathematical Foundations of Infinite-Dimensional
Statistical Models. Cambridge Univ. Press.

HarL, P. (1991). On convergence rates of suprema. Probab. Theory Related Fields
89 447-455.

HANsoON, D. and WATsON, E. (1971). A Bound on Tail Probabilities for Quadratic
Forms in Independent Random Variables. Ann. Math. Statist. 42 1079-1083.
HorFMANN, M., Rousseau, J. and SCHMIDT-HIEBER, J. (2015). On adaptive
posterior concentration rates. Ann. Statist. 43 2259-2295.

JOHNSTONE, I. Gaussian estimation: Sequence and wavelet models. Unpublished
manuscript.

JOHNSTONE, I. (2010). High dimensional Bernstein—von Mises: simple examples.
IMS Collections 6 87-98.

Kato, K. (2013). Quasi-Bayesian analysis of nonparametric instrumental variables
models. Ann. Statist. 41 2359-2390.

KNAPIK, B., VAN DER VAART, A. and VAN ZANTEN, H. (2011). Bayesian inverse
problems with Gaussian priors. Ann. Statist. 39 2626-2657.

LeaHU, H. (2011). On the Bernstein—von Mises phenomenon in the Gaussian white
noise model. Electron. J. Statist. 5 373-404.

Nazarov, F. (2003). On the Maximal Perimeter of a Convex Set in R™ with Respect
to a Gaussian Measure. In Geometric Aspects of Functional Analysis (2001-2002)
169-187. Springer.

NickL, R. Bernstein—von Mises theorems for statistical inverse problems:

imsart-bj ver. 2014/10/16 file: YanoKato_BvM_Bernoulli_arXiv.tex date: June 28, 2019



30

K. Yano and K. Kato

Schrédinger equation. J. Furopean Math. Society. to appear.

NickrL, R. and SOHL, J. (2017). Nonparametric Bayesian posterior contraction rates
for discretely observed scalar diffusions. Ann. Statist. 45 1664-1693.

OLVER, F., LOzIER, D., BoisVERT, R. and CLARK, C. (2010). NIST Handbook of
Mathematical Functions. Cambridge University Press.

PaNov, M. and SPOKOINY, V. (2015). Finite Sample Bernstein—von Mises theorem
for Semiparametric Problems. Bayesian Analysis 10 665-710.

PETROV, V. (1995). Limit theorems of probability theory: Sequences of independent
random variables. Oxford University Press.

Ray, K. (2017). Adaptive Bernstein—von Mises theorems in Gaussian white noise.
Ann. Statist. 45 2511-2536.

RIVOIRARD, V. and ROUSSEAU, J. (2012). Bernstein—von Mises theorem for linear
functionals of the density. Ann. Statist. 40 1489-1523.

RUDELSON, M. and VERSHYNIN, R. (2013). Hanson-Wright inequality and sub-
gaussian concentration. Flectron. Commun. Probab. 18 1-9.

SMIRNOV, N. (1950). On the construction of confidence regions for the density of
distribution of random variables. Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 74 189-191.

SNIEKERS, S. and VAN DER VAART, A. (2015). Credible sets in the fixed design
model with Brownian motion prior. J. Statist. Plann. Inference 166 78-86.
SPOKOINY, V. Bernstein—von Mises Theorem for growing parameter dimension.
arXiv:1302.3430.

SzaBO, B., VAN DER VAART, A. and VAN ZANTEN, H. (2015). Honest Bayesian
confidence sets for the L2-norm. J. Statist. Plann. Inference 166 36-51.

SzABO, B., VAN DER VAART, A. and VAN ZANTEN, H. (2015). Frequentist coverage
of adaptive nonparametric Bayesian credible sets. Ann. Statist. 43 1391-1428.
TROPP, J. (2012). User-Friendly Tail Bounds for Sums of Random Matrices. Found.
Comput. Math. 12 389-434.

TSYBAKOV, A. (2009). Introduction to Nonparametric Estimation. Springer.

VAN DER VAART, A. (1998). Asymptotic Statistics. Cambridge Univ. Press.

VAN DER VAART, A. and WELLNER, J. (1996). Weak Convergence and Empirical
Processes : With Applications to Statistics. Springer.

VON BAHR, B. and Esseen, C. (1965). Inequalities for the rth Absolute Moment
of a Sum of Random Variables 1 < r < 2. Ann. Math. Statist. 36 299-303.

YANG, Y., BHATTACHARYA, A. and PATI, D. Frequentist coverage and sup-norm
convergence rate in Gaussian process regression. arXiv:1708.04753.

YaNO, K. and KaTo, K. Supplement to “On frequentist coverage errors of Bayesian

imsart-bj ver. 2014/10/16 file: YanoKato_BvM_Bernoulli_arXiv.tex date: June 28, 2019



Bayesian credible sets in moderately high dimensions 31

credible sets in moderately high dimensions”.

[62] Yano, K. and KaTo, K. On frequentist coverage errors of Bayesian credible sets
in moderately high dimensions.

[63] Yoo, W. and GHOSAL, S. (2016). Supremum norm posterior contraction and cred-
ible sets for nonparametric multivariate regression. Ann. Statist. 44 1069-1102.

[64] Yoo, W., RousseAau, J. and RIVOIRARD, V. Adaptive supremum norm
posterior contraction: Wavelet spike-and-slab and anisotropic Besov spaces.
arXiv:1708.01909.

imsart-bj ver. 2014/10/16 file: YanoKato_BvM_Bernoulli_arXiv.tex date: June 28, 2019



32 K. Yano and K. Kato
Supplement to “On frequentist coverage errors of

Bayesian credible sets in moderately high dimensions”

This supplemental material is organized as follows: Appendix A contains proofs of Propo-
sitions 2.5-2.6 in [62]. Appendix B contains proofs of Propositions 2.1-2.4 in [62]. Ap-
pendix C contains proofs for Section 3 in [62]. Appendices C.1-C.2 provide proofs of
Propositions 3.1-3.2 in [62]. Appendix C.3 provides a proof of of Proposition 3.3 in [62].
Appendix C.4 provides a proof of Proposition 3.4 and a bound on 7 in Remark 3.6 of
[62]. Hereafter, the numbering for theorems, conditions, and propositions follows that of
[62].

