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Abstract

The problem of determining a periodic Lipschitz vector field b = (by,...,bq) from an
observed trajectory of the solution (X; : 0 < ¢t < T') of the multi-dimensional stochastic
differential equation

dX; = b(Xy)dt +dW,, t>0,

where W; is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion, is considered. Convergence rates
of a penalised least squares estimator, which equals the maximum a posteriori (MAP)
estimate corresponding to a high-dimensional Gaussian product prior, are derived. These
results are deduced from corresponding contraction rates for the associated posterior
distributions. The rates obtained are optimal up to log-factors in L2-loss in any dimension,
and also for supremum norm loss when d < 4. Further, when d < 3, nonparametric
Bernstein-von Mises theorems are proved for the posterior distributions of b. From this
we deduce functional central limit theorems for the implied estimators of the invariant
measure fip. The limiting Gaussian process distributions have a covariance structure that
is asymptotically optimal from an information-theoretic point of view.

MSC 2000 subject classification: Primary 62G20; secondary 62F15, 65N21.
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1 Introduction

For Wy = (W},..., W) a d-dimensional Brownian motion and b = (by,...,by) a Lipschitz
vector field, consider the multi-dimensional Markov diffusion process (X; = (X},..., X?) :
t > 0) describing solutions to the stochastic differential equation (SDE)

dX; = b(Xt)dt +dWy, t>0. (1)

The random process (X; : ¢t > 0) describes a Brownian motion whose trajectories are subject
to spatially variable displacements enforced by the drift vector field b. We are interested in
recovering the parameter b based on observing the process up to time 7. A closely related
problem is that of estimating the invariant measure p; of the diffusion, which describes the
probabilities

T
Jp(A) =05 Tim ~ /0 1a(X))dt (2)

corresponding to the average asymptotic time the ergodic process (X; : t > 0) spends in a
given measurable subset A of the state space.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.01702v1

While the one-dimensional case d = 1 is well studied (see, e.g., @], ﬂﬂ, , @, @, @, m, E,
E]), comparably little is known about the in applications highly important multi-dimensional
setting, particularly when b is modelled in a nonparametric or high-dimensional way. In the
measurement model we consider here, convergence rates of certain multivariate nonparametric
kernel-type estimators were first obtained in Dalalyan and Reif3 @], and further recent results
in this direction are by Strauch @, @, @], who obtained sharp (and adaptive) convergence
rate results for b in pointwise and L?-loss, and for yy, in uniform-norm loss. The proofs of
these results are based on certain spectral gap assumptions that permit the use of geometric
and functional inequalities for diffusion processes ﬂﬂ] Ultimately these conditions boil down
to requiring that b arises as a gradient vector field VB of some scalar potential B : R — R
satisfying certain curvature assumptions. This is a strong hypothesis on b, which in particular
implies that p;, identifies b and thus the law of the diffusion (X; : ¢ > 0).

For observations (X; : 0 < ¢t < T), the likelihood function is directly available from
Girsanov’s theorem, and has a convenient ‘Gaussian’ form in the parameter b. This motivates
the use of likelihood based inference procedures: the estimators by for b we study in the
present paper are minimisers of a penalised likelihood (or, equivalently, least squares) criterion
over a high-dimensional approximation space. In fact, since the penalties we use are squared
Hilbert norms, BT equals a Bayesian ‘maximum a posteriori’ (MAP) estimate arising from
a truncated Gaussian series prior. The Bayesian interpretation of ET is exploited in our
proofs, and is further appealing since it comes hand in hand with uncertainty quantification
methodology (‘posterior credible sets’), and posterior sampling is in principle feasible even
for ‘real-world’ discrete data by simulation techniques, see ,%] and references therein.

Let us briefly describe our contributions: we obtain convergence rates of by to the ‘true’
vector field by generating equation (II), and also frequentist contraction rates about by for
the corresponding posterior distributions, both in L?- and || - ||o-distances. For L2-loss the
rates obtained are minimax optimal (up to log-factors) over Holder classes in any dimension,
and this remains true for || - ||oo-loss whenever dimension d < 4. When d < 3, we further
prove nonparametric Bernstein-von Mises theorems that establish asymptotic normality of
the re-centred and scaled posterior distributions vT'(b — by)|(X; : 0 < t < T) in a (large
enough) function space. From this we in turn deduce corresponding central limit theorems
for the implied plug-in estimators for the invariant density u,. We exploit that the non-
linear identification map b +— u; can be shown to be ‘one-smoothing’. Since inference on b is
asymptotically equivalent to a nonparametric regression problem [16], this offers an analytical
explanation for why the invariant density u, of the process can be estimated at 1/v/T rate
in stronger norms than is the case in i.i.d. density estimation (see Section 2.5]).

Instead of the functional inequalities used in @, @, @], our proofs exploit basic mar-
tingale concentration properties and techniques from elliptic partial differential equations
(PDEs). To simplify the PDE arguments in our proofs we restrict to periodic vector fields
b. We avoid the assumption that b is a gradient vector field VB altogether. The invariant
measure £, then no longer identifies the law of the process (X; : ¢ > 0) — see after Proposition
[ below for details. Consequently, consistent Bayesian inference for p;, cannot be based on a
prior assigned directly to the invariant measure. In contrast, first modelling b by a Gaussian
prior and subsequently recovering u; via PDE techniques leads to optimal results.

Standard methods @] from the study of minimum contrast estimators (such as l;T) do
not generally allow to derive optimal nonparametric convergence rates in stronger norms
(such as || - ||oo-loss). Our proofs employ techniques from Bayesian Nonparametrics ﬂﬂ, 19,



I . to overcome these limitations in our setting. In this re ard our results are related to
recent investigations of Bayesian inverse problems %, @ % Bernstein-von Mises

34, IJ
theorems @ @ @ and diffusion models ,@, @,

2 Main results

2.1 Basic notation and definitions

Let T? denote the d-dimensional torus, isomorphic to ~ (0, 1]d if opposite points on the
cube are identified. By L?(T?%) we denote the usual L?-spaces with respect to Lebesgue
measure dz, equipped with inner product (-,-) = (-,-);2. Let p be a probability measure
on T?. If its Lebesgue density, also denoted by p, exists and is bounded and bounded
away from zero, then an equivalent norm || - ||, on L?*(T?) arises from the inner product
(f,9)u=/[ f gdu; f,g € L?(T?). The symbol L3(T¢) denotes the subspace of functions f for
which [1q f(2)dz =0, and L? (Td) denotes the subspace for which [, fdu = 0.

We define the space C' (']I'd) CO(T%) of continuous functions on T? normed by the usual
supremum norm || - [[s. For s > 0, we denote by C*(T%) the usual Holder spaces of [s]-
times continuously differentiable functions on T¢, where [s] is the integer part of s. For
s € R, let H*(T?) denote the usual Sobolev space of functions from T? to R (defined by
duality when s < 0). They form the special case p = ¢ = 2 in the scale of Besov spaces
B;q(’]I'd), 1 <p,q < oo, see Chapter 3 of ] for definitions, where it is also shown that C*(T%)
embeds continuously into B . (T%),s > 0. When no confusion may arise, we employ the
same function space notation for vector fields f = (f1,..., f4). For instance f € H® = (H*)®?
will then mean that each f; € H*(T%) and the norm on H* is given by || f|%. = Z;l:1 £ 1135
We shall repeatedly use standard multiplication inequalities for Besov-Sobolev norms,

If9llsy, < c(s,p,q, DI, I91Bs,.. < (5.p,0,d)fllBs,llgllcs, s > 0. (3)

rq —

Starting with a ‘S-regular’ Daubechies periodised wavelet basis of L?(T), we denote by
{®,:r=0,...,min(0,2" —1),1 = {~1,0} UN}

a tensor product wavelet basis of L?(T?) as described in Section 4.3 of ﬂﬁ] We denote by V;
the span of all wavelets up to resolution level [ < J, a space whose dimension scales as O(2J d)
as J — oo. The decay of wavelet coefficients in this basis, or equivalently the scaling (as
J — 00) of the approximation errors from projections Py, onto the V; spaces, characterises
the norms of the Besov spaces B;q(']l‘d) and Sobolev spaces H*(T%), see p.370f. in ﬂﬁ]

If 1 is a probability measure on some metric space, then Z ~ p means that Z is a random
variable in that space drawn from the distribution p, also called the law £(Z) = p of Z. We
write Zp —? Z, or Zp —% L£(Z) when no confusion can arise, to denote the usual notion of
weak convergence of the laws L£(Zr) — L(Z) as T — oo, see, e.g., Chapter 11 in ﬂﬁ]

For an arbitrary normed linear space (X, || -||x), the topological dual space is

X" =X, | lx)" ={L: X — Rlinear s.t. |L(z)| < C||z|x for all x € X and some C > 0},

which is a Banach space for the norm [|L||x+ = supgcx |2 <1 |L(z)]. We will sometimes use
the symbols <, 2>, ~ to denote one- or two-sided inequalities up to multiplicative constants
that may either be universal or ‘fixed’ in the context where the symbols appear. We also
write (-); = max(-,0) to denote the non-negative part of a real number, and a V b,a A b to
denote maximum and minimum of real numbers a, b, respectively.



2.2 Diffusions with periodic drift; likelihood, prior and posterior

Consider the SDE () where the vector field b : R? s R? is Lipschitz continuous and one-
periodic, that is b(- +m) = b(-) for every m € Z?. Then a strong pathwise solution of this
SDE exists which is a d-dimensional diffusion Markov process X; = (X}, ..., X{). We denote
by P, = PJ the cylindrical probability measure describing the law of (X;) in path space
C([0,00)) when Xy = z; its restriction P = PbT " to the separable space C([0,T]) describes
the law of the process XT (X¢:t €]0,7]) until time T, see, e.g., Sections 24 and 39 in ﬂa]
We suppress the dependence on the starting value x as our results do not depend on it.

We seek to recover the drift function b : T¢ — R? from an observed trajectory X7.
The periodic model (which has also been used in @ @ when d = 1) is convenient in our
context as it effectively confines the diffusion process (X;) to a bounded state space T¢. To
be precise, while our diffusion takes values in the whole of R? (in particular (X;) will not be
globally recurrent), the values of the process (X;) modulo Z? contain all relevant statistical
information. In particular we have (arguing as in the proof of Lemma [I] below),

T
l/ o(X,)dt —T / @duy as T — 0o, Ve € C(TY),
T 0 Td

where 1y, is a uniquely defined probability measure on T? and where we identify ¢ with its
periodic extension to R? on the left-hand side. The measure 1, has the usual probabilistic
interpretation as an invariant measure appearing in the limit of ergodic averages, but for our
purposes it is more convenient to define it in terms of a partial differential equation involving
the generator of the diffusion Markov process. Heuristically, if (P, = et : ¢ > 0) is the
transition operator of a diffusion process with invariant measure y and generator L, then we

can differentiate the invariant identity [ P[¢ldu = [ pdu Vt at ¢ = 0, so that [ Ledp = 0
for all smooth . If L* is the adjoint operator for the standard L?inner product, then it
must satisfy [ @L*u = 0 for all smooth ¢, and hence necessarily L*;i = 0 (in the weak sense),
which can be used to identify p via the adjoint generator L*.

To make this precise, in our periodic setting the generator L : H?(T%) — L?(T%) is

L=1Ly= —A+bV— Z +Zb (4)
and from integration by parts we see that the adjoint operator for (-,-)r2 equals
L* =1L = —A —b.V —div(b), div(b Z 8% (5)

so that py, can be identified as the solution of the PDE
Lypy = 585 = 0.V, — div(b)py = 0. (6)

If b arises as a gradient vector field VB for some B € C?(T?), one can check directly that

wy < €2P solves (@). For general vector fields b one can prove the following result (see after

([66]) in Section [ below).

Proposition 1. Let b € C1(T?). A unique periodic solution p, to (@) satisfying Jpadpy =1
exists. Moreover, py is Lipschitz continuous and bounded away from zero on T, with ||1/ |0
and the Lipschitz constant ||p||Lip depending on b only through a bound for ||b]|s.



While for gradient vector fields we can recover b from p;, via b = (1/2)Vlog up, the
invariant measure p;, does not identify b or the law P, of (X; : t > 0) for general vector fields
b (unless d = 1). To see this, start with a gradient vector field b = VB and invariant measure
wy o< €2B. For any smooth divergence free vector field © and v = o/ (so that div(vu) = 0)
one checks by integration by parts that [ ¢L ol = [ ipLpsp¢ = 0 for all smooth ¢, and
as a consequence pip, is also the invariant measure for Ly,,. Thus any statistical approach to
recover b via first estimating py is bound to fail in our general setting.

We instead propose likelihood-based inference methods. The log-likelihood function ¢7(b)
of our measurement model can be obtained from Girsanov’s theorem (Section IX.1 in ﬂﬁ | or
17.7 in ﬂa]) for any periodic and Lipschitz b : T — R9,

apr 1 7
L1 (b Yy oy b X .dX
eT() (S{ )_exp< / Hb(Xt H dt—l—/ t t) ( )

where P} is the law of a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion (W; : ¢t € [0,T]). Note
that an application of It6’s formula (as in Lemma[ below) allows to re-write ¢7(b) in terms of
path integrals against (X; : 0 < t < T) so that computation of /7 from an observed traJectory
X7 is possible. [In practice this may involve a further discretisation step, see ﬂﬁ,

Our approach to inference on b amounts to computing a penalised maximum likelihood
estimator over a high-dimensional wavelet approximation space. More precisely, set

~

. , 1
br = b(XT) = argmin e [ —Up(b) + 5”1)”%], (8)

where Vj@)d = ®;—l:1VJ and || - ||z is a Hilbert tensor norm on Vﬁd. The estimator by has a
natural Bayesian interpretation as the maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimate arising from
a mean zero Gaussian prior I1 = ®?:1Hj on Vf@d with reproducing kernel Hilbert space H.

