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Abstract

We consider shrinkage estimation of higher order Hilbert space-valued Bochner integrals in
a non-parametric setting. We propose estimators that shrink the U-statistic estimator of the
Bochner integral towards a pre-specified target element in the Hilbert space. Depending on the
degeneracy of the kernel of the U-statistic, we construct consistent shrinkage estimators and
develop oracle inequalities comparing the risks of the U-statistic estimator and its shrinkage
version. Surprisingly, we show that the shrinkage estimator designed by assuming complete
degeneracy of the kernel of the U-statistic is a consistent estimator even when the kernel is
not complete degenerate. This work subsumes and improves upon Muandet et all (lZQlﬂ) and
Zhou et all (2019), which only handle mean element and covariance operator estimation in a
reproducing kernel Hilbert space. We also specialize our results to normal mean estimation
and show that for d > 3, the proposed estimator strictly improves upon the sample mean in
terms of the mean squared error.
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1 Introduction

Let X be a separable topological space and H be a separable Hilbert space. For a Bochner
measurable function—for example, continuous functions are Bochner measurable—r : X% — #,
where k € N, define the Bochner integral (Dinculeanu, M) with respect to the k-fold product
measure PF ;= Px k. xP as

k
C = r(x1, .. xp) dPR (2, .. a) = / r(x1,...,Tk) HdP($i).
xk ak i=1
Given Xq,...,X, i P, the goal of this paper to construct and analyze shrinkage estimators of

C, of the form R A

Ci=1-a)C+af =1-a)(C—[f)+ [, (1)
where 0<a<lisa randorp variable that depends on (X;)! ,, f* is a fixed target in H towards
which C' is shrunk to, and C' is the U-statistic estimator of C given by

A 1
C: WZT(XH"”’X%)’
k JI?
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with J = {(i1,...,4k) 1 1 <id1 <ig <--- < i < n}. Without loss of generality, we assume that
r is symmetric (see Section [2 for the definition).

Traditionally, shrinkage estimators of the form in (I]) are studied for £k = 1 and r(z) = =z,
z € R? which in fact corresponds to shrinking the empirical mean, X := + v, X, towards a

fixed vector f* € RY. For P = N(u,o2I) where o2 is known, Stein (1956); James and Stein (1961)
constructed a shrinkage estimator, i of p of the form in (I), given by

§ (d—2)o? > - (d—2)o?
S T U N k2
g < Ax—rR) A e

and showed that for d > 3, the shrinkage estimator, /i improves upon X in terms of the mean-
squared error, i.e.,

Elli— pll3 < E||X — p|l3, Vp € R (2)

When o2 is unknown, it can be replaced by its estimator % = %Z?:l(Xi — X)? in jz while still
maintaining (2)) for d > 3. Similar type of results have been established for location families of
spherically symmetric distributions (see Brandwein and Strawderman, 1990, 2012 and references
therein).

For k = 2 and r(z1,22) = %(azl —x9)(z1 — 29) ", 21,29 € R, (@) reduces to the covariance
matrix associated with P. Starting with Stein (1975), a lot of work has been carried out on
the shrinkage estimation of covariance matrices under the parametric setting of samples being
observed from a multivariate normal distribution. Under different losses (e.g., Frobenius loss,
Stein loss) and under different settings of d < n, d > n, d growing to infinity with n, the
shrinkage estimator has been shown to strictly improve upon the sample covariance matrix (e.g.,
see|Chen et all; 2010, [Fisher and Sun, 2011, Ledoit and Wolf, |2018 and references therein). In the
non-parametric setting where no specific parametric assumption is made on P, consistent shrinkage
estimators of the sample covariance matrix have been developed in the high-dimensional setting
(Ledoit and Wolf, 2004; [Touloumis, 2015).