Appendix A: Proofs for Subsection 2.2

In this section, we provide proofs of Propositions 2.5-2.6.

A.1. Technical Lemmas
We present here some technical lemmas that will be used to prove Proposition 2.5.

Lemma A.1 (Scheffé’s lemma). Let Q1 and Q2 be probability measures on a measurable

space with a common dominating measure . Let ¢ = dQ1/dp and g2 = dQ2/dp. Then
1
1Qs = Qullrv = 5 [ lar(a) = aeladn(o) = [ (@) = () (o)
Proof. See, e.g., p.84 in [56]. O

Lemma A.2 (Posterior contraction of a marginal prior distribution). Recall that B(R) =
{BeRP: || X(B—00)|| < ooR} for R > 0. Under Conditions 2.1 and 2.3, there exist posi-
tive constants ¢ and ¢ca depending only on Cy in Condition 2.1 such that for a sufficiently
large R > 0, the inequality

3(8 ¢ B(R) | Y,0%) < 4exp{ciplogn — & (0] /0”) R*}
holds for'Y € H, where recall that

H = {Y : [ X(BY) = Bo)|| < Roo/4} N {Y :Tlp(j0” /of — 1] > 61 | V) < 2}
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Proof. We use the following lower bounds on the small ball probability of a prior dis-

tribution:

Lemma A.3 (Lower bounds on the small ball probability of a prior distribution). Let
IIg be a probability measure with a density m with respect to the p-dimensional Lebesque
measure. Recall that ¢, (R) = 1 — {ﬂ'( B)/m(B)} for R > 0. Then, we have,
for every R > 0,

[3 BeB(R

{1 — én,(R)}(meR)P/2 7(By)ah,

s(8 € B(R)) > 2(p/2 4 1)p/2+1/2 det(XTX)'

Proof of Lemma A.3. Observe that

_ T n W(ﬁ) ™
s(B8 € B(R)) = /B(R) (B)df > BeB{R) {W(ﬂo)} (Bo) /B<R) 4

Changing variables, we have that

/ y (02 R?)P/? i (02 R?)P/27P/2
Ry /det(XTX) i< /det(XTX)D(p/2+ 1)

where I'(+) is the Gamma function. Using the bound

T(p/2+1) < V27 (p/2 + 1)P/*T/% exp(—p/2 — 17/18)

(e.g., seesection 5.6.1. in [44]), we have that

/ 0 (02meR2)P/2017/18
\/27r\/det XTX)(p/2+ 1)p/2+1/2
Since e'7/18 /\/21 > 1/2, we obtain the desired inequality. O

Return to the proof of Lemma A.2. Letting P := X (X ' X) !XT, we have

[ige e (PEFD).X(B=B0) /0>~ IX (B=60) /2% 1 (3)d 3

Us(5 € BIY.0%) = 7F —toeam Xzl /- TX G- @ (8)d5

(16)

Since cx? + ¢ 'y? > 2zy for x,y,c > 0, we have, for any ¢ > 1,
[ exp(=(Pe+ 7). X(8 = ) o* ~ |X(5 ~ o)/ 20)}n(5)d5
< [ exp{lIPle+ nIIIX(B = Bo)l/a® = X (8 = o)/ (20 ()
< [ expl{el Ple-+ )+ X3 = )P}/ (20) = 1X (5 = )| 2o (B)ap

< exp{c| P(e+7)II*/(20%) — (1 — ¢ ')(05 /o) R?/2}. (17)
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Letting R = 1/,/7en, we have

/exp{—<P(€ +7),X(8 = Bo))/o® = IIX (B = Bo)llI*/(20°)}m(B)dp

> / _exp{—(P(e +7), X(8 — Bo))/o® = | X (B~ Bo)lI*/(20*)}m(B)dB
B(R)

> / _exp[—{cl[P(e +7)|I? + ¢ X (B = Bo)lI*}/(20%) = | X (B — Bo)|I*/(20°)|m(B)dB
B(R)

> exp{—c| P(e +7)|*/(20%) = (1 + ¢ ")(05 /0" R? /2}T15(B(R)). (18)

From (18), from Lemma A.3, and from Condition 2.3, we have

/eXp{—<P(€ +1), X(8 ~ Bo))/0® = IX (B Bo)ll*/(20°)}m(8)ds

1— E P 2 D2 2
2 202 2 o2

P 2 2 P2
>4 texp plogn/2—plogp—01plogn—cM—(1—|—c71)@R— , (19)
202 o2 2

where the first inequality follows from (18) and from Lemma A.3 and the second inequal-
ity follows from Condition 2.3.

Combining (17) and (19) with (16), we have, for Y € H,
/ ef|\Y7X6II2/(202)ﬂ_(ﬂ)dﬂ//efI\Y7X6||2/(202)7T([3)d[3
<dexp((Cr +1/2)plogn + {(1+¢71)/(2n)} o5 /0%) = {(1 = ¢71)/2 = ¢/16}(05 /0*) R?].
Taking ¢ = 3 completes the proof. [l

Lemma A.4. Let A be an n x n symmetric positive semidefinite matriz such that

|Allop < 1 and rank(A) < n. Let ¢ = (e1,...,,)" be a vector of i.i.d. random variables
with mean zero and unit variance.

(a) If in addition Condition 2.5 (a) holds for an integer ¢ > 2 and C3 > 0, then

there exists a positive constant ¢i depending only on q and Cs such that, for every

R > \/rank(A),
P(c"Ae > R?) < ¢ rank(A)/(R — \/rank(A))?.

(b) If instead Condition 2.5 (b) holds for Cs > 0, then there exists a positive constant
¢y depending only on Cs such that, for every R > 0,

P(le" As — E[e" Ae]| > R?) < 2exp{—¢; min (R*/| Al|fs, R?)},
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where || - ||us denotes the Hilbert—Schmidt norm.