Indeed, the posterior distribution II(-| X7 arising from observing X* ~ P is of the form
TOdN®) -1z
[ etr ) dI1(b) '

Our proofs imply that the denominator in the last expression is finite and non-zero with prob-
ability approaching one under the law of XT as T — co. The map (b, c) fo Xp)e(Xy)dt+

dIi(b|XT) = be VP, (9)

(b, ¢)r induces an inverse covariance D H on some linear subspace H C V®d. [Since 1 € V?d,
dimH # 0, and our proofs imply in fact that H = Vﬁgd with high probability under the law of
XT] Using Theorem 9.5.7 in ﬂE and linearity of b — fo (X;).dX;, the distribution IT(-| X7
is thus Gaussian on V}gd and the MAP estimate (8) equals the posterior mean E'[b|X7].
Concretely, the Gaussian process priors II = Il we will use here are constructed from

high-dimensional wavelet expansions for b = (by,...,bg) of the form:
bi=> Y 0101 ®Pur, Gy ~N(0,1), j=1,....d, (10)
I<J r

where the ®;, form a periodised wavelet basis of L2(']I'd), where J = Jp -+ o0 as T — oo in
a way to be chosen below, and where the weights o; govern the regularisation prescribed by
the penalty functional. Recall (p.75 in ﬂﬁ]) that the Gaussian process (I0) has reproducing
kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) inner product of tensor form

d
(91,920 =>_> > 072915, Pir)a(g2j, Pradrz, 91,92 € VP (11)

j=11<J



2.3 Contraction rates for the posterior distribution and MAP estimate

We now give results concerning the concentration of the posterior measure II(-|X”) around
the ‘ground truth’ vector field by that generated X7 according to the diffusion equation ().
This implies convergence rates of the same order of magnitude for the MAP estimate by (see
Corollary [Il). We denote the ‘true’ invariant measure from Proposition [l by 1o = g, -

Our first theorem gives a contraction rate in the ‘natural distance’ induced by the sta-
tistical experiment, following the general theory ] Initially this distance is a ‘random
Hellinger semimetric’, and we straightforwardly adapt ideas in @] to the multi-dimensional
setting (see Theorem [7] below). In dimension d = 1, the theory of diffusion local times can
then be used to deduce from this convergence results in the standard || - ||, || - || L2-distances
@, @, @], but when d > 1 such local times are not appropriately defined. Instead, we
exploit concentration properties of the high-dimensional ‘design’ matrices induced by the
random Hellinger semimetric on Vj@)d (see Lemma [I0) to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let s > max(d/2,1),d € N. Suppose by € C*(T?) N H*(T%). Consider the
1
Gaussian prior Iy from ([I0) with 27 ~ TZ+a and oy = 2742 for a > max(d —1,1/2)
als
and 0 < o < a. Then for ep =T 2e+d(logT) and every My — oo, as T — oo,

IIp (b o= bollu > MT€T|XT) —Th 0.

In particular, if a = s then ep = T z+a (logT).

Since we wish to perform the primary regularization via the truncation level J rather
than the variance scaling o we have assumed that 0 < o < a. It is possible to improve the
logarithmic factors here and in Theorem [2] below under certain choices of a, «, s, but we do
not pursue this further in the present paper.

From the previous theorem, and imposing slightly stronger conditions on by and Iy, one
can obtain perturbation approximations of the Laplace transform of II(:|X T) by the Laplace
transform of a certain Gaussian distribution (see Proposition 2]), and this makes more precise
‘semiparametric’ tools available for the analysis of the posterior distribution. In particular,
adapting ideas in ﬂg] (see also , , , @]) we obtain contraction results in the |[|||oo-norm.

Theorem 2. Let a A s > max(3d/2 —1,1),d € N. Suppose by € C*(T%) N H*(T%). Consider
1

the Gaussian prior Iy from () with 27 ~ T%+d and o; = 271+4/2) for 0 < a < ans—d/2.

Assume further that a < s+1 (ifd <4) ora<s+d/2—1 (d>5). Then for every § > 5/2,

sAla—(d/2-2)4]

d
HT(b : Z 1b; — bojlloc > (log T)°T~— 2atd ‘XT) —T0 0 as T — oc.
j=1

In particular, if a = 5,0 < a < s—d/2 and d < 4, then the rate is (log T)‘ST_ZSSﬂ.

By Gaussianity of the posterior distribution, the previous theorems translate into conver-
gence rates of the MAP estimates from (g]).

Corollary 1. Let by = EUlr [b|XT]. Under the conditions of Theorem[, for every My — oo,
lbr — bolluo = Onp,, (MTT_;TAQ logT) as T — oo,

while under the conditions of Theorem[2, for every § > 5/2,

_ sAla—(d/2-2)4]

b — bolloe = Op, (T 2atd (logT)%), as T — cc.



Proof. Consider the function
HY) =Tr(b: ||b— V| < Mrep|XT), v € VP4,

The posterior is a Gaussian measure on the finite-dimensional space VJ®d, centered at by.
Since || - [|4o-norm balls centred at the origin are convex symmetric sets, Anderson’s Lemma
(Theorem 2.4.5 of ﬂﬁ]) yields that by is a maximizer of H. Using Exercise 8.3 in ﬂﬂ] with
the contraction rate from Theorem [} we deduce that ||bp — bol|,,, = Op,,(Mrer) as T — oo.
The || - ||o-rate follows similarly using the contraction rate from Theorem 2 O

Up to log-factors, the || - || z2-rates obtained are minimax optimal for any dimension d (the
lower bounds follow, e.g., from the asymptotic equivalence results in ﬂﬁ], see also @, ])
The || - ||-rates are then also optimal whenever d < 4, up to log-factors. The sub-optimality
of our rate for d > 5 is related to the presence of common semiparametric ‘bias terms’: the
approximation-theoretic Lemma [0l below, which quantitatively improves on previous bounds
in ﬂQ, @] of a similar kind to apply also when d > 1, gives the desired rate only when d < 4.
We do not know if this is an artefact of our proof or whether it can be essentially improved.

2.4 Bernstein-von Mises theorems for b

We now adopt the framework of nonparametric Bernstein-von Mises theorems from ﬂﬂ, @],
see also the recent contributions ﬂﬁ, , @, @, @] The idea is to obtain a Gaussian
approximation for the posterior distribution in a function space in which 1/ V/T-convergence
rates can be obtained. More precisely, we will view the re-centred and re-scaled posterior
draws v/T'(b — byp)|X™ as (conditionally on XT) random vector fields acting linearly on test
functions ¢ = (¢1,...,¢q) by integration

<¢ > \/T/Td(b —b(XT).p: e Bfoo|XT),

and show that a Bernstein-von Mises theorem holds true uniformly in ¢ belonging to any
bounded subset of the Besov space B _,p > d/2, d < 3. Equivalently, the limit theorem
holds for the probability laws induced by these stochastic processes in the ‘dual’ Banach space
(B )*. The limit will be the tight Gaussian probability measure N, on (B{. )* induced by
the centred Gaussian white noise process (Wo(¢) : ¢ € B, ) with covariance

d
EWO(gb)WO(QS/) = <¢7 ¢/>1/u0 = Z/Td ¢j($)¢;(iﬂ)ﬂal($), ¢7 ¢/ S Blpooﬂ
=1

its existence is established in the proof of the following theorem. The choice of Besov space
parameters p,p,q is maximal, see Remark [ By embedding other spaces into BY_ one
deduces various further limit theorems, e.g., in negative Sobolev spaces H* = (H)*,p >
d/2. For the applications to estimation of p; that follow, this particular choice of Besov
space is, however, crucial, and restriction to the simpler scale of Sobolev spaces would be
insufficient to obtain the results in Section below.

For two probability measures 7,7’ in a metric space (5, ), define the bounded Lipschitz
(BL) metric for weak convergence (p.157 in @]) by

/S Fd(r — )

Bs(r, ') = sup
F:S—R,||F||Lip<1

, Fllpip =sup |F(z)|+ sup
H H Zp xES‘ ( )‘ r#y,r,yeS e(x7y)



Theorem 3. Let 1 < d < 3, p > d/2, a > max(1,3d/2 — 1) and let s > a be such that
s> a—1+d/2. Suppose by € C°(TH)NH*(T?). Let Il be the Gaussian prior from ({I0) with
oy =27Hetd/2) 0 <o < aAs—d/2 and J chosen such that 27 ~ TV 20+d) - Let TIp(|XT)
be the conditional law L(vT(b— br)|XT), where b ~ Hr(-|XT) and by = ENT[b|XT) is the
posterior mean, and let Ny, denote the law in (BY.))* of a centred Gaussian white noise
process for (-, -)1/u,- Then, as T — oo,

Bise_y- (A(IXT), Nyy) =0 0.

Convergence of moments in the previous theorem yields the asymptotics of br.

Theorem 4. Under the conditions of the previous theorem, the MAP estimate Z)T(XT) =
EYb|XT] satisfies, as T — 0o,

\/T(ZA)T — bo) —)d Nb() m (Bfoo)*.

A confidence set for b can now be constructed by using the posterior quantiles to create a
multiscale ball around by, which we can further intersect with smoothness information as in
, ] to obtain confidence bands that are valid and near-optimal also in || - ||-diameter.

Remark 1. Just as in the related situations in ﬂﬂ, @], one shows that the condition p > d/2
cannot be relaxed as otherwise the limiting process does not exist as a tight probability
measure in (Bf, )*. Moreover the choices p = 1,q = oo give the maximal Besov space (on
the bounded domain T%) in view of standard embeddings, see @], Section 3.5.

Remark 2. As remarked at the end of Section 23] the presence of semi-parametric bias
terms prevents our proof from giving a Bernstein-von Mises theorem when d > 4, and also
necessitates the assumption s > a — 1 + d/2 in Theorem [3l Similar phenomena occur in
nonparametric smoothing problems, see, e.g., Section 3.6 in |24].

2.5 CLTs and asymptotic inference for the invariant measure

We now turn to the problem of making inference on the invariant measure . From any vector
field b we can identify pp via the elliptic PDE (@) and hence, given b ~ 7 (| X7) and by, we
can (numerically) solve (B]) to generate posterior samples | X7 and point estimates I, for
. Of course other much simpler estimators of u; can be proposed and some discussion of
the relative merits of the likelihood-based approach is given in Remark [l

Using perturbation arguments for the PDE ([6) combined with Theorem [3, we obtain the
following Bernstein-von Mises theorem for /T (ju, — 1, | X 7. In the proof we show that the
Frechet-derivative of the non-linear map b — py; is ‘one-smoothing’, a fact that follows from
elliptic regularity theory for PDEs. As a consequence, the constraint p > d/2 from Theorem
can be relaxed to r > d/2 — 1 when the target of inference is y;, rather than b.

For the formulation of the following result, we define spaces

B, = B (TN LY TY), r>0,d<S3,

normed by || - |[p2 + || - |p;_; similarly to the previous subsection, the conditional laws
LTy — ,uBT)\X Ty induce stochastic processes in the normed dual space B via actions

gH\/T/ (1o — 1,)9, 9 € By,
Td

8



and weak convergence occurs in BY. We note that the inverse Lb_o1 of the generator Ly, from
M) exists as a well-defined mapping from L/%o (T9) into H?(T9) N LE(T?), see Lemma [II] in
Section [d We postpone the special case d = 1 to Theorem [6] below.

Theorem 5. Let d = 2,3 and r > d/2 — 1. Under the conditions of Theorem [3, if b, 1,
are the solutions of (@) (invariant measures) associated with a posterior draw b ~ Ip(-|XT)
and by = EUT[b|XT], respectively, then for 7(-|XT) the conditional law L£(v/T (jup — ,ul;T)|XT)
in BY we have as T — oo

Be: (T(-1XT), Npy) =0 0,

where N, is the tight Borel probability measure on B’ induced by the centred Gaussian process
M with covariance metric

EW(gA(g) = (VL3 0 VL (0 9=~ [ gdo. 0.9 € By,
T
Moreover, as T — oo we have
\/T(,UBT — /L()) —)d NMO mn Bi

This theorem has various corollaries, upon using the richness of the spaces B,.,r > d/2—1.
For instance since H” imbeds continuously into B" on the bounded domain T¢ one de-
duces weak convergence in P, -probability of the conditional laws in negative Sobolev spaces
H(T%) = (H"(T%))*; as T — oo,

B (LT (1y = iy, IXT), Npyg) =70 0, 7> dj2 -1, d=2,3.

Remark 3. Indicator functions of measurable subsets C' of T% of finite perimeter define
elements of Bf__(T?) (proved, e.g., as in Lemma 8b in ﬂﬁ]) and we can thus make inference
on invariant probabilities p,(C) = de ledp,d = 2,3. More concretely, suppose C = Ck is
a class of Borel subsets of (0,1]¢ that have perimeter bounded by a fixed constant K. This
includes, in particular, all convex subsets of T? (e.g., Remark 5 in ]) Then the collection
of functions {1¢ : C € C} is bounded in Bi__(T¢) N L?(T%), and if

(:ub(c) :C e C)) b~ HT('|XT)7

is the resulting set-indexed process of posterior invariant probabilities, we deduce from The-
orem [Al and the continuous mapping theorem for weak convergence that, as T" — oo,

B0 (EO/T () = 15, (DIXT), Ny ) =0 0, and VT (g, — png) 57 Ny in €2(C), (12)

where ¢°°(C) D B} is the Banach space of bounded functions on C (see Proposition 3.7.24
in ﬂﬁ] for a precise definition of Sg for non-separable S). O]qe further deduces that the
estimated invariant probabilities induced by the MAP estimate by obey the limit law

VT sup 13, (C) = po(C)] —4 sup [M(1¢)| < o a.s., T — co.
cecC cec

We finally turn to the special case d = 1, where the proof of a version of Theorem [B needs
slight adaptations as then r > d/2 — 1 = —1/2 includes negative values. We obtain a central
limit theorem for the invariant probability densities (up(x),x € T) viewed as sequences of
random functions in the space C(T).