While most of the above mentioned works deal with parametric families of distributions, re-
cently, Muandet et al! (2016) proposed shrinkage estimators for C' in the non-parametric setting
without making parametric assumptions on P, with ¥ = 1 and r(z) = K(-,z), where K is the
reproducing kernel (i.e., a positive definite kernel) of a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS)—
see Section 2l for the definition. This corresponds to the shrinkage estimation of the mean element,
which is an infinite dimensional object if the RKHS is infinite dimensional. This is in sharp con-
trast to the above mentioned works where the parameter is finite dimensional or its dimension
grows with the sample size. Extending this idea, [Zhou et all (2019) proposed shrinkage estima-
tors for C' when k = 2 and r(z1,22) = 3 (K(-,z1) — K(, X2)) @y (K(-,21) — K(,z2)), which
corresponds to the covariance operator on an RKHS with reproducing kernel, K. The mean
element and covariance operator has been widely used in nonparametric goodness-of-fit testing
(Balasubramanian et al), 2021), two-sample testing (Gretton et all, 2012), independence testing
(Gretton et all, 2007), supervised dimensionality reduction (Fukumizu et al), 2004), feature se-
lection (Song et al), 2012), etc., and therefore their shrinked versions are also useful in these
applications. Of course, the choice of K(-,x) = z, z € R? results in the mean and covariance
matrix of P with # = R%.

One of the key ideas in constructing a shrinkage estimator is based on minimizing an unbiased
estimator of the risk, referred to as Stein Unbiased Shrinkage Estimation (SURE). Formally,
suppose A = E||C — C |3, is the mean squared error (i.e., risk) of the empirical estimator C.
Define A, = E||Cy — O3, where C, € C = {(1 — a)C + af* : a € R}. Note that (Ay)q



corresponds to the famlly of risks associated with the estimators in C. C' is constructed as Cy,
where & = arg min, A, which means C' = (1—&)C+df*. It can be shown that & = A, /||C— 113,
so that the shrinkage estimator of C' based on SURE is given by

C’: (1_AA7U2> CA’+AA7“2]0*’
1€ — f*1I%, 1C = f*[I%

where A, is an unbiased estimator of A.

Another approach to find & is based on the observation that A, < A if and only if o €
<0, W%f*llg) with |A, — A maximized at

Qy = A , (3)
A+ |C— f*5

which corresponds to the midpoint of the above interval. a, can be estimated as

~

A
d: N A 2 (4)
A+IC— I35
so that X X
. A A A
C’:<1—A _ 2>C+A ~ 2f*, (5)
A+ |C = f*[|3 A+ |C = f*[|3

where A is some estimator (not necessarily unbiased) of A. This means, the SURE approach first
estimates the risk and then minimizes it to find & while the latter approach first finds the optimal
a (in population) which is then estimated to find &. The difference in these approaches is an
additional term of A in the denominator of & compared to that of & obtained from SURE.

Muandet et all (2016) and Zhou et al. (2019) considered the latter approach to construct a
shrinkage estimator of C' and showed the oracle bound

A,, <Az <A, + O(n_3/2), as n — 0o, (6)

which holds for all P that satisfy certain moment conditions, and also showed C' to be a /n-
consistent estimator of C. A motivation to consider this approach is as follows: For f* = 0 and
r(z) = K(-,z), we have

R 1 & 1
IC1I3 = 3 > UK X)), K (X)) = s > K(Xi, X)) = ﬁlTKla
i,j=1 B,j=1
where 1 = (1,.7.,1)" and [K]; ; = K(X;, X;), i,5 = 1,...,n. If K is not strictly positive definite,
then there exists (X1,...,X,) such that 1T K1 = 0, which means ||C||3, = 0 resulting in an invalid
estimator.

1.1 Contributions

In this work, we generalize and improve the results of (Muandet et all, 2016) and (Zhou et all,
2019) to any k and any separable Hilbert space H (that is not necessarily an RKHS) without
making any parametric assumptions on P. Using the variance decomposition of the U-statistics,



we construct an unbiased estimator, Ageneral of A, which is used in () to construct the shrinkage
estimator, C= édgeneral’ where Qgeneral is obtained by replacing A by Agcncral in ). In Theorem [2]
we show this estimator to be a y/n-consistent estimator of C' and improve on the oracle bound in
([©) by showing

Ap, < Adyepera < Aa, + O(n™?%), as n — oo. (7)