Proof. For Case (a), see Corollary 5.1 in [4]. The inequality in Case (b) is called the
Hanson-Wright inequality; for a proof, we refer to [34] and [49]. O

A.2. Proof of Proposition 2.5

Notations

We define additional notation before the proof. Let N := N(B(Y),02(XTX)~1). Let
B := B(ci1y/plogn) and H := H(cy) for a sufficiently large ¢; > 0 depending on C; and
Csy. Let TTF (dB | Y) be the probability measure defined by

(a5 |¥) = Laentls(as | V) ] [ 105 | v)
and let N'Z be the probability measure defined by
R2a9) = 15enfa0) | [ S(aB).
Let II5(- | Y,0?) be the distribution defined by
Ms(dB | Y,02) := eIIYXﬁIQ/(202)7T(B)d5//eIYXEIQ/(Zoz)ﬁ(B)dE

and let TIF (- | Y, 0?) be the distribution defined by

N5 (df | Y,0%) = 1gepe” VX817 n(5)ap / / oIV =XBI/2o%) 1 (5)dB.
B
In the proof, ¢1, ¢, ... are positive constants depending only on C7, Co, and ¢;.

Proof sketch
We present a proof sketch ahead. The triangle inequality gives

ITs(dB | Y) = Nllrv < [[Ts(dB | Y) —TLs(dB | Y, 08)|lrv + [Ts(dB | Y, 02) — N v
(20)

Consider the first term on the right hand side of (20). Let S = S(61) := {0? : [0%/0d — 1| <
01}. From the application of Jensen’s inequality to the function z — |z| and from Con-

dition 2.2, we have
s (d | Y) —g(dB | Y.op)|rv

< / Mg (dB | Y, 0%) = g(dB | Y, 00) [ rvIlpa(do® | Y) + 8
S
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with probability at least 1 — d3. Consider the first term on the rightmost hand in the
above inequality. The triangle inequality gives

/S|H5(dﬂ Y, 0%) = Ta(dB | Y, 02) | rvTye (do? | V) < A1+ As + A, (21)
where
Ay = /S T (dB | Y,0%) =T5(dB | Y,0%)|rvIly2 (do® | Y),
Ay = /S IME(dB | Y,0%) =T (dB | Y, 05)|lrvIL2 (do? | V),
Ay = /S ITE(dB | Y, 05) —g(dB | Y, 08)|lvIly2 (do? | Y).

Upper bounds on A;, As, A3 will be presented in (23), (24), and (25), respectively. Con-
sider the second term on the right hand side of (20). The triangle inequality gives

ITs(dB | Y, 02) — N|rv < As + As + Ag, (22)

where Ay == [N = NPy, A5 == [[NB —TIE(dB | Y,03)||tv, and Ag = ||[TIZ(dB |
Y,03) —1lg(dB | Y,0d)||rv. Upper bounds on A4, A5, Ag will be presented in (27), (28),
and (29), respectively.

Step 1: Upper bound on (21)

We start with bounding A; in (21). From Lemmas A.1 and A.2, taking a sufficiently
large ¢; depending only on C yields

Ay = / Ms(8 & B|Y,0%),2(do? | Y) < 4n~ P, (23)
5
We next bound As in (21). Lemma A.1 gives
A = //1—%N6,»J$Wﬂxﬁmmwﬂm,

where

n(B)e Y ~XBIP/(20%) [ e~IV=XBI*/Cod)r(F)dp
[ eIV =XBI2/C?) r(B)df  m(B)e ¥ XA/ o)

¢H5,2(ﬁ7 02) =
From Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality and from Condition 2.4, we have

exp{—(P(e +1),XBo — XB)/0® — | XBo — XB|*/(207)}

> e—(P(a+r),Xﬂ0—X6>/a§—||X/30—X6|\2/(2a§)e—czc151p1og n/{4(1—61)}—c281plog n/(1=61)
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Likewise, we have

/e—<P(a+r>,Xﬂo—XE>/02—IIXﬂo—XE|'2/(2“2>7T(B)d5
B

< o(Ca/ater)erdi(plogn)/(1=61) / o (P(e4m).XBo=XB) /o3~ X Bo=XBI*/ (208) o F) .
B

Therefore, we have ¢, 2(8, %) > n=%%P for B € B,Y € H, and 02 € S, and thus since
(1 —e ™)L <z for x > 0, we obtain

Ag < Gad1plogn. (24)

We bound As in (21). From Lemmas A.1 and A.2, taking a sufficiently large ¢; de-

pending only on C7, we have
A3 <Tlg(B ¢ B|Y,02) <4n~%P for Y € H. (25)
Therefore, from inequalities (23), (24), and (25), we obtain
/S|H5(dﬂ |Y,0?) —g(dB | Y, 03)||rvIlye(do?® | Y) < Ee” P8 + Ei61plogn, (26)
which completes Step 1.

Step 2: Upper bound on (22)

We start with bounding A4 in (22). From Lemmas A.1 and A.4, we have
Ay = N(B%) < exp{—(3c1v/plogn/d — VB)/2}. (27)
We next bound As in (22). Lemma A.1 gives

A5 = / (1 — dNB(8)/dIE(- | Y, 02)){ TIB(dB | Y, 02).

We denote by 5 the density of N with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Observe that

aNE B dIECIYie) o w(8)(8)
a7 [ 9(B)dB a7 I 7(B)(B)dB

for g € B. Together with Jensen’s inequality, this gives

/(1—‘flﬁ/g(ﬁly,m%))}gw|Y>=/(1—/ gt
SIAGE
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and thus we obtain

As < ¢y (c1y/plogn). (28)

We bound Ag in (22). From Lemmas A.1 and A.2, taking a sufficiently large ¢; > 0,

we have
Ag =Tg(B & B |Y,05) < d4n~ %, (29)
Therefore, from inequalities (27), (28), and (29), we obtain
ITTs(dB | Y,08) = Nlvv < ¢m, (ery/plogn) + =57, (30)

which completes Step 2.
Combining (26) and (30) with (21) provides the upper bound of the target total

variation and thus completes the proof. [l

A.3. Proof of Proposition 2.6

Let ¢ be any positive number. Under Condition 2.5 (a), Lemma A.4 (a) with R =

cv/plogn gives
P(Y € H(c)) < Elpl_Q/2(logn)_q/2 + 03

for some ¢; > 0 depending only on ¢, C5, and ¢g. Under Condition 2.5 (b), Lemma A.4
(b) with R = (¢ + 1)plogn gives