For d = 1 the solution map Lb_1 from before Theorem [B] has a representation Lb_l[g] =
Jr Gy (-, 9)9(y)dy, g € L2, (T), with periodic Green kernel Gy : T x T — R such that Gy (-, z) €
H'(T) for all x € T. This follows, e.g., from deriving directly explicit expressions for the
solution v of the ODE bv' + v /2 = (2u) " (upv') = g, where uy, o< €2, B’ = b.

Theorem 6. Under the conditions of Theorem [d with d =1 and a > 3/2, if [ [y, aTe the
invariant probability densities associated to b ~ II(-|XT), by = ENT[b| XT], respectively, then

Beq (ﬁ(ﬁ(ﬂb - NI;T)’XT)J\_/bO) —T 0, as T — oo,

where Ny, is the Borel probability law in C(T) induced by the centred Gaussian random

function (M(z) : x € T) with covariance

_ _ d d
EWI(z)M(z') = / 2 G ()= G (3, 4"t (9), .7 € T.
T dy dy
Moreover, as T — oo we also have
VT (1, — 1o) = Ny, in C(T). (13)

In the recent preprints E, E], an analogue of (I3]) was obtained for an estimator based
on directly smoothing the empirical measure jip from (2)). Their proof is based on first
establishing that their estimator is asymptotically close to the local time of the diffusion
process, in conceptual analogy to the i.i.d. setting @] Our approach to combine Theorem
with the Delta-method for the map b — iy, is very different, and also allows one to deal with
multi-dimensional situations, where local times are not appropriately defined.

Remark 4 (Information lower bounds). For completeness we briefly explain the statistical
optimality of the covariances obtained in the previous limit theorems. For any h € H"(T?),
r > d/2, and as T — oo, the LAN expansion of our measurement model under P,

1
br(bo +T~2h) — b1 (bo) = Wr(h) — Sl + ory, (1), Wr(h) =4 N(0, [|Al[%,),

is obtained in Lemma [ below. We then see from standard arguments from asymptotic
semiparametric statistics @] that the asymptotic variance occuring in Theorems [ and [l is
optimal in an information-theoretic sense. This is also true in the case of Theorems[H, where
inference on a non-linear functional ®4(b) = [r4 gdp, g € L%(T9), of b is considered. Indeed,
the arguments in the proof of Theorem Bl imply that

By (0 +1) = Py (8) = (VL [l R}y + o). 5=~ [ o

Thus arguing as in Section 7.5 in @] the Cramer-Rao Lower bound for estimating ®,(b)
from our observations is given by

vzl = [Vt o= [ o] @

Examining the proof of Theorem [0, a similar remark applies to the covariance appearing in
that theorem. See also B] for a comparable result when d = 1.

2
dpp ().
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Remark 5. In view of (Z]) a simple estimate of 1,(¢) = [ ¢dusy, ¢ € L?, is obtained from the
ergodic average fir(¢) = (1/T) fOT ¢(Xy)dt. This requires ¢ to be point-wise defined and rules
out aspects of pp, such as the value of its probability density at a point treated in Theorem [
For recovery of py(¢) uniformly in classes of ¢’s, we are not aware of results such as (I2]) for
the empirical estimate ji replacing 14,,.» €xcept for the case d = 1 covered by the results in
@ . The techniques we develop (Lemmas [[]and @] combined with Theorems 2.3.7 and 3.7.23
in E]) do imply that any uniformly bounded class F of functions ¢ : T — R for which the
entropy integral

| e NI lygarmrony i < o0 (14)
0

converges for some x > 0 does, under the conditions of Lemmas [7 and [@], satisfy the uniform
central limit theorem

VT (iir — po) =% N,y in £2°(F), T — oo. (15)

In the setting of Theorem [ this requires » > d — 1 and hence falls short of the condition
r > d/2 — 1, particularly excluding the examples from Remark Bl It is an interesting open
question whether ([I4]) can be essentially weakened for the CLT for the empirical process
VT (fi7 — po) when d > 1 — the regression techniques introduced here show that in principle
inference on g is possible in such strong topologies. It may finally be remarked that at least
for the Bayesian statistician, modelling pu; directly by a prior is not coherent since pu; does
not identify the law Pl generating the likelihood (7)) (cf. the discussion after Proposition ).

3 Proofs

We repeatedly use the following basic fact that allows to ‘localise’ the posterior distribution to
sets D of high frequentist posterior probability: let D be any measurable set in the support
of the prior satisfying II(Dr|XT) = 1 — op,, (1) as T — oo, let nPr () = (- N Dr)/U(Dr)
denote the prior conditioned to Dr and let IIPT -XT) denote the posterior distribution
arising from prior II°7. By a standard inequality (|51], p. 142),

JTICXT) = TP7 (| XT) v = sup I(AIXT) = TIP7 (A[XT)] < 20(DF|XT) =0 0, (16)

as T' — oo, where the supremum is taken over all measurable sets.

The proofs of Theorems are based on a variety of auxiliary results developed in
separate sections below. For Theorem [l only Lemma [IQ is needed, and this allows to derive
an initial localisation of the posterior distribution in a neighbourhood contracting about by in
L?-norm via (I8). The proof of Theorem Bis then based on semiparametric tools (Proposition
and Lemmas Bl [6 below) ultimately resulting in the key Lemma [Bli), which applies to the
L?-localised posterior distribution. Once Theorem Plis established, one can refine that lemma
(see Lemmal[B(ii)) and apply it to the |- ||o-localised posterior distribution to prove Theorems
and @ Theorems [l and [@] then follow from Theorem [3] and some perturbation arguments
for the PDE ([@).

3.1 Proof of Theorem [I]

As a first step we obtain a convergence rate in the natural ‘random Hellinger semimetric hp’
corresponding to the regression problem posed by equation (Il). We do this using the classical

11



testing approach (see ]) which has been formulated in the Brownian semimartingale setting
relevant here by van der Meulen et al. @] Define

17T 1T
hip(by,b) 1= /0 [B1(Xa) = ba(X)[Pds = ) = /0 101,5(Xs) = bai (X)|*ds.
j=1

This random semimetric arises naturally, since the log-likelihood with respect to P% can be
expressed as M — %[M |, where M is a continuous local martingale with quadratic variation
[M]r = Th2(b,by). Consequently, a key additional difficulty in this setting is that the
Hellinger semimetric is a random process rather than a deterministic semimetric.

The next result is a combination of Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 of @], restated in the
present context. The proof relies on martingale arguments which generalize to the multi-
dimensional setting without difficulty, hence the proof is left to the reader. Consider the
statistical experiments (PbT : b € Br), where the parameter spaces Br, which are allowed
to vary with 7', are arbitrary sets equipped with c-algebras satisfying mild measurability
conditions, see Section 2 of [50]. In particular, these are satisfied by the finite-dimensional
spaces considered in Theorem [I1

Theorem 7. Let e — 0 be such that Ta% — 00. Suppose that for any Cy > 0, there exist
measurable sets By and a Co > 0 such that

Iy (Bf) < e~ 1Tt (17)
logN(BT7 ” ’ ”umET) < CQTE%V (18)

and that for some C3 > 0,
(b : ||b— bollu, < er) > e~ T, (19)

Assume further that for every v > 0 there ewist c,,Cy > 0 and D, > 0 such that

lgllinfpbo(cy“b — bOHMO < hT(b, bo),Vb € ’BT with hT(b, bo) > D»YET,
and hT(bl,bg) § C’YHbl — bg”uo,Vbl,bg c ’BT With hT(bl,bg) Z D’yET) 2 1-— Y-

Then for every My — oo, Tp(b: ||b— bolle > Mrer|XT) = 0 as T — oo.

The proof of the theorem implies in particular that the denominator in (@) is non-zero on
events of P, -probability approaching one. We now turn to the proof of Theorem [[land verify
the conditions (I)-(20) of Theorem [ By Proposition [} || - |z2 and || - ||, _are equivalent
norms. Applying Theorem 4.5 of @] (see also Sections 11.3 and 11.4.5 in m]), there exist
measurable sets By C V) such that for ep = T_;Tﬁi(log T),

(i) log N(Br, || - lloo, 3e7) < 6CTe7,

(i) Ty (b; & Br) < e~ CTT and

(i) Tp([|b; — bo jlloo < der) > e~ Te%.

The set By = H?:l Br satisfies II7(Bf) < de=CT<% and log N (Br, || - ||u0,d||,u0||;1>é2€T) <
6CdTe2, which verifies (IT) and (I8) for (a constant multiple of) e7. Finally,

1 (IIb = bolluy < 4Vl 227) > Tiy ( sup. by = bojilz2 < 4aT>
j:17“'7

d
2
> T[Tz (16 = bolloo < der) > e,
j=1

12



thereby verifying (I9) for (a constant multiple of) ep.
We now verify (20). Since HT(V}M) = 1, we may take as parameter space Br =

Vf,@d U {bp}. Let by ;s denote the orthogonal projection of by ; onto V; and set by; =
(b0717j,. .. ,b(]’d’J). Since by € C%, HbO,j — bQJ'J”OO < C(bQ)Q_JS < C(bQ)ET, so that for our

choice of J this yields hr(bo,bo,7) < rer and |bg — by, sl < HMOHé?Hbo —bo, 7|2 < rep for
some r = r(d,by). By considering the cases by € Vf,@d and by = by separately, the event in
[20) therefore contains the event
{eylIb = b0, lluo + cyrer < hr(b,bo,s) — rer and hr(b,bo.s) +rer < Cyllb —bo slluy — Cyrer
Vb € V&4 with hy(b, by g) > (Dy — 7)er}
N {hT(bl,bQ) S C’YHbl — b2||u0,Vb1,b2 S Vj@d With hT(bl,bQ) 2 D«,&T}.

For D, large enough that (D, —r) > max{(Cy + 1)r,2(c, + 1)r}, the last event contains

{2¢,]1b = bo,sllpo < hr(b,bo.s) < 3C5|Ib = bos o, Vb € Vi with hy(b,bo,y) > (Dy —1)er}
N Rz (b, b2) < Cyllb1 — ballug, Vb1, ba € VE? with hy (b1, b2) > Dyer}
O {26, |1b1 = baluy < hr(br,b2) < 3C|1b1 — |, Vb1, ba € VE}

since by, j € Vj@)d. It thus suffices to lower bound the probability of the last event.
For Cy > 2 and 0 < ¢y < 1/2, this probability equals

h? (b1, b2) 1
2 T\Y%1, 2 ®d
Pbo <4C'Y_1S m—lg ZC,\/—l, Vbl,bg EVJ ,bl #b2>
0
(21)
W5 (b1, b2) — [|b1 — bal|7 .
>1— P, sup T D KOO > min{l — 42, C2 /4 -1} |
br,bo€VPhby#£bo 1 2110

where the right-hand side in the last probability is a positive constant. Since by € C*, s >
max(d—1,1) > max(d/2,1), Lemma [0 with z = /2M2/%? — oo and My > 1 large enough
yields

2 2
Py, sup h (b1, ba) — Hb12_ ba 4o > C' My 9Jld+(d/2+r=1)+] | < delco—Mg)27* 0,
b1, b2 €V S by by 11 = b2l VT
where 0 < k < s—d/241 (or k = 0if d = 1). Since T—1/2271d+(d/2Hr=1)+] 5 0 as T — oo for
a > max(d — 1,1/2) and x > 0 small enough, the right-hand side of ([ZII) equals 1 — o Py (1)
as T'— oo. This verifies [20)) for Cy, > 2, 0 < ¢, < 1/2 and D, > 0 large enough, so that
applying Theorem [7 completes the proof.