For k > 2, if r — C is P-complete degenerate (see Section [2 for the definition), again using the
variance decomposition of degenerate U-statistics, we obtain an alternate estimator of A, i.e.,
Adcgcn, using which we show (see Theorem [3)) the resulting estimator C=0Cs (obtained by
using Adegen in (@) to be n¥/2_consistent estimator of C' along with significantly faster error rates
in the oracle bound:

degen

A, <A < A,, + (’)(n_(3k+1)/2), as n — 0o, (8)

ddegen
where (igegen is obtained by replacing A by Adegen in (). Note that in these results (Theorems
and []), the estimator is constructed based on whether r — C' is P-complete degenerate or not. In
Theorem [4 we analyze the scenario of using Ca,,,., as an estimator of C' irrespective of whether

r—C is P-complete degenerate or not. We show that for k > 2, Cy degen 1S @ v/11-consistent estimator
of C and satisfies the oracle bound:

Ay, <A < Aq, +0p(n3?), as n— oo,

Qgeneral —
without assuming the complete degeneracy of r — C'. This means, Ca degen 1128 a slightly weaker
oracle bound than the one in (7]) but the bound improves significantly to (§]) if » — C' is P-complete
degenerate. All these results are based on Bernstein-type inequalities for unbounded, Hilbert
space-valued random elements. For the degenerate case, we extended Bernstein’s inequality of
Arcones and Giné (1993); De la Pena and Giné (2012) to unbounded Hilbert space-valued random
elements (see Theorem [ALH]), which is of independent interest.

Since all the above mentioned results are obtained in the non-parametric setting, we are not
able to show exact improvement of the shrinkage estimator over C but only show oracle bounds
that include an additional error term. In order to understand the behavior of the proposed
estimator in the parametric setting, in Section Ml we specialize and analyze our estimator é&general
in the normal mean estimation problem. In other words, we use k = 1, r(z) = z, x € R? and
P = N(u,0%I), where p is the parameter of interest and ¢ > 0 may not be known. In this setting

with f* =0, it is easy to verify that

. . IX13 S\«
CE“ eneral = Qdegen = 2 % X = 1 - 2 & S X7
’ X X3

where 52 := L. 3™ | | X; — X||3. In Theorem [, we show Cj
terms of the mean squared error, for all p € R?, if n > 2 and d > 4 + % A small modification

to this estimator, i.e.,
I — 2 22 _
(1 " 2) X
dn—1 o 4+ |X|3

yields that for all d > 3, the above modified estimator strictly improves upon X for all i € RY (see
Theorem [6)—a result similar to that of the James-Stein estimator. The proofs of these results are
provided in Section [B] and additional results are provided in an appendix.

to strictly improve upon X in

general




2 Definitions and Notation

For a £ (a1,...,a4) € RY b & (by,...,by) € RY |||, = \/Z?ﬂ a? and (a,b)y = Z?Zl a;b;.
"C; = (N_LZ'),Z,, "P; = (n%'z), and S, denotes the symmetric group on {1,...,n} with ¢ € S,
being a permutation. UZ(r) = ﬁ ZI;; r(Xi,,...,X;,) denotes a U-statistic with kernel r of
order k computed with n variables, where I}' = {(i1,...,4) : i1 # 92 # ... # ix}. A function
r: X% — H is said to be symmetric if it does not depend on the order of its inputs, i.e.,
r(T1,. ., 2k) = 1(Te1), - Tor)), Vo € Sk When 7 is symmetric, Ug(r) reduces to Up(r) =
n_ék ZJ;; r(Xiys - Xy ), where JP' = {(i1,...,1) : 1 <i1 < iy <--- <ip <n}. For a symmetric
function r : X* — H and a probability measure P on X, the canonical function of order i with
respect to P, denoted as r; : X — H, is defined as

k
Ty = dP(z;),
ri(z1 x;) /inr(xl xp) H ()

j=i+1
with the convention 7y := [y r(z1,... 7$k)H§:1 dP(z;) and 7 = r(z1,...,25). A symmetric
function 7 : X* — H is P-complete degenerate if (i) Vi € {0,1,...,k — 1} and Vaq,...,2; € X,

ri(z1,...,2;) = 0; and (i) ri is not a constant function.

A real-valued symmetric function K : X x X — R is called a positive definite (pd) kernel
if, for all n € N, {a;}7_; € R and {z;}7_; € &, we have > 70", ajo; K (zi,2;) > 0. A function
K:XxX =R, (z,y) = K(z,y) is a reproducing kernel of the Hilbert space (%, (-, )., ) of
functions if and only if (1) Vo € X, K(-,z) € H#¥ and (it) Ve € X, Vf € 5, (K(-,x), f)m = f(x)
hold. If such a K exists, then 7% is called a reproducing kernel Hilbert space.