P(Y ¢ H(c)) < 2exp[—co min{p(logn)?, plogn}] + &3

for some ¢z > 0 depending only on ¢, Cs, and ¢. Thus, we complete the proof. O

Appendix B: Proofs of Propositions 2.1-2.4

B.1. Proof of Proposition 2.1

Let B(R) :={B: |8 — Bl < UOX”QR} for R > 0. Observe that we have

o, (cv/plogn) < sup (1 - exp[—log{n(8)/7(B)}]) < cooLX*V/plogn  (31)

B,BeB

for any ¢ > 0, where the first inequality follows because || X (8 — fo)| = X71/2||[3 — Boll
and the second inequality follows because 1 — e~ < . Substituting ¢ = 1/(y/pnlogn)
into (31), we obtain the desired inequality ¢, (1/v/n) < LXl/an/\/ﬁ. O
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B.2. Proof of Proposition 2.2
We start with an isotropic prior. Observe that

logﬂxﬁo>::logp<uﬁon>——logjffmuﬁn>dﬁ
::logp<|ﬁon>-—log[{pﬂﬂ/z/r<p/2+—1>}Jﬁ“>xp-1p<w>dx]

> log {wéféfgl p(l‘)} —ciplogp

210g{ i[%fB]p(:v)}—Elplogp—Elplogn—i-log{ det(XTX)/ag}
xe|0,

for some positive constant ¢; depending only on m and ¢ appealing in the definition of an
isotropic prior and Condition 2.6. This shows that an isotropic prior satisfies Condition

2.1. Taylor’s expansion gives

‘lo m(Bo + s1) <

7(o + 52) sup__[(logp)'()|(l15 + sl = 180 + 521

X
z:0<e< B+ U%Xp logn

for s1,s9 € RP, which shows that an isotropic prior satisfies the locally log-Lipschitz
continuity, Thus, we complete the proof for an isotropic prior.
We next prove the case with a product prior 7(3) = [[%_, m(53;). Observe that

log m(58y) = plog {miinm(O)} — Lp'?|1 8|
> plog {minwi(O)} — LBplogn
> —LBp(1 + o(1))logn — Gplogn + log{y/det(X T X) /oL }

for some positive constant ¢ depending only on ¢ appearing in Condition 2.6. This shows
that a product prior satisfies Condition 2.1. The Lipschitz continuity of log w(5) gives

P

|log7(8) —log m(Bo)| < Y |logmi(8;) — log mi(Bo,i)| < Lp'/?|18 = Bol
i=1

which shows that a product prior satisfies the locally log-Lipschitz continuity and thus
completes the proof. O

B.3. Proof of Proposition 2.3

We only prove the theorem under Condition 2.5 (a). The proof under Condition 2.5 (b)
is done by replacing Lemma A.4 (a) with Lemma A.4 (b).
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Observe that
ga=Y - X(X' X)X TY)?/{o5(n — p)og }
<Alle = X(XTX) X e+ 2l = X(XTX) X T2 + e Tul?} /{og (n — p)}
= {ET;{E +2|r — X(XTX)_lXTr||2}/{U§(n —-p)}
where

I-X(X"X)"'XT}r . _
ey = X(XTX) 72X T £ 0,

arbitrary if otherwise,
and A:=1— X(X"X)'XT +uu". Then Lemma A.4 (a) gives
PG5 /o0 — 1> 61) <@ /(n—p)*/> o]
for some positive constant ¢; depending only on gq.

Next, we will show that

_ max{nq/4, n} o _ pa/2t1

C2 C2
02 (n —pyorz " (n—p)1of

P (G3(Y)/og = 1< =01) < (32)

for some positive constant ¢y depending only on ¢. Letting P be the projection onto the

linear space spanned by columns of X and (I — X (X " X)~'X T)r, we have

P(Ga(Y) /o5 —1< —01)

<P ({lel® = |1 P} {od(n - p)} <1-41)

<P (lel?/ad(n—p) = n/(n —p) < =01/2) + P (I1P]]?/af(n — p) > p/(n —p) +61/2) .
(33)

For bounding the first term on the rightmost side in (33), we use Rosenthal’s inequality:

Lemma B.1 (Rosenthal’s inequality; see [46] and [59].). For some positive constant ¢3

depending only on q, we have E||e/oq|? — n‘q/z < G3max{n?/4 n}.

From Markov’s inequality and from Rosenthal’s inequality, we have
P (lell?/{od(n = p)} = n/(n —p) < =61/2) < Emax{n®*,n} /{67 (n—p)?/?}  (34)

for some ¢4 > 0 depending only on ¢. For bounding the second term on the rightmost
hand side in (33), Lemma A.4 (a) with R = /p+ (n — p)d1/2 gives

P (|| Pell?/{od(n — p)} > p/(n— p) + 81/2) < can~9/2/61/*. (35)
Combining (34) and (35) with (33), we have (32), which completes the proof under
Condition 2.5 (a). O
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B.4. Proof of Proposition 2.4

The marginal posterior distribution of o2 is given by the inverse Gamma distribution
IG(a*,b*), where a* = p1 +n/2 — p/2 and b* = ps + ||Y — PY||?/2. The mean of this
marginal posterior is {2us + [|(I — X (X T X)71X Y |2} /{211 + n — p — 2}; while the
variance is 2{2us + [|(I — X (X T X)7 2 X Y |2¥2/{2u1 +n —p—2)?(2u1 +n —p —4)}.
From Chebyshev’s inequality, we have

= X(XTX) T X Y|
(o 162/62 — 11 > < I (
ool oo =112 00 1Y) < & G R g YT - 1)

for some positive constant ¢; depending only on p1 and ps. From the proof of Proposition
2.3, we obtain the desired upper bound of P(||(I-X (X " X)X )Y ||2/(n—p)—1 = 61 /2)
and thus complete the proof. O

Appendix C: Proofs for Section 3

In this section, we provide proofs for Section 3.

C.1. Proof of Proposition 3.1

We use the same notation as in the proof sketch. In addition, let {N; : (I,k) € Z(J)} ~
N(0,1) iid.