3.2 Proof of Theorem

Take the set Dr from (B0) below with I'r, or, as in Lemma [li) below. Then by that
Lemma and (6] with Dy = Dy, it suffices to prove Theorem [2l for b drawn from the localised
posterior distribution IIP7 ([ XT). Let Az be any events satisfying Py, (A7) — 1 and denote
by Py,, PVJ®d the projection operators onto V), Vﬁgd, respectively. Setting

sAla—(d/2-2)4]

ér = (logT)°T~  za+d
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and applying Markov’s inequality,

d d
~ ~ D
Ep 1177 (b3 " [1by = bolloo = Er|XT) < &7 By D E™ (1) — bojlloo X T1ar + Poy (A7)
j=1 j=1

d d
_— D —
<& S By B [l1by — Py, [bollloo X Ay +E21 D 1Py, [bog] — bolleo + o(1).
j=1 j=1

Since by € C?, the second term is of order O(277%) = O(T_Tid) = o(ép) as required.
Suppose first that d < 4 and let a) = 2/\d/22_‘]d/2(10g T)~" for some 1 > 1. Then using that
sup, Yo [Pk (@) S 2272,

d d
> by = Puylbollloclag = 1ag Y sup ‘ >N by — bog, Par) 2 @ak(z)
=1 j=1 *

AT k

2)\d/2
S 1ATZZ \/T ml?xﬁ\(b] _bO,jycl))\,k>L2’
J oAJ
1 -
= 1ATﬁ Z Z 2’\d/2a>\ ! m]?X \/T|<b] - bo,j, a)\<1>)\7k>L2|
J A<J
J2742(log T)"

< Ar Agl};fjﬁ\(bj — bo,js axPx k) 2]

Taking posterior expectations in the last inequality, Lemma[B}i) implies that on an event Ap
of Py -probability tending to one

o D

et D BT lb; — Py, oo oo | X 11y
J

< 21 J2742 (log T)"EHD

T

S ——m g Agl%]}éj\/fl(bj — boj, ax®ar) 2] | X7 | 14,
3/20.Jd/2

o /227/2(10g T')" < (log T)*/2+13

9

Taking 6 > 3/2 + n completes the proof when d < 4 since n > 1 was arbitrary. If d > 4, we
set ay = 22/2277(d=2) (1og T)=" for 5 > 1 and use again Lemma [B]i) to obtain, as T — oo,

. J3/22J(d—2) (log T)n

~— D —
e D B by = Py bo e X7y S 87 T S (og T 0,
J

3.3 Proof of Theorems [3 and @

Let b ~ ITP7 (-| X7 conditionally on X7, where Dy is the event from (BI)) below with I'r, o,
chosen as in Lemma [Bii). Then by that lemma and ([[6) with Dr = Dy, it suffices to prove
Theorem [l for TIP7 (-| X7 in place of TI(:| XT).

Denote the centred ball of radius 7 in BY__ = BX®? by Be(r), and let 1 = (n1,...,14) €
B(1). For projections

Pyealn/po] = (P, [nj/pol - 5 =1,...,d),

14



define the centring process

d
G(m) = (Grmpe =Y (Gujimidre = (bom)re + = / yealn/pol(Xe).dWe, n € BP(1),

J=1

where the notation <G J,M) 2 is justified by linearity of the stochastic integral. Next define
stochastic processes

(Z1(n) = VT((b,m) 12 — Gy(n) € BP(1)),  (Za(n) : 1 € B(1)),

where Z, has (cylindrical) law Aj,, and denote the (conditional) law of Z; by YT =
IP7(-|XT). Both processes prescribe linear actions on B”(1) — this is clear for Z; and follows
also for Z, as explained before (24)) below. The estimates that follow imply moreover that
the Z; define proper random variables in (B{. )*. For £ € N to be chosen, define probability
measures l:[HDT,./\/'bO,H as the laws of the stochastic processes

P(n)(Zz) = (Zi(PVK(@d[n]) HURS Bp(l))7 i1=1,2,
which, as projections, are defined on the same probability space as the Z;’s. Using the triangle
inequality for the metric § = ﬂ( BC_)- We obtain

BIPT, Nyy) < BIIDT, Ny ) + ﬁ(ﬁDT I77) + B(Noys No,w)

—5V®d(H,i s Nbo ) +Z sup  |E[F(Z;) — F(P.)(Z:)]|

i=1 IIFllLip<1
< BVN@’d(ﬁnDTvao,H) + Z E|Z; — Py (Zi)llpe_y» = A+ B+ C. (22)
i=1
For term B, we use Parseval’s identity and that |[n|[ge_ <1 implies 3, >, [(nj, Prr)r2| S
2-1p=d/2) for all [ to obtain, with E = E""7[.| X 7],

EHZI _P(H)(Zl)H(BfOO)* =F sup \/T‘(b—é],?]—PV’?d[UDL?
||77||BP <1

<ZZ Alp=d/2) EmaX\/_ < GJj,q))\k>L2
K<

< 22 Ap=d/2) EmaX\/_|( bO,j7q>)\,k;>L2| + 22—)\(p—d/2) maX\/T <éJ,j — bO,j7q>)\,k:>L2 .
K< K< g
(23)

By Lemma [Bl(ii) and the usual decay bound for wavelet coefficients of by € C*, the first sum
is bounded in P, -probability by

S 2N R T Y 27N = (1)

K<AZT,j A>J

as T'— oo and k — oo, since p > d/2. To deal with the second sum, note that by definition
R 1 T .
V(G = boj Pak) sz = —/ Py, [ @/ 1o (X )dWY .
VT Jo
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Arguing as after ([@4]) below, Bernstein’s inequality (49]) implies that these variables are sub-
Gaussian under P, with variance proxy bounded by

1 T
1Py @/l + 7 [ 1P s/l (Xt = [Py (Bl

The first quantity is bounded by [|® x|[z2]/1/pollco S 1 whereas Proposition (ii) implies that
the second quantity is Op, (Ry) = Op,, (1) uniformly over A,k for our choice of J,s. Thus
by the usual sub- Gauss1an maximal mequahty (Lemma 2.3.4 in ﬂﬁ the last term in (23)
is Op,, (2oxs 2 “Me=d/2) /) = op,, (1) for p > d/2, so that the last sum in @3) is op, (1) as
Kk, T — oo.

For term C, we first note that N, defines a tight Gaussian probability measure in the
space of bounded functions on B?(1) (using Theorem 2.3.7, Proposition 2.1.5 and (4.184) in
{2%]), and arguing as in Theorem 3.7.28 in [25] one shows that N, extends to a Gaussian
probability measure on (Bf_ )*, in particular a version of Z exists that acts linearly on B*(1).
Define @y 5 ; = (0,...,0,®54,0,...,0) : T¢ — R%, where the non-zero coordinate occurs in
the j* entry. Then, using again the standard sub-Gaussian maximal inequality, now for the

Variables (ZQ((I))\JCJ) (O ”(I))\ k”l/uo))

Bl Z2 = Poo(Zo)llpg,)- =B sup_ | Za(n = Pygaln)
Il gp_ <1
<3 2/ Emax|Zo(®a)] S S22V =, o(1). (24)
K\ K<

Finally, for term A, consider again the basis (Pyx; :j = 1,...,d, A < K, k) of Ve for k
fixed. We apply Proposition El(iii) with v = P,, 24 [<I>>\ k.j/ 1o); then Lemma [Bi(ii) and the third
part of Lemma [6] to obtain

EHDT [eu\/’f«b—bo,%,k,j/uo)uo ~uVT [ v®d CI>>\kJ/U0](Xt)th‘XT

—cTexp{ / 1P ®d[¢A,k,j/M0H|2dM0},

where we can take [I'r| < 1,epor, = o(1) as in the proof of Lemma [ and where Cp =
14 op, (1) as T — oo for fixed u € R. We also have ‘|Pv}g>d[q))\7k’j//£0”|ﬂo = | Pr i/ 1ol w =

[P kll1/y, as J — oo since PV]®d are L?-projections. The same is true if @)  ; is replaced by

arbitrary finite linear combinations > j > A<rk QMK i®ak,j, & fixed, and thus by Proposition
29 in [32] (or by the results in the supplement of ]) we deduce joint weak convergence of
the finite-dimensional distributions, in particular, for every fixed k € N,

Bv®d(ﬁnDT,NbO7,€) —P0 0, as T — oo. (25)

Combining the above bounds, given ¢ > 0 we can choose k = k(€’) large enough so that
by virtue of the bounds following ([23) and (24]), the terms B,C in (22]) are each less than
€'/3 (for B on an event of Py -probability as close to one as desired). Then applying (25)
for this choice of xk we can also make the term A less than ¢ /3 for T large enough, and with
probability as close to one as desired, completing the proof of Theorem [l with Iz replacing
I, that is, with centring equal to Gy.
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That G can be replaced by the posterior mean in Theorem [3] is the last step: since the
laws Iy form a sequence of (conditionally on X7) Gaussian distributions on (B},_)* that
converges weakly in probability, we also have convergence of moments of that sequence in
probability (using Exercise 2.1.4 in ﬂﬁ] and arguing as in the proof of Theorem 2.7 in ﬂﬁ])
in (B}.)*, and since N, has Bochner-mean zero we deduce that

VI(E"T [ XT] ~ G) = o, (1) in (BL,)" (26)

This concludes the proof of Theorem 8l Theorem Hnow follows from (26]) and asymptotic
normality of the v/T(Gs(n) — (b, n)) variables in the space (Bf._)*, proved as follows: if we
denote by vy the law of the latter variables, then arguing just as in (22]) we have

2
Bupe_y (v Non) < Byoa(Vrms Nonw) + S Bl Zs = Py (Z) 51 (27)
i=1
where Zg =L Z, from above and Zl has law vp. The first term on the right hand side

converges to zero, for every fixed k, by applying the martingale central limit theorem as in
@8) to (1/V/T) fOT(<I>,\,T,j/u0)(Xt).th, A < k fixed, and using ([@9)) to show that the term

1 T
= | Pyl fa] = ) )W = o1, (1)

in view of HPVJ@)d (@ /0] — Parj/Holloc = 0 as J — oo for fixed A < k. The third term in

[27) was bounded as o(1) for kK — oo in ([24]), and the second term also converges to zero as
k — 00 by the arguments below (23]). Thus choosing  large enough but fixed, and letting
T — oo, Theorem M follows since B( BY_)* metrises weak convergence.

3.4 Asymptotic expansion of the posterior Laplace transform

We start with the following basic ‘LAN expansion’ for {7 as in ().

Lemma 1. Suppose by € C\W/2T-VUT) and h € HY>H5(T9) for some r > 0. Then

1

T
Cr(bo + h/VT) — tr(bo) = Wr(h) — ﬁ/o Ih(Xy)|%dt,

where, as T — 00, and under Py,

I I 1
Wirlh) = <= [ 00w~ N ORI, g5 [ IR P bR,

Proof. Using () with b = by and (),

e e 17
lr(bo + h/VT) —Llr(by) = —= h(X:).dXy — — bo(X¢).h(Xt)dt — — h(X)|dt
o+ hVT) —tr(tn) = —= [ 0. = —= [ () d= g [ o)
- /Th(X)dW —i/Tuh(X)H?dt
= T ; t). t oT 0 t .
Since x + ||lz||* is a smooth map, the function fu(z) = |[h(z)|* — ||A]2, € Lio(']l‘d) N

HY?5(Td)y ¢ C(T%). In particular, LL™'[fy] = f, where L™! = Lb_ol is the inverse of
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the generator L constructed in Lemma [IT] below. Moreover, by that Lemma and the Sobolev
embedding theorem, L=1[f,] € HY/2+5+2 ¢ 02 By Ito’s formula (Theorem 39.3 in [d]),

T T T
/ fo(Xy)dt = / LL7Y[fa)(Xp)dt = (L_l[fh](XT)—L_l[fh](Xo))—/ VL fr)(Xe).dWr.
0 0 0

Since L7[f,] € C?, the first term on the right-hand side is O(1), while the second term
satisfies

T 2 e
Ebo </0 VL_l[fh](Xt)th> = Ebo/o ||VL_1[fh](Xt)||2dt 5 THL_l[fh]H%l’

so that 7! fOT fu(Xi)dt — 0in L2(Py,). Set Mh = fo (X¢).dWy, so that (M2)7> is a con-
tinuous local L2-martingale with quadratic variation [M"]y = fo |h(X¢)||?dt. Consequently,

MM — [n]2, =T~ fOT fn(X¢)dt — 0 in L?(Py,) and hence also in Pj,-probability as
T — oo. Applying the martingale central limit theorem (p.338f. in @]),

T2 Mg T N0, [|]7,)- (28)
as T — oo, completing the proof. O

A key result is the following expansion of the Laplace transform of the posterior distribu-
tion arising from a ‘localised’ prior IIP7 for two relevant choices of Dp. These sets, D and
Dy, depend on a further choice I'r C V® of vector fields admitting envelopes

ICzl2 > sup [[v]lz2, ory = sup ||v]m, (29)
yel'r yel'r
where the ||-||g-norm arises from the RKHS inner product (II]) with the choice oy = 2-He+d/2),
als
For any M > 0 and ep = T 2e+d (log T') as in Theorem [I], define

Dy ={be VP ||b—bollrz < Mrer}n {b e VP4 sup |(b,7)ml < M\/TETUFT}, (30)

vyel'r

where My — oo arbitrarily slowly, and for My = (log T)°~',6 > 5/2, define

Dr={be V¥ ||b—bolloc < Mrer}n {b e Vel sup (b, )] < M\/:FETUFT}. (31)
yel'r

Proposition 2. Suppose by € C* N H®, s > max(d/2,1), and consider the Gaussian prior
@) with 27 ~ Tovd and o = 27U+ d/2) for ¢ > max(d —1,1/2) and 0 < a < a. Let
I'r C Vf,@d be a set of functions admitting envelopes from (29) and let Dp C Vf)d denote the
set BQ) for this choice of T'p and arbitrary M > 0. For u € R, b € V}gd and fixed v € I'p,
define the perturbations

by = by (T,7y) =b— -

Jev € Ve, (32)

(i) If for some Kk >0 (or k=01ifd=1),

Ry = 271+ (@/ 2 k=Dl p e D <1 +/log(1/(Mrer)) + \/10?3(1/’FT’2)) —0
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as T — oo, then for any measurable function G : L*(T?) — R,

b) -+l (ba
EHDT [euﬁG(b)|XT] \/—fo v(X¢) thJ,-ZT f() Iy (X o) |2 dt+ur fDT T (b)+E7( )dH(b)
[p, efr®ari)

where rp = Opbo (Rr) = op,, (1) uniformly over v € I'r and

S1(b) = uvV'T (G(b) — (b~ bo, V) o) -

(ii) Furthermore,

Ey, sup < Ry,

yelr

1 T 2 2
7 | InxoiRa =i,

where ~
Ry i= T 1/27 10+ (d/245= 1)) p 2 (1 + log(l/]FTlg))

for any k>0 (k=0 if d =1). In particular, if both Ry, Ry — 0, then

L4 (by,
EHDT[ uVTG(b) ’XT] = effo Y(Xt).dWet5 ||’Y||2 +urp4u?ip fDT T(b)+er( )dH(b)

Jp, T OdII(B)

where rp = Op, (Rr) = op, (1) and 71 = Op,, (Rr) = op,, (1) uniformly over v € I'r.