3 Main Results

In this section, we present our main results related to the consistency of the shrinkage estimator
and oracle bounds for the mean-squared error. Theorem 2 deals with r being a symmetric function
while Theorem [3] considers the case of when r — C' is P-complete degenerate. We show that the
shrinkage estimator has a faster rate of convergence when r — C' is P-complete degenerate (see
Theorem B]) in contrast to r being simply symmetric (see Theorem 2]). We would like to mention
that the shrinkage estimators considered in Theorems 2] and [3] are different as their construction
is based on whether r — C' is P-complete degenerate or not. In Theorem M, we show that the
shrinkage estimator of Theorem [3 i.e., the P-complete degenerate case, is still a /n-consistent
estimator with a slightly slow error rate in the oracle bound, even if r — C' is not P-complete
degenerate but only symmetric. This result is interesting as the estimator in the degenerate case
is simple to compute than the estimator in the symmetric case.

Before we present our results, we state the following result, which provides the motivation for
the estimator proposed in Theorem [2l This result is a simple extension of (Le€, 2019, Theorem 3)
and the claim in the proof of Theorem 2 of [Lee (2019) to Hilbert space-valued random elements.

Theorem 1. Let C = n—ék ZJ;? r(Xi, ..., X;,) be a U-statistics estimator of



where 7 : X* — H is a symmetric function. Let
ﬁZk—i(le s 7X2k—i) = <T(X17 s 7Xk)7T(X17 s 7Xi7Xk+17 s 7X2k—i>7-l
for each i € {0,1,...,k} . Then,

Exy, Xop s [Fok—i(X1y s Xop—i)] = Exy v 11i(Xas oo, Xo) |3, - 9)
Further,
1k
A =E|CIF - ICI5 = e > FC " RCki o7, (10)
i=1
where o7 = E|ri(X1,...,Xi)|3, — |E[r(X1,..., Xp)||[3,, with r; being the canonical function of

order © with respect P.

Combining (@) with the observation that
IE[r(X1, ..., X))l = Elror (X1, ..., Xop)]
yields
0 =Ex,,. xop, [Koni(X1, ..o, Xog—i)] — E[ror (X1, ..., Xox)], (11)
which therefore can be estimated as
67 = U_; [kon—i(X1, .-, Xok—i)] — UBy [kor (X1, ..., Xop)]

resulting in an estimator for A as

E g

A Ci" "Chi o
general 2_: an 7
=1
Note that kok_; (X1, ..., Xok—;) and kop (X1, ..., Xor) need not be symmetric for any i € {1,...,k}
and k > 1, and therefore, U3, _, and U%, uses the permutation definition as mentioned in Section 2
Based on the above, a shrinkage estimator of C can be defined as

é&general - (1 - dgonoral)é + dgonoralf*a (12)

where

A~

Ageneral

Qgeneral = %

Ageneral + ”é - f*”g-[ '
The following result (proved in Section [E.1) analyzes the consistency and mean-squared error of
Ca

Theorem 2. Letn > 2k, andr : X* — H be a symmetric function such that E||r(X1, ..., Xp)||ln <
oo, where X is a separable topological space and H is a separable Hilbert space. Define

. k kcn—kc .
Ageneral = Z ZTkk_Z (U [Ron—i(X1, -+ Xog—s)] — UGy, [k (X1, ..., Xop)]) -

i=1

general *

Suppose for all m > 2 and all i € {0,1,...,k},

E|r(Xq,..., X)) — CJJF] < 5 5297”_2, and
m!
Elkor—i(X1,..., Xog—i) — Elkop—i(X1,..., Xop—i)||™ < 7@'9@- 2,

for some finite positive constants 3,0,{B;}*_,, and {0;}%_,. Then, as n — oo, the following hold:



(Z) ’dgencral - a*’ = O]P’(n_7

(i6) 11Cayumera = Cllt = Ca = Cllnl = Op(n7);

3
2);

3

(iii) Ca is a \/n-consistent estimator of C;

(iv) ming E|C,, — O3, <E[|Cx

where Cj

general

— C|3, < ming E|C, — O3, + O(n~2),

general

is defined in (I2), a, is defined in @), and Cp = (1 — @)C + af*.