Step 1: Upper bounds on P(max p)ez(s) l€1,6/wi] < R,) and R,
We start with bounding P(maxq pez(s lerr/wi| < R.) and R,. From Theorem 2.1,
there exist ¢1, ¢2 depending only on C; in Condition 2.1 for which we have

’]P’(( max |ews/wi| < fza) —(1- a)‘ < o, (a\/zf logn) Fanm . (36)

1,k)eZ(J)

From the assumption that w; > /I and since E[maxq iez(s |N;x/V1|] < K with some
universal constant K (cf. the proof of Proposition 2 in [11]), we have
Nk

N,
ﬁ}gE[ max ]gK. (37)
LkeZ(I) | V1

wy
Assume that the right hand side in (36) is smaller than «/2. Then, from Theorem 2.1

and from (37), there exists ¢3 > 0 depending only on « for which we have

N[)k :| < C3K (38)
wy \/ﬁ

max
Ll,k)eI(J)

~

c3
R, < —FE
Vn [(uglgu)
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with probability at least 1 —Eln’zﬂj. This completes Step 1. Note that it is unnecessary
for upper bounding Ea to assume that the right hand side is also smaller than (1 —«)/2;

see the remark below Theorem 2.1.

Step 2: Upper bound on P(Yy, & ﬁ’)
Next we bound P(Y,, ¢ ﬁ’) From Theorem 2.1, we have the set H satisfying the
following:

P1 Assume that the right hand side in (36) is smaller than (1 — «)/2. Then, there

exists ¢4 > 0 depending only on « such that we have

for Y, € H and for J > J, with J, depending only on «;
P2 We have P(Yao & H) < cin—22".

From the first property P1 of H, we have

P(Yoo € H) =P(Yoo ¢ H', Yoo € H) + P(Yoo ¢ H', Yoo & H)

Nl,k
wy

J1/2
<P sup = +PYs & H).
J

J<1<00,0<k<20—1

The second property P2 of H gives an upper bound on P(Y, ¢ H). From Lemma 4.4,
we have, for J <1 < oo,

le _ J1/2
P max |——|>c4——
0<k<2—1| wy Wy
Jl /2
<P max |Nl,k| C4—UJ\/_
0<k<2l 1
J1/2
<P max |[Npg|—E| max |Nyg|| =2ca—usVI—E[ max [N ;]
0<k<2l -1 0<k<2l—1 W 7 o<k<2l -1

)

<P max [Nyl —E| max [Nyi|| >¢
0<k<2l—1 0<k<2l -1

< 2exp {—’55 ((Jl/z/w])u,] - \/5/’54)2 l}

with a positive constant ¢s depending only on ¢4. Together with the assumption that
1 < (J/w%)u?%, this implies that there exist ¢, ¢7 > 0 depending only on ¢4 such that we
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have

Nk
P sup .
J<I<00,0<k<20—1

wy

N i

wy

J1/2
> G < P max
T Z 0<k<2—1

J<I<oo

< Z 2 exp{—col(J /W7 )u7}

J<I<o0
< erexp{—coJ (J /w7 )u7}
for J satisfying {(JY/2/w )u; — V2/ca}? = (1/2)(JV2? /@ )%u?% (such J exists since
(J/w%)u? 1 o as J — o). Thus we complete Step 2.
Step 3: Upper bound on the L™ -diameter

Finally we provide a high-probability upper bound on the L°°-diameter. Fix f,g €
Cf(foo,f%a) and let h := f — g. From the property of a wavelet basis (cf. p. 325 of
[32]), there exists ¢g > 0 depending only on {¢; : (I, k) € oo} for which we have

il <@ Y 277 max [(h,yia)| = (AL + Az),

1
Jo—l<l<oo  OSksZAL
where
Ap = Z 2% max |(h, Y k)| and Ag := E 212 max [(hy )|
Jool<l<g_1 ~ Osks2-1 JE2. osks2i
NS J<

Inequality (38) gives

A max W 2. fioB — ~ [27.J
< < .
1 < Joflgéllg,]71 { \/Z} Z 2 \/ZQHQ < cgvyg -

Jo—1<I<I—1
with some ¢g > 0 depending on ¢3 appearing in (38). Since max{||f||zs. _,ll9llBs. _} < B,

we have

Ag < 2 : 2—15 max 2l(s+1/2)|<ha'¢/}l,k>| < 2—]5-{-237
0<k<2l—1
J<I<oo

which completes Step 3 and thus completes the proof.

Remark C.1 (The choice of J in the second part of Proposition 3.1).  For “sufficiently
large J” appearing in the second part of Proposition 3.1, we can take J satisfying J > J,
and

{2 [ uy = V2/e0}? = (1/2)(J? fwy)?u3,
where Jo and ¢4 = ¢4() are the constants in the property P1. Thus even in the case
that {w;} depends on n as in Remark 3.1, we can apply Proposition 3.1 to deduce the
coverage error.
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C.2. Proof of Proposition 3.2

The proof follows essentially the same line and the same notation as those of Proposition
3.1. The only difference is the way of bounding P(Y ¢ Hs). From the lower estimate of

~

R, in Theorem 2.1, we have

. _ J1/2 —
J<I<o0,0<k<2l—1 Wi Vn
for sufficiently large J depending only on . From the assumption that || fol|ps, . < B,
we have /i
~ nw B ~
< _ > .
P(Y ¢ Hy, Y € H) <SP <UJJ2J(5+1/2) z Cl>
This completes the proof. [l

C.3. Proof of Proposition 3.3

We use the same notation as in the proof sketch. In addition, let {N; : (I,k) € Z(J)} ~
N(0,1) i.i.d.. From the near-orthogonality of {vl(lk)}, there exist positive constants b and
b depending only on K and {¢; 1 : (I,k) € Zoo} such that

Step 0: the well-definedness of foo

Before proving the proposition, we will show that foo converges almost surely in Mg(w)
for any sequence w such that ming<p<or_1 ki, kwi/ V11 oo. Here for a positive sequence
w = (wr,we, ), M) = {F | Fllmw) == ez, |(Fe)l/wr < oo} and Mo(w) =
{f € M(w) : limy 00 maxy—q,_ 201 [{f, ¥1,6)|/wr = 0}

We begin with showing that Hﬁ,o | m(w) has a finite expectation, which implies it exists
almost surely in M(w). Observe that for M > 0,