(iii) Parts (i) and (i) remain true if Dr is replaced by Dt from (31) and if Mt is replaced
by My in the definition of Rr.

Proof. (i) For v = (y1,...,7a) € I'r,
EHDT [ eu\/TG(b) | XT] _ EnDT [ eST(b)+u\/T(b—b0,'y)#0 | XT]

_ 7 / STV T (b=bo g+ (bu) +r (0)~r (50) LY 1)
Dy

with Zp = [ Dy e!T®)dII(b), . Define the empirical process Gp[h] = fo (Xy)dt —
Jpa hdpo) for any h € L? (T?). Using the LAN expansion from LemmaIIL

2 [T
r(t) — o f L - - b~ wxlacxodn s g [ kP

2 T
= X,).dW; — uGr[(b — by).~] — uvVT (b — by, +—/ X,)|dt.
[ AW~ 10~ boy) ~ T~ b+ [ RO
The Laplace transform from the first equation therefore equals

e Jo v(X0) th+2T tt Xt)sztZT / e—UGT[(b—bO)-’Y}eST(b)-i-ZT(bu)dH(b)‘
Dy

We use Lemma [7 to control the empirical process term uniformly over b € Dp, v € T'p. Set

.FT = {fb,'y = (b — bo).’y — /d(b — bo).’yduo :be DT,"}/ S FT} s
T
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which is a subset of L/%o (T4 N HY2+5(T) for 0 < k < 5 —d/2 since I'p C Vf,gd C HP for any
p < S. Suppose d > 2. Lemma [l with p = d/2+r — 1 gives that for any 0 < £ < s—d/2+1,
b,b € Dy and v,7 € I'r,

dr(forys fo5) S 1 fory = fosll praszen—

d
D11y = by + (b5 = bo) (5 = 73) = b5 = bjsvido — (B = bogs % = Vo | praseen—s
1

IN

<.
Il

2 (@m0 15— B[ o |y | e

B

S
1

<.
Il

d
+ D 1I(b; = Puyboy) (v — A3) — (b5 — Prybojs 15 — Fidmoll rasesn
=1

d
+ ) l(Pybo = bog) (v — A3) — (Prybog — bogs ¥ — Ti)uoll grasant.
j=1
The first sum above is bounded by C27@+5=D|T'p|o||b — b|| 12, while by Lemma [l the second
sum is bounded by C' Z;l:l 27(d+5=1) Norep||y — 7| z2. Using Lemmal[8, that by € C* N H* for
s> d/2 and (B0)- (1)), the third sum is bounded by

d
D 1Py b0 = bojllz= Il = Ajll grarzen—s + 1| Pvyboj = bojjll graszes—llyy = Fjll s
=1

]~

S (2772 P oy = 3yl g2+ 27T by — 512

7=1
< 27D M|y — 7| e,

using again that I'r C VJ®d. Summarizing,
dr(for: f5,7) S 27T D(Crfallb = Bll 2 + Mrer |y — A 2).

In particular, Fr has dr-diameter Dr, < 2J(d+“_1)MT€T|FT|2 = o(Rr) = o(1). Since
Dy, I'r C (Vj@)d, L?) have finite dimension dv; = O(d2’?), applying Proposition 4.3.34 of ﬂﬁ]
yields

N(Fr,,dr,7) < N(Dr, 2" D |Dpo|| - || 2, 7/2)N (D, 27D Myer|| - [| 2, 7/2)
< (C2J(d+n—1)‘PT’2/T)va (C2J(d+n—1)MTET/T)va
for some ¢, C > 0. Recall the inequality

/Oa Vieog(A/z)dx < %a\/log(fl/a) < 4a/log(A/a)

2log A —1
forany A >2and 0 <a <1 (p. 190 of ﬂﬁ]) Using the last two displays and that Dz, — 0,
fODFT \/ log 2N (Fr,dr, 7)dr is bounded by a multiple of

Dx. Dg
\/va/ ! \/log([CZJ(d+“—1)|FT|2] vV 2/7)dT + \/va/ ! \/log([C’ZJ(dJr'i—l)MTeT] vV 2/T)dr
0 0

< 242D, (\flor((C2/ s DITr o] 2/ Dp) + lop((CH @ DMrer] v/ D) )
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Taking Dr, ~ 27 (d+“_1)MT€T|FT|2 for k > 0 arbitrarily small, one can therefore bound the
quantity in Lemma [T via

J(Fr,dy, Dry) S 27OV "D Myer|Drla(1+ Vlog(1/(Mrer)) + /1og(1/[Trl2)) = R

Using the Sobolev embedding theorem, Lemma [[1] Lemma [ and similar computations to
the above,

sup L7 fonllle S sup || forll yiasoin2y, S 272D N e | Tr]y = o( Ry).
fov€FT foyE€FT

Substituting these bounds into Lemma [7 yields Epy, supyep,. very |GT[(b — bo) ]| S R — 0,
proving the first statement. The case d = 1 is proved similarly, using instead the simpler
bound dr (f.4, f5.7) S 272 |Crlallb = bl| 2 + 272 Mrer|y — 7| 2.

(i) Since z — ||z|? is a smooth map, the function g, (z) = ||v(z)[|? = [ra 7)) [I*dro(y) €
L2 (T?) N HY2*% for k> 0. Since v € V*?, Lemma @ with p = (d/2+ r — 1) gives that for
any « > 0 small enough and v,% € I'p,

d
d1.(9v,97) S llgy — 93l gaeieny SO I07 =77 — /Td (V3 = A7) dptol| yeazen—1y
j=1

d
<D 2RO |y — Il + Al
j=1
S 2/ o |y — 5 2

In particular, Gr = {g, : v € T'r} U {0} has dj-diameter Dg, < 27/[4/2+(d/2+x=1)]|pp 2,
Using the same arguments as above, one deduces

N(Gr,dp,7) < N(Dp, 27122000 Dp o[ - ||, 7) < (C271/2H@20R=1 Dy /7ydvs,
and hence

J(Gr,dr, Dg,) < 2/1+@/2r=1)4]|p 12 (1+ log(l/\FT\2)> — VTRy.

In exactly the same way, sup,. g, 1L gy llse < 9J[d/2+(d/2+K~2)4] v]I2, < 271d/2+(d/2+r=2)+ )| 7|2,
Applying Lemma [7] thus gives

1 T
By swp |1 [ 0GP~ [ (e Pduota)
yel'r 0 Td
1 1
= —=Ey, sup [Gr(g,)| S —=2/IHH 2Dy 3 <1+ Viog(1/|Tr |2 >
ﬁ o gWEQT K \/T 2
Finally, the proof of Part (iii) follows in the same way, using that the || - ||oc-norm dominates
the L?norm, and replacing M7 by Mr. O

3.5 Change of measure

In this section, let IT = Iy be the prior from (I0). Using the lower bound for the small-ball
probability (I9]) in the proof of Theorem [ the proof of the following lemma is similar to the
one of Theorem 8.20 in ], and hence omitted.
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Lemma 2. Suppose by € C*® for s > 0. Then there exists a finite constant C' = C(by) > 0
als
such that if By are measurable sets satisfying Ip(Br) = o(e=CTet) for ep = T~ 2a+d(log T),

then EbOHT(BT|XT) — 0.

We are now ready to prove another key lemma that bounds the ratios of Gaussian integrals
occurring in Proposition 21

Lemma 3. (i) Suppose by € C* N H® for some s > max(d/2,1). Let 2/ ~ T7ara for
a > max(d—1,1/2) and ep = T_;Tisd(log T). Let Dy be as in (30) for a choice of T'p C Vj@)d
whose envelopes from (29) satisfy |Tr|e = O(VTer) and eror, — 0 as T — oo. Then for
all M > 0 large enough, II(Dp|XT) =1 — op,, (1). Moreover for b, as in (32) and all u € R,

Ip, et () 41 (b)

T U2
[, ey el s Oret 33)

where (r(u) = op, (1) for every fived u, where both Cr = Op, (1) and non-random rr = o(1)
are independent of u, and all terms are uniform over v € I'p.
(ii) The conclusion of Part (i) remains true for d < 4 and under the conditions of Theorem
@ if Dr is replaced by the set Dy from (F) with My = (log T)°~',6 > 5/2, and if in addition
7l =0(1) as T — oc.

Proof. (i) The first set in the union of sets defining D7 has posterior probability tending to
one by Theorem [[I Recall that by definition of the RKHS, (b,v)g ~ N (0, ||v[[%) for b ~ II
and v € H = V®d. By Dudley’s metric entropy inequality (Section 2.3 in [25]) applied to
the Gaussian process ((b,7)m : v € I'r) indexed by bounded subsets of the finite-dimensional
space Vj@) (with covering numbers bounded in Proposition 4.3.34 in ﬂﬁ we have

ET sup (b, Vm| < 2Jd/20'1"T\/10g(1/0'1"T) < Mo\/TETOTT (34)

Y€l

for some My > 0, since we may always take or, > 1. By the Borell-Sudakov-Tsirelson
inequality (Theorem 2.5.8 of @]) for M > My,

I( sup |(b,7)u| > MV Teror,) <I( sup |(b,y)u| > E" sup |(b,y)u| + (M — Mo)vTeror,)
yel'r “/6 T yel'r

<e (M Mo)?Te},
Taking M > 0 large enough, the posterior probability of the set in the last display is then
op,, (1) by Lemma[2 This establishes that II(D%|Xr) = op, (1).
We now establish ([B3]). Letting II,, denote the law of b, under the prior and applying the
Cameron-Martin theorem (Theorem 2.6.13 of ﬂﬁ the desired ratio equals

u w2
fDT,u e'r(9) B (g)dll(g) fDT,u ef:r(g)e—ﬁ@mgm—ﬁ||«,||%Hdn(g)

Jp, er@adl(g) Jp, e r9dll(g)
where Dr,, = {g = b, : b € Dr}. By the definition of Dr,

; (35)

2 2
u u ]u\ iy u“op,
sup =7, 9m + 55117 sup (v, b —uT ™ )| + —=F
9eDr . velr |NVT 27" \/T beDp el 2T
2 9
Of
< ‘u’METOTT + 5T
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We thus upper bound (B3] by
fDT,u CZT(g)dH(g) _ fTu2+F&ﬂ|u‘ H(DT,u’XT)
Jp, er9dll(g) I(Dr|XT)

efTu2+F%\u|

(36)

where 77,75 — 0 are non-random and uniform over v € I'z. Since alu| < a?u? + 1 for all
a > 0 and u € R, the exponential in the last display is bounded by e+ for all u € R,
where rr = 7 + (7)* = 30f,/(2T) + M?c}0f, — 0. Since we have already shown that
O(Dr|XT) =1~ op,, (1) and the posterior probability (D7, XT) is bounded by one, the
inequality in (B3] follows.

Turning to the exact asymptotics for fixed u € R, (B6) equals II(D7,|X7T)(1 + op, (1)),
and ([35) can be lower bounded by [@0) with e’ 7" +77lul replaced by e "%~ rlul  Ag a
consequence it suffices to prove II(Dr,|X7T) =1 — op,, (1). Now

(D5, |XT) <T(g € V2 |lg + J=v = bollg > Mrer|XT)

—i—H(g c VP sup (g + =% Mul > M\/TETUFT|XT>.
yel'r

By Proposition [ ”\/Lf’YHuo N %’FT‘Q = O(er) = o(Mrer), so that the first posterior

probability tends to zero by Theorem [II Using (34]), that O'%T /NT = o(NTeror,) and
the Borell-Sudakov-Tsirelson inequality (Theorem 2.5.8 of ﬂﬁ]), the prior probability of the
second event is bounded by

‘u’U%T 11
H<g: sup (g, v)m| + —=~ > E" sup [(b,7)u| + (M — Mo)\/TsTarT)
yel'r VCT yel'r

1
< e—Z(M—MO)QTs%

for T large enough depending on u. For M > 0 large enough, Lemma 2] then yields that the
posterior probability of this last set is op, (1), which shows II(Dr,,|X =1~ op, (1) as
desired.

Part (ii) is proved in the same way using Theorem [2] (whose proof only relies on Part (i)
of the present lemma) to ensure that TI(Dp|XT) —% 1 as T — oo, and upon noting that

Jd/2 — .
|7l S 274 Trle = Oler) = o(Mrer) since [Trlz = O(1) as T — oo. 0

3.6 A maximal inequality for posterior wavelet coefficients

For A < J,1 < j < danday > 0to be chosen, define the vector fields <i>>\,;w- = (i)M,j71, ce (i)&kuyd) :
T4 — R? with

By, = axPy; [®xk/po] 1=,
b 7]72 0 Z' # j‘

Thus (i)%k,j is the vector field which projects ax®y x/po onto V; in the j-th coordinate and
is uniformly zero on all other coordinates. Denote the collection of all such functions by

Pr={®yp,: A< Lk 1<j<d} CcVPL (37)

23



Lemma 4. Suppose by € C® for some s > d/2. Then for I'r as in {37) and the RKHS norm
|- lm defined in ) with o3 = 2=1+4/2) for o >0, we can take the envelopes from (29) as

T — d — d, (I)2J(a+d/2)
[Tr|2 = C( ,NO)I}\??CLA, ory = C(d, o, @) max a.