Qgeneral

Remark 1. (i) It follows from Theorem B(iv) that A ..., < Aar + O(n™?) as n — oo, which

(i)

(iii)

when combined with A, < A, yields Ag < A+ 0% as n — oo, for all P that

Ogeneral
satisfy the moment conditions.

Muandet et all (2016) considered k = 1, H to be a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS),
J#5 , with a continuous reproducing kernel, K, f* =0 and r(X) = K(-, X) € J#%, resulting
in the problem of shrinkage estimation of the mean element. (Muandet et all,[2016, Theorem
7) provides an oracle bound

minE|[Cs — Cll% < EllCaypen — Cl3 < minE|Co — Clf + O(n™/?), n = 00,  (13)

which Theorem 2{(iv) improves by a providing an improved error rate of n=2.

With k=2, f*=0and r(X,Y) = 3(K(-,X) — K(-,Y)) @ (K(-,X) — K(-,Y)), i.e., the
shrinkage estimation of the covariance operator on 5% with H being the space of Hilbert-
Schmidt operators on %, (Zhou et all, 2019, Theorem 2) showed (I3]), which is again
improved by Theorem [21 Here ® s, denotes the tensor product on #%.

Clearly the moment conditions of Theorem [2] are satisfied if r is bounded. If r is unbounded,
then the moment conditions are quite stringent as they require all the higher moment condi-
tions to exist. These conditions can be weakened and the proof of Theorem 2l can be carried
out using Chebyshev inequality instead of Bernstein’s inequality but at the cost of a slow
rate in Theorem 2{(iv).

The following examples specialize the proposed shrinkage estimator for the mean element and
covariance operator on a Hilbert space.

Example 1 (Mean element, moment generating function and Weierstrass transform). Suppose

k=1. Then
« 11 1 «
Ageneral = ol ey ;(T(Xi)ar(Xi»H - n—02 ;(T(Xi)ar(Xj»H
and
1 « ? 1 2 —
16— £ = |~ D200 = 1) = 5 DX (X = = Do), £+ 17
i=1 H 0] =1

Define K(x,y) = (r(z),r(y))n, x,y € H. It is easy to verify that K is a positive definite kernel
and therefore a reproducing kernel (Aronszajn, 1950) of some reproducing kernel Hilbert space
(RKHS), #¥k so that K(z,y) = (K(-,z), K(-,y))s.. Note that these quantities match those



proposed in (Muandet et all, 2016), where r(x) = K(-,x) and f* = 0, resulting in a mean element
of P in H#. When X = R? and r(z) = x for x € R, E[r(X)] corresponds to the mean vector
in R and K (z,y) = (x,y)2 is the linear kernel. We analyze this scenario in detail in Section
when P is a Gaussian distribution.

The choice of r(x) = e"®)2 with H being an RKHS of exponential kernel, i.e., K(z,y) =
ey = (r(z),r(y))n, =,y € R, results in a shrinkage estimator for the moment generating
function. FEquivalently, this choice can be interpreted as

d
r(x) = | 1, @)y, (@ 20 /V2)E s | [ 2i,/Vm! o
j:1 il,---yim::l
with # = (2(N). Similarly, the choice of r(z) = el I3 with # being an RKHS of a Gaussian

kernel, i.e., K(z,y) = e||m—y||§7 z,y € RY, results in a shrinkage estimator for the Weierstrass
transform of P.

Example 2 (Covariance operator). Let H be the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators defined on a
reproducing kernel Hilbert space 5 with K : X x X — R as the reproducing kernel, defined on
a topological space X. Choosing k = 2 and

1
T(Xv Y) = §(K(7X) - K(,Y)) Q¢ (K(vX) - K(,Y))
yields the covariance operator on . Note that

4<T(X7Y)7T(U7 V)>7'l = <(K(7X) - K(7Y)) ®%”K (K(7X) - K('7Y))7
(K('7 U) - K('? V)) Rt (K(7 U) - K('? V))>7-[

- <K(-,X) _K(,Y

z
5
|
=
<

)
= [K(X,U)-K(X,V)-K(Y,U)+ K(Y,V)]*.
Therefore,

. 2n — 4 2n — 3 1
Ageneral = WUQL [k3(X1, X2, X3)] — WUZ [k (X1, Xo, X3, X4)] + "Gy