- M ekl M
P o — wy > — | =P su — > —
<|f follwce \/ﬁ> <(l,k)€ploo Kipwe — V/n

ekl - M . Kl kWi
< P max — > —  min ’
- Z <0§k§2l—1 Vi Vro<k<2i—1 +/]

Jo—1<I<o0
A4 . K. Wy
< g ]P< max |Nji| > = min \/_ Vi),
<k<2l— ’ <k<2l—
Jo—1=i<oo 0<k<2l—1 b 0<k<2l—1 l
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where the last inequality follows from Anderson’s lemma (Lemma 4.3). Together with
the concentration inequality (Lemma 4.4) and the maximal inequality, this implies that
for sufficiently large M > 0,

2
IP’(Hfoo—fOHM(w)>M/\/ﬁ)§2 Z expl—{% min ML\/;_M—\/i} l/2]

0<k<2l—1
Jo—1<1<00

< & exp{—cM?}

with some ¢y, ¢ > 0, where, for example, take M such that

% min it kL —\/§>l% min fkt
b (LkeTw /1 25 (Lk)eTw 1
Note that
KL W i Ki,kW] <0

(z,kl)mezoo N (z,lc)e]%Qo NG
by the assumption that ming<j<or_q ki pwi/ V1T oo. Using E[X] < K + f;o P(X > t)dt
for any real valued random variable X and any K > 0 and observing that || fol| p(w) < 00
for fo € B3, o, we obtain that ||fAOOHM(w) has a finite expectation.

Next, the assumption that ming<p<or_ m,kwl/\/i 1T oo gives

P <lirn max (oo = fo), Yr.e)] # 0) =P (lim max —lglk| # 0)
I

[—00 0<k<2k -1 w, l—00 0<k<2k—1 K W]
) ElLk ) Kl kWi
< E lim E P max u > min ——M | —0,
L—00 k=0,...,20—-1 /] 0<k<2i-1 +/]

MeQ,M>0 I>L

where the last convergence follows from Lemmas 4.3-4.4. This shows that foo converges

almost surely in Mg (w).

~

Step 1: Upper bounds on P(max ez |n;,€1}~ﬁk — Bokl/w < Ry) and R,

We start with bounding P(max; r)ez(.) |K;lclﬁ7k — Bokl/wr < ﬁa) and IAEQ. From The-
orem 2.1, and by the same way as in the previous subsection, there exist ¢j,ca > 0

depending only on C; in Condition 2.1 for which we have

< ¢ (El \/m) + 516—522" logn.

(40)

_1 =
K1 Yok — Bo,k
wyq

<§a> —(1—0()

P < max
(LEYEZ(J)
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46 K. Yano and K. Kato

Assume that the right hand side above is smaller than a/2. Then, from Theorem 2.1 and
from (39), there exist ¢3 depending only on o and b in (39) for which we have

€3

LN

R <

(41)

with probability at least 1 — ¢;n—22".

Step 2: Upper bound on IP’(SN/OO ¢ fNIé)
Next we bound ]P’(lN/OO g flé) Theorem 2.1 gives the set H satisfying the following;:

P’1 Assume that the right hand side in (40) is smaller than (1 — «)/2. Then, there
exists ¢4 > 0 depending only on « and b in (39) such that we have

1/2 ~
! <R (42)

Co——75
W R nl/2

for Yoo € H and for J > J, with J, depending only on «;
P2 We have P(Ya € H) < cyn— 22,
From the first property P’1, we have
P(Vo & HY) =P(Yoo ¢ Hy, Yoo € H) +P(Yoo & H}, Yoo ¢ H)
J1/2

ELk 5
= 4TL1/2

gP( sup >+P(}~/OO§ZH).

J<I<00,0<k<2l—1 | KI,kWI RjWj

The second property P’2 bounds P()N/oo ¢ H). From Lemmas 4.3-4.4 together with the
assumption that 1 < {J/F3w?% }u?, there exist positive constants ¢s, ¢, ¢z depending only

on ¢, and b such that we have

gl,k J1/2 gl,k J1/2
P sup 2 ¢y o < E P max Z e —
1_
J<I<00,0<k<2l—1 R, kW] n Rjgw g J<l<oo 0<k<L2 =1 | Kl pW n RJgWw g
Nl k _ J1/2
< E P|b max — | Z c——
0<k<L2! -1 | K1 p Wy RJjW g

J<I<oo

~J1/2UJ
< Z ]P( max |Nl’k|>CS_EJ \/Z)

J<I<00 OShs2i—1 e
< ¢ exp|—crJ{J/(R5w7) u3]

for sufficiently large J satisfying {J'/%u;/(Ryws) — V2(b/cs)}? = (1/2)Ju? /(R ws)?,
which completes Step 2.
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Step 3: Upper bound on the L°°-diameter

We finally provide a high-probability upper bound on the L*-diameter. Fix f,g €
CcB (foo, }/Ea) and let h := f — g. From the property of a wavelet basis, there exists ¢g > 0
depending only on {¢; 1 : (I, k) € Ioo} for which we have

Ihlle <@ Y 22 max [(h,4x)| = (A1 + A),

l_
Jo—1<I<o0 Oshs2i-1
where
A= Z 2 0<hes 1 [(h,¥1k)| and Ap = Z 2 0<hen—1 (B 1)l
Jo—1<I<JI -1 SERE T J<I<o0 .

Inequality (41) gives

w ~ ~ 27.J
A < max {—l} Z 212\/12R,, < CovT| [ —5—
O L Y Egn

with some ¢g > 0 depending only on ¢3 appearing in (41). Since max{|| f||zs, _,ll9llBs, _} <

B, we have

Ay < D027 max 2/TVA(h gy ,)| <2772,
0<k<2l—1
J<LI<o0

which completes Step 3 and thus completes the proof. [l
Remark C.2 (The choice of J in the second part of Proposition 3.3).  For “sufficiently

large J” appearing in the second part of Proposition 3.3, we can take J satisfying J > J,

and
{JPuy ) (Ryws) = V2(b/ca)}? = (1/2)Ju5/(Ryws)?,

where J, and ¢4 = ¢4(a) are the constants in the property P’1.