Proof. Using Proposition [T,

1@x kil 72 = 1Py, laa®ai/mol 72 < aXll1/poll2 | @aklF2 < di.

To prove the second bound, note that Proposition [l implies that 1/ug has finite Lipschitz
norm ||1/pol|Lip on T?. Let x;, € supp(®;,) and note that diam(supp(®;,)) = O(27!) by
construction of the wavelets. Using the orthogonality of the wavelets and Holder’s inequality,
for (I,r) # (A, k) with A < J,

|( Py, [® /0], Prr) 2] = '/Td Dk (2)Pp,(2) ( CHN )> dx

po(x)  po(xy,
S /ol ™ [ (@)l () dz
T

< 9- max(l,)\)z—\l—)\\d/2

while [(Py, [®xx/po0], Pak)rz| < 11/ pollsol|@rkll?2 < 1. Note that for I < A, there are a
constant number of wavelets @, intersecting supp(Py, [P /o)), while for I > A, there are
O(Z(l_)‘)d) such wavelets. Splitting the following sum into these two cases, while separately
keeping track of the term (I,7) = (A, k), and using the above bounds gives that for A < .J,

1D ksl = ZZ% (Py, [ax®xk/po], @10) 2]
I<J r

A J
<a? (Z O_l—22—2)\—()\—l)d_|_ Z 0l—22(l—)\)d2—2l—(l—)\)d_1_0_;2)

=0 I=X+1

A J

1=0 I=A+1
< a§\2(2a+d)J‘

This yields O'%T < a22@atd) O

Lemma 5. (i) Assume the conditions of Theorem[Q and let Dy be the set from (30) with T'p
as in (37), envelope or, as in Lemma[] and with the choice of constants

9Ad/29=Jd/2(16g T~ ifd <4,
a =
A Ad/29=I(d=2) (log TV if d > 5,

with n > 1. Then T(Dr|XT) =1 —op, (1) as T — oo. If b ~ TIPT(|XT) and ®yy. =
(Prges---» Pag): T¢ — RY, then for all A< J, as T — 00,

EHDT [II;&]X \/TKb] — b()J‘, a)\(I))\’k>L2HXT] = OPbO (\/X), (38)
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EU°T [}\mj}xj VT|(b; — bo j, ax®r ) 12]| X ] = O, (V). (39)
(ii) Assume the conditions of Theorem[d and let Dy be the set from (3) with T as in (37)
with ay = 1 for all A\ and envelope or,. as in Lemma[f} Then I(Dr|XT) =1 — op, (1) as

T — 0o and if b~ TP (| XT), then for all A < J,

EHDT [II];E;X \/T|<bj — b(],j, (I))\7k>L2||XT] = Opbo (\/X)
Proof. The first assertion in (i) follows from Lemmas [ and @] since the envelopes satisfy
ITrl2 = O(ay) = O((log T)™"), VTer — oo and eror, = o(1) for 0 < a < aAs—d/2 and
the specified choice 27 ~ T (2a+d)  To prove the first two maximal inequalities, we start by
verifying the conditions of Proposition [ for the case d < 4. Using the envelopes from Lemma
@ we can bound Ry and Ry in Proposition by

dfa/\er(d/2+m71)+

Ry SMyT— 20— (logT)¥?7" -0

foraNs>max(3d/2 —1,1),0<k<aAs—3d/2+1 (k=0if d =1) and My — oo slowly
enough, while
d(d/24r—1) 4

Br <T 2t 2t (log T)"2"\/loglog T — 0 (40)

for s > max(d—1,1/2) and 0 < k < s—d+1 (k =0 if d = 1). We may thus apply Proposition

R to G(b) = (bj — by j,axPy k)2 with v = (I)Mw EV , so that for bu:b—%®A,k7j,u€R,

+L7 (bu
EHDT[ U\/_(b'—boj,aAQA k) 12 ‘XT] _ e\/* fo q>>\ k j(Xt) AW+ D) ||q>>\ k j”uo'i_urT""u rr fDT r (O )dH(b)
Ip, efr®ari(p)

where r7 = Op, (Rr), 71 = Op,, (Rr) uniformly over A < J and k,j, and

St(b) = uVT(b; — boj,ax®xk)rz — uVT{bj — bo j, axPy, [P/ ko)) uo
= uVTax{po(b; — bo;), ®ri/po — Pv,[®xk/1o]) 12

Applying the first bound from Lemma [6l with d <4, n > 1,
sup |S7(b)| < ClulVT(log T)™"(27% Myep + 27/ T2y = o(Ju)), (41)

beDr

for M7 — oo slowly enough and s > a — 1. Applying a|u| < o?u? + 1 for all o > 0 to (@I)),
and using Lemmas [B] and (] gives for all u € R,
fD ST (®)+Hr (bu) gI1(b)
T

< C'TeCTu2 )
T, ()

where Cr = Op, (1) and non-random ¢y = o(1) are independent of u and uniform over A < .J
and k, .

Setting Zy 1 = (bj — boj, axPa k)2 — %fOT <i>,\,k7.(Xt).th and using again that ofu| <
a?u? 41 for all & > 0, the Laplace transform satisfies the conditional subgaussian bound

BT [00VT 205 | XT) < e Bl reh)
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for sequences O = Op, (1) and ¢ = 2(fr + r2 + cr) = op,, (1), which are indepen-

dent of u and uniform over A\ < J and k,j. Since ||®, killZe = a3llPv, [@xk/po]llZ, <
a2||110llso |11/ 0]12, < C(bo), by Lemmas 2.3.2 and 2.3.4 of [24], we have

nPr nvT : Qdy [ ! 5 12 N
VIETT ] max |21 X | < \/2log 2dim(V )(Or+1) max ([ @ak;ll+¢7) = O, (V)

(42)
since dim(V}gd) = O(d279). Similarly, for A\ < J,

D : -
VIET ! [max| 2| X7] 5 \/2log 2dim(VZ) (G- + 1) max([[ @55, +r) = Or,, (V).

(43)
We now deduce ([B9) from ([@2), the same arguments then also show that (B8] follows from
#3). Decompose

EHDT /—T o . @ XT
[Agﬁfj (b5 = bo,j> APk 2]
< B0 | s V| Zuggl|X7] 4 o [ [ ey,
ma j ma : '
> ASJ,])'C(J Nk,jg )\SJJ}C(,]‘ \/T 0 Nk,j t t

and we have shown the first term is Opbo(\/j ). We now control the B, -expectation of the

second term by showing that M%kj = fOT P Ak, (X¢).dWy are sub-Gaussian with uniform
constants on a suitable event Ap. For € > 0 fixed, set

Ak,j

< e} . (44)

Applying Markov’s inequality, Proposition 2{ii) and {@Q), Py, (AS) < ¢ 'Ry — 0. On Ap,
T MM = T70 [T |8y g (X7)|2dt < | ll2, + € < Colbo) + € so that applying
Bernstein’s inequality ([@9), for any x > 0,

1T 2
ar = |3 [ s Ce0Pat — @I,
0

2

Py (T7Y2MpH1 4, > ) < Py (MM > VT, [MM]7 < (Co + €)T) < ¢ 2070,

Consequently, (T_l/ 2RI Ap @ A\ k) are sub-gaussian random variables with uniformly
bounded constants, so that E, maxy< T_l/le%’k’j\lAT = O(V/J) by Lemma 2.3.4 of
ﬂﬁ] When d > 5, one proceeds exactly as above with the only difference to the case d < 4
being that we use the second bound in Lemma [0l with @ < s + d/2 — 1 rather than the first
bound, which is needed to ensure sup,cp,. [S7(b)| = o(|ul).

For (ii), we can invoke Lemma [3(ii) to obtain II(Dy|XT) — 1 in Py -probability. The
maximal inequality then follows from the same proof as in (i), using Proposition 2{(iii), that
the || - ||oo-contraction rate implies the same rate in L2-norm, and replacing the bias bound
([ T) by the third inequality of Lemma [6]so that scaling by a) is not necessary. The conditions
s> a—1+d/2,d < 4 ensure that the terms V72776t and vVT2727||b — by||oe are both
o(1) and hence asymptotically negligible. O

3.7 An approximation lemma

Lemma 6. Suppose by € C° for some s > 1 and let A < J, 1 < j < dandb € Vj@)d. If
ay = 22/22=74/2(1og T)™" for some n > 0, then

ax|(po(bj — o), ®ar/to — Py, [®xn/pol) 2| < C2727||bj — bo 12 + 277 E+H/2HD) (log T) 7.
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If instead ay = 2*%22=7(4=2)(1og T)=" for some n > 0, then
ax|(po(by = bo.j)s Do/ po — Pvy [@xn/mol) 2] < C772 (b — bo s 12 + 2774 D) (log T) 7.
Finally,
(ko (b — bog)s ®ak/bo — Poy [@xn/po]) 2] < C272AY2(272||b; — by oo + 277 FD).
In all cases, the constant C' depends only on by, ® and d.

Proof. By the triangle inequality, the desired quantity is bounded by

ax|(po(b; — Pv,bo ), ®ak/ 1o — Py [®ar/ o)) 2]
+ ax|{uo(bo; — Pyyboj), ®ar/to — Py [®ar/pol)r2| =: (1) + (I1).

By Parseval’s identity,

(1) =ax D> (uo(b; = Pvybo ), ®1e) p2(Pak/ o, ®r) 2
I>J T (45)
<any max |(p0(bj = Pv;00,5); Prr) 2] > {@ak/ 10 Prr) 2l
>J r

By Proposition [l we know that jg has finite Lipschitz norm |uo||lLip. Let a7, € I, =
supp(®;,,-) and note that diam(I;,) = O(27!) by construction of the wavelets. Using that
bj — Py, by ; € Vy is orthogonal to ®;, for any [ > J, ||® |1 S 2714/2 and (GI)),

[(po(bj — Py,boj), @1 p) 2] = '/Td(ﬂo(fﬂ) — po(w1,))(bj () — Pyyboj(2)) P, () dx

< lpolhspctinm(7e,) | 1by(2) = Piybo, (@)1, (@) d

< C(bo, ®)27"[[b; — Py, b0 jllool| @10 1 (46)
< C(bo, ®)272[bj — Pyybo j| 227"/,

Moreover, using sup, >, [®,(z)| < 2!42,1 > 0, and (@) 1, ;)72 = 0 for A < J < [,

D U ®@ak/po, ®rp)r2| =Y /Td (Motl’) - Mo(i”)> P ()P (7)d

< 11/ po Lipdiam (1) / B p(2)] 3 1 ()|
Td -

< C(by, ®)214/2~1g=Ad/2, (47)

Substituting the last two displays into (45 yields
(1) < ax2?¥22722 by — Py bo sl > 27 < 272 (log T) 7 "1b; — bojll 2
>J
as desired. Next expanding (/) as in [{B]) and using (7)),

(11) < C(bo, @)aAZmaxK,uo(bo,j — Py, [bO,j]),(I)l,r>L2|2l(d/2_1)2_>‘d/2
>J

5 CL)\2_JS2_>\d/2 Z 2—l 5 2—J(S+1+d/2) (log T)—T]
>J
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where we have used ||by; — Py, [bo,j]llc < 277%, and the last two displays imply the first
inequality in the lemma. If instead ay = 2°%/22-/(d—2) (log 7)™, then substituting this value
into the final bounds for (/) and (/1) gives the required result. The final inequality of the
lemma is proved in the same way, but using (6] instead of the inequality in the line below
it, so that scaling by a) is not required. O

3.8 Martingale based inequalities

The following results provide uniform control of additive functionals of the diffusion process
in both probability and expectation. The first result relates this to the metric entropy of the
underlying function class in terms of a metric dy, arising from the diffusion, where Lb_o1 is the
inverse generator constructed in Lemma [TT]

Lemma 7. Suppose by € C(d/2+“)V1(Td) Fr C L2 (T%) N HY24%(T?) for some x> 0 and
0€ Fr. Set Gp[f] =1T-/? fo s)ds, define the pseudo-distance dy, by

&2 (f,9) Z‘

on Fr, let Dx, be the di-diameter of Fr and set J(Fr,dr,d) = f05 V0og 2N (Fr,dy, 7)dr.
Then

Do Ly f — g]H (48)

By sp (G2()] < = sup |5l + 4V Fr. V8Os, D),
feFr \/_

and for any x > 0,

2
Pb0< sup |Gr(f)| > —= sup HLb—Ol[f]Hoo + J(fT,\/@dL,DfT)(4\/§+64\/§x)> < /2,
feFr T rerr

Proof. By Lemmal[ITland the Sobolev embedding theorem, the Poisson equation Lu = Ly u =
f has a unique solution L~'[f] € H¥?>**+2n [2 ¢ C? satisfying LL~'[f] = f for any f € Fr.
We may therefore define for f € Fp,

T T
= [ V) W = L0 L) — [ L2 A s,
where the second equality follows from It6’s lemma (Theorem 39.3 in ﬂa]) Since

/f )ds

it suffices to control supscz, |Zr(f)|. For fixed f € Fr, Z7(f) is a continuous square inte-
grable local martingale with quadratic variation

-2 sup L7 [l < sup |Z7(f)],
feFr

sup
feFr

d
Z.()r = / IVLLF)) s < TS [0, LY A2 = T2 (£,0).

i=1
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Recall Bernstein’s inequality for continuous local martingales (p. 153 of @]) if M is a
continuous local martingale vanishing at 0 with quadratic variation [M], then for any stopping
time 71" and any x, L > 0,

8
M

P( sup [My| >z, [M]r <L) <e”
0<t<T

S
—~
N
Nej
~—

Applying this to Zp(f) gives for any f € Fp and = > 0,
Poo(1Z0(f)| = VTx) = Poy (120(f)| = VT, [Z(f))r < Td(f,0)) < exp (= 5 ).