2n — 4 1
= ZCQ Ug [(r(X1, X2), (X1, X3))5] + @US [(r(X1, X2), (X1, X2))]
2n —3

— TUZ [(T(Xl, X2)7 T(X37 X4)>H]
2
1

" nCy Py > (r(Xe Xy)r(Xa, X))y + nC, . "p, D (r(Xi, X5),7(Xi, X))y
SR 2 g =
i#j#l i
2n —3
—na g 2L (X X0, (X, X))y
e
2n — 4
— s D7 KX X) - K (X3, X)) — K (X5, X5) + K (X, X))
2008 il
1
+ 4-7C, - "P, Z [K(Xi, X;) — 2K(X;, X;5) + K(Xj,Xj)]z
20T
__2n—-3
1-7C, P,

Yo IK(X X)) - K(Xi, X)) — K(X5, X)) + K (X, X))
iFjFlFEm



Also for any f* € H,

2
10~ £ = | 3 (X0, X5) = )
2 it 2
2
Ty D D (X X)X, X))y = o D (X X5), g + 1
2 it lAm 2 it
= an By 2 D (X X0) = K (X, Xom) = K (X, X0) 4 K (X, X[
2753 l#m
— 5 Z K (X)), £ (K (- X0) = K X00)) s+ 1150

2 it

We would like to highlight that the expressions provided in (Zhou et al),|2019) for the above quan-
tities are only asymptotically equivalent to ours when f* = 0 because of the approximations the
authors employed to simplify their asymptotic analysis.

For K(x,y) = (x,y)2, ,y € R? and f* = I; (the d x d identity matriz), it can be shown that
(see Proposition [B.2)

A n(n+1) L[$22] n 278
Agonoral ( ZH 2”2 ) (n_3)T [2 ] (n—l)(n—2)(n—3)T [2]7
and
- n? 2n ~
IC = I3 = mﬂ[ 2] - — 1TY[E] +d,

where X; = X; — X, i=1,...,n, ¥ = %Z" X; X, and C = ”Cz dici (Xi_Xj)(Xi_Xj)T, with

|| - |7 being the Frobenius norm.

Theorem Plis based on Bernstein’s inequality for Hilbert space-valued U-statistics, which guar-
antees that C' and Cocgenera1 are y/n-consistent estimators of C. However, if + — C is bounded,
real-valued, symmetric, P-complete degenerate of k > 2 variables, |Arcones and Giné (1993);
De la Pena and Giné (2012) showed that there exists finite positive constants cj,ce depending

only on k such that for all 6 € (0,1),

o log($) ) * log($) F*
PA1UE0) — €1 2 (T ) (PE) T R <

Con con

where [|7|, = sup,, . [r(z1,...,2;)| and 0® = E(U}(r) — C)* denotes variance. For k =
2, this implies a rate of n~! to estimate C using Ui (r), which is significantly faster than the
usual n~1/2rate that is obtained by Bernstein’s inequality that does not take into account the
complete degeneracy of r—C'. [Joly and Lugosi (2016) showed a similar result for median-of-means
estimator with motivation of robust mean estimation in presence of heavy tails. In Theorem [A.5]
we generalize this result to unbounded, H-valued, P-complete degenerate U-statistics using the
ideas from (De la Pena and Giné, 12012). Using this result, we devise an estimator of o denoted as
O degen When r—C' is P-complete degenerate, using which we show Cs degen = (1—ddegen)é’ +degen ™



to be n¥/2-consistent estimator of C'. Further, we provide improved error bound rates in the oracle

inequality associated with Cj degen”

Our design of Gqegen is based on the variance decomposition of U-statistics (see Theorem [I)
and the definition of degeneracy. First if » — C is P-complete degenerate we have that Vi €
{0,1,...,k — 1} and Va1,...,2; € X, ri(z1,...,7;) — C = 0, which implies that o? = 0. It
therefore follows from (I0) and (1) that

A= % [E[Hk(Xl,... ,Xk)] —E[Hgk(Xl,... ,ng)” .