C.4. Proof for Section 3.3

We first transform the nonparametric regression model into the following approximately

regression model via p basis functions {1/)? 1< j<ph
Y =XBy+r+e,

where Y = (Y1,...,Y,) ", X = (X1,...,X,,)" with X; whose j(€ {1,...,p})-th com-
ponent is ¥¥(T;), and r = (ri,...,r,)" with v = fo(T3:) — ¢P(Ti)" fo. Recall that
Bo € argmin E[(fo(T1) — X2F_, ¢%(T1)8;)?].
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C.4.1. Supporting lemmas

We begin with stating five supporting lemmas used in the proof. Let N(,) be a random
n-vector from N(0,081,), and N, be a random p-vector from N(0,031,). Let B =

(Bij) = (B4 (T1)yf(T1)) and recall () == 42 (-)/[[P ()| and & = [[[|¥7()]]|oc-

Lemma C.1 (Matrix Chernoff inequality; [55]). Let {A;:i=1,...,n} be an i.i.d. se-
quence of positive semi-definite and self-adjoint p X p matrices of which the mazimum

eigenvalues are almost surely bounded by R. Then, we have
P win (30 Ai/n) < (1= 6)hmin (BIAW) } < ple/(1 = 5)1 =0 hmn B4/
P{Amax(z Ai/n) <(1- 6))\maX(IE[A1])} < p{ed /(1 4 6) 15} hmm ELA /R

for any § € (0,1], where Amin(+) and Amax(+) are the mazimum and the minimum eigen-

values.

Lemma C.2 (Lemma 4.2 in [5]). Under Conditions 3.3-3.4 and 2.5, we have
[ TVRB - 50) = 5O TBTX e V| < R+ R

where Ry and Ry are random variables such that there exist positive constants ¢1 and c¢o

depending only on q appearing in Condition 2.5 (a) for which we have

EURYALS: logp}/n(n'/9/Togp + VPToo) under Condition 2.5 (a),
cin?y /{2 logp}/n(VIogny/logp + /p7)  under Condition 2.5 (b),

Ry < cany/log pTee

1 X

with probability at least 1 — ¢y /n with any n > 1.

Remark C.3. Belloni et al. [5] provides the proof under Condition 2.5 (a). Observing
_____ nleil] < Knl/ with some universal constant K, we can prove the case under

Condition 2.5 (b).

Lemma C.3 (Corollary 2.2 and Proposition 3.3 in [16]). Under Conditions 3.3-3.4,
for any n > 0, there exists a random variable Z 4 ||’(Z/p('>TB71N(p)||OO such that the

inequality
leromsxTerval -7

~ nl/ 3/4 ¢1/2 2/3 ¢1/3 o
oy ntloan & 4 (ogm)7” &y | (logn) ff’l/ﬁ under Condition 2.5 (a),

< i’z nli/z i’z pi/a ni/s
/2 2/3 ¢1/3
~ logn & (log n)3/* €, (logn)?/3 € ..
c1 nlg/z ViR e vty e et v aabee v under Condition 2.5 (b)
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holds with probability at least 1 — é3{n+ (logn)/n} for some ¢1,¢2 > 0 not depending on

n and p.

Lemma C.4. Under Condition 3.4, we have EHJP(-)TBle(p)HOO < c1v/logp for some

positive constant ¢1 depending only on Cs appearing in Condition 3.J.

Proof. From Dudley’s entropy integral (e.g., see Corollary 2.2.8 in [58]), we have

E[[[¢7(-) B~ N o]
< E[[¢P(0) " BTV2N, || + E| ;ur[:) . [WP(t) BTN,y — P (1) T BTN, ]
t#£t' €[0,

0
<Q+/ V1og N([0,1],dx, 6)ds,

0

where N([0,1],dx,d) is a d-covering number of [0, 1] with respect to
dx (t,1") = {B[P (t) ' B™/? Ny — P ()T B7/2 Ny [P}

and 0 := sup,¢(o 17 dx (¢, 0). Since 6 is bounded by 2b, we have

2b

0
/ﬂw%N@ﬂﬂxﬁﬁé Vog N ([0, 11, dx3)ds.
0 0

From the bound on covering numbers of functions Lipschitz in one parameter (e.g., see
Theorem 2.7.11 in [58]), we have N([0,1],dx,d) < (¢2p® /) for some ¢ > 0. This gives

2b 2b
| VIR0 T v, 90d5 < /Calogp+ | v/Iost@ s
0 0
Thus, we obtain the desired inequality. O

Lemma C.5. Under Conditions 3.3-3.4, there exists a positive constant ¢; not depend-

ing onn and p for which we have

supP (|4 (-) T B~Y2 N, l|loo — | < R) < & R+/logp, R > 0.
zeR

Proof. From Theorem 2.1 in [16], we have

Sléﬁ]f”(\||¢p(')TB_1/2N(p>||oo — 2| < R) < GRE[|WP(-) BTNy, |ls]

and thus from Lemma C.4, we complete the proof. O
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C.4.2. Proof of Proposition 3.5

We only prove the theorem under Condition 2.5 (a). Although the proof is not a direct
consequence of Theorem 2.1, we can follow the same line as the proof of Theorem 2.1.
Step 1: Modification of the test set

We start with modifying the test set H that covers the randomness of the design. Take
c1 > 0 sufficiently large. Modify the test set

H={Y :|IX(B(Y) = Bo)| < exv/plogn} N{Y : 12(j0”/of — 1] > 61 | V) < 52}
in Proposition 2.5 as
H = {(X,Y) | X(B(Y) = Bo)|| < er/plogn, (b/2)°1, < X X/n < (2b)°I,)}
N{(XY) T2 (lo® /o5 — 1] > 61| V) < 62}
We bound P((X,Y) ¢ H) as follows:
P(X,Y) ¢ H) <Ay + Ay + A3 + I3,
where

A =P(|X(X X)X Te|| = e1v/plogn/2, (b/2)°1, < X" X/n < (2b)%1,),
Ay =P(|X(XTX) X Tr| > c1v/plogn/2),
Az =P(X ¢ {X :(b/2)%I, = (X" X)/n =< (20)*1,}).