Since L~! is linear, so is f — Z7(f), and consequently

L)
2d2(f.g)"

a non-asymptotic inequality. The process (I~Y2Zp(f) : f € Fr) is thus mean-zero and
subgaussian with respect to dr. Write J = J(F,v/60d, Dz, ) for conciseness (the factor
V60 comes from our choice of definition for subgaussian constants - see the discussion af-
ter Definition 2.3.5 of ﬂﬁ]) By Theorem 2.3.7 of ﬂﬁ], Eipy sUp ez, T2\ Zp(f)] < 4v2J,
which proves the first assertion. For the second assertion, by Exercise 2.3.1 of [25], one has
HSUpfefT T_1/2|ZT(f)|H¢2 < T2 Z7(0) ||y, + 163/2J = 16+/2J, where || - ||y, denotes the
usual 12-Orlicz norm (see Chapter 2 of ﬂﬁ]) Using Lemma 2.3.1 of ﬂﬁ] and that for any
random variable X, || X —EX ||y, < 2[|X|yp,,
P sup 20

Py (1Z1(f) = Z1(9)| > VTz) <exp(—

1Zr(f)] < a? >
sup > Ep, sup ———+z) <exp| — .
ferr VT . rerr VT > 2(v/6 - 321/2.J)2

Using the expectation bound just derived, the above inequality yields

22

Pbo(fsufp T=Y2 Zp(f)| > 4V2J 4+ 64V3Jz) < e 7.
SNaN

Combining the above gives the required subgaussian inequality. O

We now establish usable bounds for the metric dy,. The following is a special case of the
Runst-Sickel lemma.

Lemma 8 (], p. 345). Fort >0 and any bounded f,g € H*(T?),

1fgllze < C@ d) (1t llglloo + gl e ll.f lloo) -

Lemma 9. Suppose by € C* for s > max(d/2 — 1,0). Then for any 0 < k < s—d/2+1 (or
k=0ifd=1)and f,g € L2 (T%), the pseudo-distance dy, in [AR) satisfies

dL(fa g) < C(d7 K, bO)Hf - gHH(d/2+K*1)+7

where H° = L?. Let Vj denote the span of all wavelets up to resolution level J of an S-reqular
wavelet basis of L*(T9). If v,p € Vy and 0 < p < S, then for C = C(p,d, ®, ||1to]/00),

Ve = (1 Aol o < €272 | 2 [l 2
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Proof. If d > 2, then for any 0 < Kk < s — d/2 + 1, by the Sobolev embedding theorem and
Lemma [T7]

d2 (f,9) 2”8sz [f — g]”2 <C(d,k)||IL™ [f_g]H?'—[d/2+H+l < C(d, s, bO)Hf_g”?qd/unfl'

=1

If d = 1, one similarly has di(f,9) < C|L7'[f — g]ll}2 < C|If — gl|32. For the second
statement, if p > 0, then the triangle inequality, Lemma [§ and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
bound the quantity in question by

Ivelle + 107 Phuo It e < Clp, d) (VI aw |2l + Nl EplVllo0) + llolloolIvIlz2 Nl £2-

If p = 0, one instead uses the simpler bound ||vp||z2 < ||7llz2/lpllcc- By the wavelet charac-
terisation of the Sobolev norm,

IlE =Y D227y, @) P < 2277 0] 7. (50)

I<J r

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and that for all { >0, || Y. (IJ%J,HOO < C(P)2Y,

Ylloo < sup D>~ 17, @) l|®10(2)] < C(8)272|]| 2. (51)
T o<y r
Applying these bounds to v, p € Vj gives the result. U

3.9 A concentration inequality for high-dimensional design matrices

Lemma 10. Suppose by € C* for s > max(d/2,1) and let J € N. Let V; denote the span
of all wavelets up to resolution level J and set vy := dim(V;) = O(279). Then for any
0<k<s—d/24+1 (or k=0 ifd=1), there exist constants cy(by),C(d, by, K, P) > 0 such
that for any x > 0,

P(6,5) — 1o~ B2,
o= 0IE,

i
VT

Pbo sup 2J[d/2+(d/2+f€—l)+](l+x) S decov‘]_x2/2. (52)

b,beV P %:b£b

v

Proof. Let bj,b; € V; and write b = (b1,...,bq), b = (b1,...,bg) with bj = Zng,r 01,0 i P1r
and Bj = Zng,r él,r,jq>l,r- Then

2

d T
1 _
h2.(b, by) = T Z/O Z(elm — 01, )®1,(Xs) | ds

j=1 Lr
T
Z Z 9[ RN elr] 91’7’ ] Hl’r ]) / <I>1T(X )(I)l’ ’(X )dS
=1 lr Uy’
d — A —
= Z(%’w 93, )T (93, 93, ),
j=1
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where f(l,r)(l%,) = % fOT D, (Xs) Py v (Xs)ds, so that Disavy Xvy symmetric matrix. Simi-
larly,

d
o —0% = > (6. — 0;.) T (6, — 0;.),
j=1
where Iy = fpa @i (@) (z)dpo(z). Let (p = CT~1/2271d/2H(d/20r=1)5)(] 4 2) de-
note the quantity on the right-hand side of (52)). Since (;.—0;.)TT(0;.—0;.) = ||b;—b; ”Zo >
for all j, applying a union bound to the probability in (52]) gives

d
Eﬁ%< _ sup
j=1

0;.,0;.€R%J :(Gj.—ej.)TF(ej. —gj.)7é0

(0;. — 0;)T(T —T)(0,. — 0,.)
6, —0,)7TT(0, — 0,

> CT/d> -

(Note that at least one (6;. — 0;.)TT(9;. — 0,.) # 0 by assumption and the above supremum
is maximized when 6;. # 0., so the denominator is well-defined for all j). Setting u =
(0. — éj.) € RY and using the bilinearity of the above quadratic form, each of the previous
probabilities, which are all equal, are bounded by

Py (sup A G/ (53)
ue®

where © = {u € RY : «'Tu < 1} and A = T —T. Let |jul|? := v'Tu, u € R%, and for
0<d<1,let (u )N( ) be a minimal d-covering of © in || - ||p-distance. For every u € O, let
ul = ul(u ) denote the closest point in this d-covering, so that ||u — u'||p < 0. By bilinearity,

for any u € O,
|(u— )T A(u — uh)| < 62 sup [wT Awl.
weO

1/2
2\ gull o =

||1/,u0H<1>42||qu. For ()\;);7, the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix A and Apqp = max; |\,
applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives

For any u € ©,set g, = >, ;. 1,7 Py, By Proposition[] [[ullres = [gullzz < [|1/p0lls

[(u = u)T M| < Jfu = flges [ A fRes < 8111/ ol Amac 1! [res < 611/polloc sup 0T Avl,

v:follges <1

where the last inequality follows from p.234 of ﬂﬁ] Since Supjy v, <1 [vT Av| < [|po]|co SUPeo [wT Awl,
this yields |(u — ul)TAu!| < 6]|1/p0]|co 10|00 SUPpeo |wT Aw| for all w € ©. Combining the
above yields for 0 < § < 1,

T 2 T INT A
sup |u’ Au| < (6 + 26||1 sup |lw* Aw| + max |(u")" Au'|.
u€g| | ( || /N0||M||N0||M) p| | 1<l<N(6)|( ) |

In particular, taking 8y = do(u0) small enough that 1 — 33 — 2||1/ 100l 20]|ccd0 < 1/2 implies

Au| <2 DT Al 4
igg!u ul 1<§3?v’§5>’(”) wl (54)

Applying a union bound thus yields that (53) is bounded by N(8y)sup,ce P, (|ul Au| >
(r/(2d)). The covering number of the unit ball in a v;-dimensional space is bounded by
N(do) < (C/dp)?7 = e“¥ (Proposition 4.3.34 of ﬂﬁ])
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For u € O, set fu(2) = gu(®)? — (Gus Gu)po € Lio('ﬂ‘d) N H%(T%), where S > d/2 is the
regularity of the wavelet basis. Since also by € C*° with s > d/2, applying Lemma [7] to the
class F = {f,,0} and noting that u’ Au = T~} fOT fu(Xp)dt yields

Pyy (" Al = CT LT fullloo + CT ™21 (£, 0)(1 + ) < e™/2, (55)

For0 <k <s—d/2+1 (or k =0if d = 1), applying Lemma [0 with v = p = g, € V; and
p=(d/2+Kk—1); gives

d1(fu,0) < Cllg2 = (Gus Gudpoll yeaszin—ry, < C27T2HE2Hr=DT) g 112

By Proposition[] ||gu[17> < [I1/10llscllgullfi, = I11/k0llct™ Tu < [[1/p10]|oo, s0 that dz(fu,0) <
C271d/2+(d/24+6=1)+] for any u € ©. Applying the Sobolev embedding theorem, Lemma [IT]
and Lemma [ as above, L7 [fullloo S [[full jearzin-2, S 2/1d/2+(d/2+r=1)+] for k as above
and any u € ©. Substituting this into (B3] gives

sup B, <|uTAu| > CT—1/22J[d/2+(d/2+n—1)+](1 +$)) < e‘x2/2,
uce

where the right-hand side equals {7 up to constants. Combining the last inequality with (54])
and the remarks after it completes the proof. O

3.10 Proofs for Section

We use results from Section @l below to represent fluctuations pp — pip1p, by a linear transforma-
tion of the vector field i plus a remainder term that will be seen to be quadratic in (suitable
norms of) h. In fact, in (B9) we express both the linear and remainder terms as solutions to
certain inhomogeneous elliptic PDEs. We can then use elliptic regularity estimates to both
bound the remainder term and establish continuity of the linear part in suitable norms (so
that the continuous mapping theorem can be applied in conjunction with Theorem []).

3.10.1 Local approximation of the map b — p;

Let ju, and ppyp correspond to vector fields b,b + h € CY(T?) (cf. Proposition ). Then
necessarily Lypup = Ly, pipn Or in other words

A . A .
5 Hb — b.Vup — div(b)upy = 5 Hb+h — (b+ h).Vyprn — div(b + h)ppsp
which is the same as

A

5(/”’ — tpyn) — 0.V (o — porn) — div(d) (py — prorn) = —h.Vipyn — div(h) pyp-

Thus u = pp — pprn solves the equation
Zu = —h.V,ub+h — dz‘v(h),ub+h. (56)

Next denote by vj, = v} the unique periodic solution of the inhomogeneous PDE

IsH

" . 0
Lyon = =h.Vpp — div(h)py, = = 5 (i) = (57)
j=1""7
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satisfying [vj, = 0. In view of the results in Section M and since, with deU) = I £ dx;,

d 1 1
e =3 L | g @@

/']Td L [(hjlub)(xl’ sy i1, 1’xj+1’ s 7$d) - [(hj,ltb)($1, cee 7$j—1707$j+1 cee 7$d)] d$(])

I
M=~

1
: (58)

I
o o~

such a solution exists and can be represented as v, = (L;)~![fn], a map that is linear in
h. Now since [ ppyn — [y =1 —1 =0, we can use (B6l), (BZ) to see that the differences
Wy, = My — Mok — Uk are the unique (periodic) integral-zero solutions of

d
: Z 0 =
LZ+hwb,h = szb,h — h.VwaL — dZ’U(h)waL = h.Vvh + dl?) 8— h Uh fh,

where again [ f, = 0 as in (G8) so that we can write wy, = (L}, )" [fn]. We thus obtain,
for any h € C'(T%), the key decomposition

16(2) = pon (%) = vp () + wy () = (L) " fal(@) + (Lien) fa)(z), z € T4 (59)

3.10.2 Proof of Theorem

It suffices to prove the theorem for
VT (= g, )|XT, b~ TEPT(|XT),

where ITIP7 (| XT) was introduced at the beginning of the proof of Theorem Bl On the set Dy
we have the estimate

161l 52,

L S 2706 = bolloo + max [[bo; — Py, (boj) b, = O(1)
as T — oo, and the same argument shows ”ET”Béooo = Op, (1) by virtue of Corollary [
Proposition [l then further implies that ||| Lip, |14, || Lip are also O(1) and Op, (1), respec-
tively — these bounds will be used repeatedly in the proof without further mention. We will
use the decomposition [B3) with h = by —b.