Using this observation, we consider the following estimator for A,
" 1
Adcgen = ﬁ |:UZ [/ik(Xl, e ,Xk)] — ng [Hgk(Xl, e ,ng)]]

so that A
~ . Adogon
Odegen = =

_ Ddegen (14)
Adegen + ||CH%[

Note that Agcncral = Adcgcn when k = 1. The following result (proved in Section [5.2)) presents the

statistical behavior of Cx degen”

Theorem 3. Letn > 2k, k > 2, r : X¥ — H be a symmetric function such that E||r(X1, ..., Xp)|3, <

oo and r—C' is P-complete degenerate, where X is a separable topological space and H is a separable
Hilbert space. Suppose there exists positive constants M,o1,09 and 0,601,602, such that Vp > 2,

p ! _
E( Ir(X1,..., Xk) = CIIP =B |Ir(X1, ..., Xi) = C|*| < %92MP g
E‘/@k(Xl,...,Xk)—E[mk(Xl,...,Xk)] < Bottt™®, and
» _p _
E‘/@k(Xl,---,X%) — Elror(X1,..., Xop)]| < 50’%95 g

Then, as n — 00, the following hold:

(i) |Gdegen — x| = Op(n=(2FF1)/2)

(i6) ||Cagegen — Cllre = l|Ca. = Cllae| = Op(n=CFH1/2);

(111) Cagopen 15 @ nk/2-consistent estimator of C;

(iv) ming E[|Co — C|13, < E||Cay.... — ClZ, < ming E[|Cy — O3, + O(n~G3k+1D/2),

degen
where v, is defined in @), Gdegen s defined in ([[d), and Cp = (1 — @)C + af*.

Now, inspired by our analysis of completely degenerate case, we show that cgegen is a good
estimator of a, even if r — C' is not P-complete degenerate. Specifically, we show that without any
assumption of degeneracy, |Gdegen — 0| = Op(n~1) (compared to Op(n_?’/ 2) with Qgeneral); Ca dogen

- O3 < min, E[Cy —
C|3, + O(n=%/2) (in contrast to O(n~2)) as n — oo. This is surprising because the number of

~

is a y/n-consistent estimator of C' and more importantly that EHéd dogen

terms in Agegen remains constant with & whereas the number of terms in Ageneral grows linearly
with k. This means Agegen is computationally efficient than Ageneral and therefore is Cy

~

Ca

degen over

These are captured in the following result, which is proved in Section 5.3

general *
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Theorem 4. Letn > 2k, k > 2, r : X¥ — H be a symmetric function such that E|r(Xy, ..., Xy)|3, <
oo and r—C is P-complete degenerate, where X is a separable topological space and H is a separable
Hilbert space. Suppose there exists positive constants o,01,09 and 0,601,0 such that Vp > 2,

!
E[[r(Xy,..., Xp) = Ol < Zo26772,
p p' 2 D— 2
E‘/{k(Xl,...,Xk) —E[ﬁk(Xl,...,Xk)]‘ < Zotor?, and
p!
E"@k(Xl,---aX%)_E[”%(Xl,---,X%)]‘ <50 30572,
Then, as n — oo, the following hold:

(i) |Gacgen — 0| = Op(n™1);
(11) |[Cagegen = Cllze = ICa = Clize| = Op(n™");
(iii) Ca degen 15 @ \/n-consistent estimator of C'
(iv) ming E||Cy — Ol < E|[Cayeye, — Ol < mina E[|Co = ClF, + O(n=%72).

In the above result, we assumed k > 1. The reason being, when £ = 1, we have Ageneral =
Adegena and the claims follow from Theorem [2

Example 3 (Covariance operator). For the same setting as in Example[2, we obtain

. 1 1
Adegen = "G, —— U3 [r2(X1, X2)] — EUZL [ka(X1, X2, X3, X4)]
1 2
= K(X;, X;) —2k(X;, X))+ K(X;,X;
T, i O (X Xi) = 2K(XG, Xj) + K (X, X5)
7]
1 2
P RTow> > K (X X)) — k(X Xm) — K (X5, X)) + K (X, X)),
i#jEl#EmM
which reduces to
. 3n—|—4 2) cor  m2(n?—bn+4) 5«
Adcgon = 2 nC . ZHX ”2 TI'[E ]+ i n TI' [2]7

when K (x,y) = (x,y)s, z,y € R, See Proposition [B.2 for details.