Lemma A.4 gives A; < ¢in~ %P for some ¢y, ¢z > 0. Markov’s inequality gives

IE[TTX(XTX)_lXTr]< n 7_22

Ao < .
plogn logn p

N

Lemma C.1 gives A3 < ¢jn~ %P,

Step 2: Upper bound on the coverage error

We start with proving that ]?Za concentrates on the (1 — a))-quantile of some distribution
with high probability. Let ¢ := 5115 (c1v/plogn) + c161plogn + d2 + d5 + c;n 2P with the
constant co in Proposition 2.5. From Proposition 2.5, we have

T {[[0P ()T (B = Bo)lloo < R | Y, X} = P([ 7 () (X TX) ' X TNy llow < Ra | Y, X))
< (for (X,Y) € H.

Letting G be the distribution function of |\JP(-)T(XTX)_1XTN(H)|\OO and letting G~!

be its quantile function, we have

Ry <G M1 —a+70) for (X,Y) € H.
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Next we bound the Kolmogorov distances between [P (-) T (B — Bo)|loo and v/nl[¢P(-)T
BTN [loo; between ([P ()T (X TX) " X TN [loo and /1|9 (-) T B7Y2N(,) [ oo

pr i=sup [P(107() V(B = fo)lloe < R) = P(157() B~/ Ny e < B,

p2 i=sup [B(97 ()T V(X X)X TN oo < B) = B([97()T B~ Ny e < )|

We also bound the Lévy concentration function of \/ﬁ||’(//;p(')TBil/2N(p)HOOZ

V(R) ::SQ%P(IHJ”(')TB*I/QN@)||oo —z[ <R).

Let n = 1, be an arbitrary divergent sequence. We present useful inequalities for bound-
ing p1, p2, and y(R) ahead. Let

1)12::\/ﬁ ’

OB o) -

FOTEX e |
Da = VA1) (XTX) X N e = 13775 X Nl

Dy = /n HJP(-)TB*XTa/nHOO -z

)

1)42::\/ﬁ ‘

GOTBX NGy /n|_~Z

Then we have, for some ¢3, ¢4 > 0 independent of n and p,

P(Dl > Eg,n{(fz/n)l/2 Viog p(n*/9\/log p + \/p7oe) + longoo}) < /n?, (43)

P<D2 > &3 (55/”)1/2 n'/d 10gp> <a/n’, (44)
2N\ 1/2 52 1/4 2 /
p(Da>an{ (2) mogn) + () " gogn/t | 4 s (—) (og ")
n
~ (1 logn
<@+ 5, (45)
and
€2\ 1/2 €2\ 1/4 ¢2 1/6
P(D4 > 5377{ (—p> (nl/q logn) + (—p> (log n)3/4} + et 2 (log n)2/3)
n n n
~ (1 logn
< — , 4
! <772 T > o)
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where the first two inequalities follows from Lemma C.2 and the last two inequalities

follows from Lemma C.3. From inequalities (43) and (45) and from Lemma C.5, we have

P1 <E5 (A4 + A5)7 (47)
for some ¢5 > 0, where
1 lo
A=t BN | (logp)!/? max{(gz/n)l/z’ n'/tlogn, (€2 /n)""° (log n)2/3} and

As = ’I](lng)Too max {1, (pfz/n)l/z} .
Likewise, from inequalities (44) and (46), and from Lemma C.5, we have
p2 < G5 Ay
for some ¢5 > 0. From Lemma C.5, we have, for some ¢; > 0,
R) < &5R\/logp. (48)

Finally, we have

P(fo € C(f,Ra)) — (1 - @)

<P{[P()T (B~ Bo)loe GT'A—a+0Q) + 7} — (1—a) +P{(X,Y) ¢ H}

<P{[0"() " BTV Ny /vVille <GTHI—a+ Q) + 7} — (1 —a) + p1 + P{(X,Y) & H}

<P{[9P()TB V2N /villo <GH1—a+ )} — (1 —a)
+y(VnT) +p1 +P{(X,Y) & H}

<C+p1+p2+(Vnr) +P((X,Y) € H),

and thus from (47)-(48), taking = n’, we obtain the desired upper bound of P(fy €
C(f, Ea)) — (1 — «). Likewise, we obtain the desired lower bound of P(f, € C(f, Ea)) -
(1 — ), which completes Step 2.

Step 3: Upper bound on the L™ -diameter

We will show that G~ (1—a+() < é+/(logp)/n for some ¢ > 0. From the concentration
inequality for the suprema of the Gaussian process, and from Lemma C.4, we have, for

sufficiently large ¢7 > 0 depending only on « and b,

P([4* () "B~ 2Ny llse — E[¥7() T B2 Ny lloo] = E7/logp) < a = ¢ — pa.
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Observing

G (1 —a+Q):=inf{R: P([¥*() (X X)X Niylloo 2 R) < a = (}
<inf{R: P([¢7() T B™* Ny /Villoo 2 R) < @ = C — p2}

—int { R P (157072 oV~ BT BN/l
—E[[¢* ()" BN, /\/_||oo]> a—(- PQ}
we have G™1(1 — a + () < /(logp)/n and thus we complete the proof. O

C.4.3. Proof of the bound on T

We will show that 7 < 7. //p for periodic S > 2-regular wavelets. Consider a wavelet
pair (¢,1)) satisfying the following three assumptions:

e There exists an integer N for which the support of ¢ is included in [0, N] and the
support of ¢ is included in [-N + 1, NJ;

e ¢ and ¢ are C°[0,1];

e The inequality infyer >, oy {t(x — k)}? > 0 holds.

We periodize the pair (¢, ) as follows:

Pty =3 222+ 2'm — k) and Y5 (1) = Y 222 + 2'm — k)
MmeZL meZ
for k = 0,...,2' =1 and | = 1,...,J. With Jo such that 2% > 2N, {60 : k =
0,...,2% — 1} U{ c k=0, —1,l=Jy,...,J} forms p = 27 basis functions
based on periodic S-regular Wavelets.

It suffices to show that infco.q) [P (t)|| 2 /p. Since 27 > 2N and since the support
of ¢ is included in [-N + 1, N], we have

2 27 1
1P @)]* = 27 Z {Z w<2Jt+2Jm—k>} =27 3" S (@7t +27m — k)

meZ k=0 meZ

and

27 Z > {e@'t+27m - k)} 1nf Z{y; z—k

k=0 mecZ kGZ

Thus we complete the proof.
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