First, for the ‘remainder’ term, we can use ([72]) below and (B]) to deduce that, uniformly
in [lgls, <1,

d
| [ wvas] < ooz 50 Gl < Willes = oo [ > /. 0 Y
< sup / by gee| S 1)l
||<15||H2<1

S HhHoonhHm2 S Bllsollhpsll 2 S 1713

is Opbo((||5T — boloo + |6 = bollsc)?) = onO(l/\/T)) on D and by Corollary [l
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For the ‘linear’ term we may write, noting the dependence f;, = f; 5 on b,

2

Jong= [ @) nmlo+ [ @) no— Sl + [1L " = (23) sy =3 4

=0

The last term As is Opbo(l/\/T) in B} since [(L})™' — (Lgo)_l][fh,b] can be written as
—(L;)7H(b = bo).Vw + div(b — by)w] for w = (LZO)_I[fmb] (arguing just as in (56])), so that
using ([72]) gives (as in (G0)) the inequality

L) ™ = (Li) ™M falllzz S 16 = bolloo (b = bolloo + 1B = bolleo) = 0p,, (1/VT).  (61)
Similarly the term A; can be bounded in B} by
1(Lsy) ™ Uy = Frbolllzz S 1 fnb = Fapoll = S [Blloolb = bollos = 0p, (1/VT).
Finally, for the term Ag, we first show that the linear operator
hes g n = (L)~ [ frbo

is Lipschitz on C(T?) for the norms (B]1')*, B, any d/2 — 1 < r < 1. Using that vy, j, €
L(T%) and writing g = g — [ gdpo,

l|1v60, 1]

17—
Br = su / gvbo,h‘ = su / Ly Ly, [G]0bg,n
lgll 2 +lgllzy <11/T¢ lgll 2 +lgllpy <11/T¢

— sup / L;,‘O fubo’hLb_Ol [g]
Td

<
lgll 2 +lglls_ <1

d
_ 3 9
= sup < /Td h](ax]’ Lbo [9]),“0

<1 |4
lgll 2 +lgller <152

= sup (P, 10V Ly, [3]) 12 (62)
Il +lgllsy_ <1
Shiolors s VI Al s 1(3)s2] S gy

gllp2+lgller <1 g:llg 1<1
lgll 2 +lgll g _ a7+

where we have used (@), (73]) below and that V maps B{;z continuously into B;:Ol’g)d. We note
that g € C"TH(T?) for r+1 < 2 and by € C*NH?*, s > d, follows from ||uol| g1 S |10l Lip < 00
(by Proposition [[l and Rademacher’s theorem) and the iterated application of the inequality
([T1) below with u = o to bound ||po|| gyr+as2, which in turn bounds || uo||cr+1 by the Sobolev
imbedding theorem.

Summarizing, with h = b — by we have proved uniformly in ||g||s, < 1,

VT /T (1 11,09 = /T iy + 08 (1),

and that the linear operator h — vy, 5, is continuous from (C1(T9), ||- ||( B;H)*) to B. Theorem
now follows from Theorem [3] with » + 1 = p and the continuous mapping theorem for weak
convergence applied to vVT'(b — br). We note that the calculation leading to (G2) shows
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that the covariance of the limiting Gaussian process is the one of the Gaussian process
g WO(MOVLb_Ol [9]), Wo ~ Ny, of the required form. In particular, N, exists as a tight
Gaussian probability measure in B as the image of Ny, under the continuous map vy, .. The
limit of the MAP-estimate follows from similar (in fact simpler) arguments and Theorem Ml
and is left to the reader.

3.10.3 Proof of Theorem

We finally prove Theorem [l and explain the necessary modifications to the arguments from
the proof of Theorem [fl Using (B9) gives

(@) = pyen(@) = (Ly) " [ful (@) + (Lipn) " Fal(2), z € T

As in the proof of Theorem [l one shows that lA)T, b are (in the former case, stochastically)
bounded in BL __ on the set Dy, and so are then 4, > M by Proposition[Il Using the Sobolev-

imbedding H*(T) C C(T) and then repeatedly Lemma [[2] (72) and the basic interpolation
inequality ||g||m < ||g\|1/2||g\|L2 , the second term can be bounded by

* 1/2 7 n1/2
1) Ul S 1Bl 1 Fully e S Il 1R 2,

which for a > 3/2 and h = b—bp = b—by— (bp—bg), b ~ IIP7 (| XT), is of order ||| ;1 ||h|| 2 =
op(1/V/T) since ||h||gr < 27||h||z2 for b € V. The linear term can be decomposed as

(Lpy) ™ Ifnd(x) = [(Liy) ™ = (L) ' [fnl (2).

Then arguing as before (GII) and using the Sobolev imbedding H' C C(T) as well as Lemma
M2 the second term is bounded, for a > 3/2, by

ICLH) ™ = (Liy) Tl alllse S 116 = bolloo (107 = boll g + 16 = boll 1) = op,, (1/VT).

Similarly, noting the dependence f, = fup on b, the term (Lj )~ [fas] — (Li) ™" [fap,) can
be shown to be onO(l/\/T) in C(T).

We next establish continuity of the linear operator h — vy, = (LZO)_l[f hbo) on CH(T)
for the norms of (Bi,_(T))*, C(T), so that the theorem follows from Theorem [ and the
continuous mapping theorem for weak convergence, just as in the proof of TheoremBl We use
a dual representation for the weighted wavelet sequence norms characterising Besov spaces
— more precisely, that the classical identities (co)* = #1,(¢1)* = loo, where cg = {(ax) :
limy_, o0 ax, = 0} is equipped with the supremum-norm on sequences, imply for g € C(T),

lgllze, < sup (9, @) r2l-
6€O(T):dllpp <1

Then, for ¢ = ¢ — [ ¢dup,, and since vy, , € L3(T) N H* C C(T) by Lemma 2]

/Ubo,h¢ =

/wm*mmmw;m

[[08,nll00 < 1Ubo,nll o | < sup sup
¢eC(T):||¢>||B0 <1 ¢€C(T)Z||¢>||B<1JOOS1
_ d .-
= o[ fute w_sw T P 0 P
GEC(T):lIdll gy <1 o Iéllpo_ <1 dy % Too 1" M (B1og) (Biso)
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since, by @) and (73]),

d —1r 7z —177
05~ bo B = 0l Lip bo B2 .
sup |lpo Ly, [@]ls1, < kol sup [|Ly, (9]l g2 < o0
Iolgg_ <1 Y Iélpg_<1

The covariance of the limiting Gaussian process is obtained as follows: Since Gy, (z,y) is
the periodic Green kernel of Lb_ol, the Green kernel of (Lgo)_1 is Gy, (y, x), and thus by the
definitions and integration by parts

(L) ] = — /T Gio (0 ')d%[hﬂo](y)dy - /T diyabo(y, V()0 (y)dy.

Inserting for h the limit Wy ~ A, of VT (b — BT) gives the desired form of the limiting
covariance. Finally, the limit distribution of the MAP estimate follows from the same (in fact
simpler) arguments and Theorem (] and is omitted.

4 Appendix: Some basic facts on the elliptic PDEs involved

Recall that the generator L = L of the diffusion process given in (4)) is a strongly elliptic
second order partial differential operator. We will suppress the dependence on b in most of
what follows, all that is required is that b is ‘smooth enough’, and b € V®?¢ will be sufficient
throughout. The maximum principle for elliptic operators (see ﬂﬂ, B]]) implies that any
(strong and then also weak) periodic solution of the Laplace equation

Lu =0 on T¢ (63)

equals a constant. The adjoint operator L* = L} was defined in (@), and in the periodic
setting considered here the operators (L, L*) form a Fredholm pair on L? (’]Td), see p.175f. in
ﬂ] As a consequence, the inhomogeneous equation

Lu=f, f € L*(T%, (64)
has a solution w if and only if (f,m) 2 = 0 for every solution m € L?(T%) of
L*m =0 on T (65)

By the Fredholm property the kernel of L* has the same dimension as the kernel of L and
inspection of the form of L* shows that the solutions m € L*(T%) to (G5) are determined up
to a normalising constant. It follows that

L'm=0 <= meKk={cu:ceR}, (66)

where p > 0 is the unique solution m (‘invariant measure’) satisfying de m = 1. Positivity of
i can be deduced from appropriate heat kernel estimates: in fact (arguing, e.g., as on p.167f.
in ﬂﬁ]) the solution p can be seen to be Lipschitz continuous and bounded away from zero
on T9, and ||| is bounded by a fixed constant that only depends on d and on an upper
bound for ||b||e0, proving in particular Proposition [

We can now state the following basic result for the solution map of the PDE (64]).
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Lemma 11. Let t > 2 and assume b € C*2(T9). For any f € Li(']I‘d) there exists a
unique solution Lb_l[f] € L3(T) of equation (67) satisfying LbLb_l[f] = f almost everywhere.
Moreover,

1Ly T e S A1l e,

with constants depending on t,d and on an upper bound B for HbHBégfo'

Proof. By standard Sobolev space theory and definition of the Laplacian we have for any
weH=H'N{u: (u,1)r2 = 0} the inequality

lullze S 1Al ge-e (67)

Indeed, for {e, : k = (ki,...,kq) € Z%} the usual trigonometric basis of L?*(T¢) we have
<u7 60>L2 = <u71>L2 =0, <Au7 ek> = _(27T)2 Z] k_?<u7 €k>, and Supkyé(](l + Hk||2)/||k‘|2 < 0,
which gives the result using the characterisation of Sobolev norms in the basis {ej }. We then
also have, by the triangle inequality and (3),

lull e S 1 Lull -2 + [[b-Vul| ge—2 S | Lul| -2 + |1l groz [l e (68)
for all v € H, with constants depending on t,d. We now deduce from this the inequality
lullge S || Lu|| ge—2 Yu € H. (69)

Indeed, suppose the latter inequality does not hold true, then there exists a sequence u,, € H
such that ||up|ge = 1 for all m but ||Lup||gi—2 — 0 as m — oco. At the same time, by
compactness, u,, converges in || - ||g+—1-norm (if necessary along a subsequence) to some
u € H satisfying Lu = 0. Using (68)) with fixed constant depending only on B,t,d, we see
that wu,, is also Cauchy in H', and its limit must necessarily satisfy ||u|z: = 1. However,
as remarked after (G3)), the only solution v € H to Lu = 0 on T¢ equals w = const = 0, a
contradiction to ||u||y: = 1, proving (69]).

By the Fredholm property and (G€)), a solution uy to (G4)) exists whenever f dp = 0,
and for f € H'~2(T%) any such solution belongs to H*(T?) (see Theorem 3.5.3 in [7], which
is proved for smooth b, but the proof remains valid for b € C*~2(T¢)). The weak maximum
principle (p.179 in ]) now implies that s is unique up to an additive constant, and applying
[@9) to the unique selection uy = L™![f] € H completes the proof. O

We next obtain corresponding results for the adjoint PDE. It follows from (66]) that the
unique element m € I satisfying de m = 0 must necessarily vanish identically, and we can
study the solution operator (L*)~! of the inhomogeneous adjoint PDE

L*u= f on T¢, (70)

that assigns to any f € L3(T¢) the unique solution u = (L*)~![f] € L3(T?). Indeed, using
the Fredholm property from Section 3.6 in |7] in a reverse way (with L equal to our L* so
that the new L* is our (L*)* = L), we see that solutions u = us to (Z0) exist for any periodic
f for which [ f = 0 (since solutions to Lu = 0 equal constants), and if u,us are two such
solutions, so that L*(u; —ug) = 0 and f U] = f u9, then necessarily u; = ug by what precedes.

Lemma 12. Let t > 2 and assume b € C*=Y(T9). Then for any f € H'=2(T4) N LE(T?), we
have (L})~'[f] € H(TY) and

I M e S Nl are-z,

with constants depending on t,d and on an upper bound B for HbHng;o'

37



Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Lemma [I1] after deriving the basic inequality

ull e S Ll o2+ [[b-Vutdiv(b)ull -2 S (| L ull pre—2+ 16l gezz [[ull gre—1 + 16)l geo o [l gre—2
(71)

in analogy to (G8]). O

We can also give a version of Lemma [I2 with ¢ = 0. Since (L;)7L[f] € L3(T?) we have
for all f € L3(T9) and ¢ = ¢ — [ ¢du, the estimate

)l = s | @) 101516 \z o | [ 1" ‘
[l 2 <1 |l 2 <1
<Afle sup 1L @e < I ae, (72)
Il 2<1

where we have used Lemma [[T] with ¢ = 2 in the last inequality, and with constants in the
last inequality depending only on d and on bounds for ||b||g1 |||l z2-

OOOO

4.1 Refinements on the Besov scale

For the the proofs of Theorems [l and [6] we need more refined regularity estimates for the
solutions of the PDE involved, replacing the Sobolev norms in Lemma [I1] by appropriate
Besov norms. The inequality

1Ly flllse, S I fllge2, t =22 0,9f € L7, (T, (73)

with constants depending on b only via a bound B for |[b|[ -1, is proved in the same way as
Lemma [I] replacing the basic inequality (67) by its analogue for Besov norms

lull g < 1 Aull g2 Vu € Bl N {u: (u, e0) = 0}, (74)

which is proved as follows: For all u such that (u,eq) = 0 and Ng = NU {0}, an equivalent
Littlewood-Paley norm on any Besov space Bj_ is given by

lullsy, = sup 27| > (k) (us ex)er]| ),
7€No kEZ,k#0

where the 1; = v(-/27),supp(¢¥) € (1/2,2)? form a Littlewood-Paley resolution of unity, see
p.162f. in [44]. Then as after (67)

||uHBioo = jseup 2jt” Z 47T2Hk||2 Q)bj( )(Auv ek>ekHL1(Td)

No kEZ,k#£0
= sup 2/(t=2) H Z M; (k) (k){Au, ek>ekHL1(Td)
J€No kEZ,k#0

where M; = M(-/27) and M = ®/(47?|| - |*) with ® a smooth function supported in
(1/4,9/4)% such that ® = 1 on (1/2,2)?. By a standard Fourier multiplier inequality (e.g.,

Lemma 4.3.27 in |25], which easily generalises to d > 1) the last norm can be estimated by
Sup 2] Z ¢] Au) ek>ekHL1(Td) X ||F_1MjHL1(Rd)7
7€No kEZ,k#0
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where F'~! is the inverse Fourier transform. Since ® is smooth and supported in (—1/4,3/4),
both M and F~'M belong to the Schwartz-class S, so that (7)) follows from

sup | F 7 [M]l| g1 ey = [|F7H M o1y < o0
J
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