The proposed shrinkage estimators Ca
larized minimization problems. Since

and Cj

Gaesen, €N be shown to be solutions to regu-
egen

general

~ 1 2 a *(12
Ca_argglenfﬁ Z ||T(X1177Xlk)_gH’H+1_aHg_f ||H7

(21,...,’ik)€J,?

where IL 0 < a < 1 acts as the regularization parameter, it follows that the choice of 1(_339’7‘6”'1
genera

general 0 Ca degens TesPectively. This demon-
strates the regularization effect of shrinkage estimators. A similar result was shown in (Muandet et all,
2016) when f* =0, H = #%, k=1 and r(z) = K(-,z).

dcgcn

and Taamm A8 regularization parameters yield Cg

11



4 Normal Mean Estimation

In Section Bl we only established oracle bounds on the mean squared error that include an error
term, since no parametric assumptions were made on P. In this section, we study the estimator
é@general when X = R? H = RY, r(z) = x and P is a normal distribution, i.e., the shrinkage
estimation of normal mean. Note that the degenerate case is not applicable in this setting as
k = 1. This is the classical setting studied heavily in the literature (Brandwein and Strawderman,
2012). Since P is Gaussian, we show that concrete results can be obtained on the mean-squared
error of é& in contrast to oracle inequalities of the previous section.

general ?
Define C = [, r(x)dP(z) = [xdP(x) =: p and C = 15 X; = X =: [ In this setting
with f* =0, it is easy to verify that

. 1|1 1
Ageneral = E E Z HXZ”% - m Z(Xinj>2
| =1 i#j
11 1 - 1 ¢
= W oIl — gy 2 Xk ey DIl
= =1 =1
1o no |1 < ’
S X2 — - X,
n n—lé” ill n—1 n; ! )
11 & no 1 & . S?
== X;|3 - X3 =— Xi—X|p= =
- ] - g S - =

and

_ 2
- ; X113 5 T ¢
Cd eneral ::Iu: 2 = X: 1_ 2 - - X
’ =+ 1IX3 S HIX13
The following result (proved in Section [5.4]) shows that the shrinkage estimator, fi has strictly
smaller mean squared error compared to ji when d > 4 + %
Theorem 5. Let X4,...,X, i Ny(u,0%I). Forn>2 andd >4+ %,

o 2 N
E i — pll; <Ellg— pl3

for all p € R and o > 0.

When n = 2, i improves upon £ for d > 6. For all n > 3, the improvement phenomenon occurs
for d > 5. By slightly modifying the estimator i, the following result (proved in Section [5.5]) shows
improvement over i when d > 3.

Theorem 6. Let Xq,..., X, i Ny(u,0%I). Forn>2,c€ (0,2) and d > ﬁ + (71—12)%’

-~ 2 ~ 2
Ellfic — pllz <E[lf — pll3 (15)
52
for all p € R% and 0® > 0 where fi. = (1 — COlgeneral ) fi With Gtgeneral = W In particular, if
n 2

¢ =222 then (I3) holds for all d > 3.

12



It is interesting to note that the estimator (i, with ¢ = :2’,2:%

James-Stein estimator in showing improvement over i for d > 3 but with important differences.
[t has an additional term of %2 in the denominator and ¢ depends only on n instead of d—James-
Stein estimator has ¢ = d — 2. Because of this additional term in the denominator, establishing
Theorem [6] is far more tedious than proving such a result for the James-Stein estimator. In fact,
because of this additional term in the denominator, we are not able to establish concrete results
in the non-spherical Gaussian scenario and it remains as an open question.

behaves similar to that of the

5 Proofs

The following is a master theorem, which we will repeatedly use to prove the results of Section Bl

Theorem 7. Let C' and A be unbiased estimators of C' and A, respectively, where A = E||C—C'||3,.

For 7 > 0, suppose there exists positive constants a,b,cq,ca,c3,d1,ds that does not depend on T
T

and n such that the following statements hold with probability at least 1 — c3e™7:

R 147\ 2 14\ @+D/2
C-Clu<e (D) va(F)T (16)

. b/2 (b+1)/2

Define o, = A+||CA—f*|| and Cy = (1 — &)C + af* as an estimator of C where & = A
H

A+IC—F13,
Then as n — oo, the following hold:

(i) |& — o] = Op (n— min{3a,b}/2);
(ii) [|ICa — Cllu — [|Ca — Cllae| = Op (n~mint3ab}/2),
(ii1) Cya is a ™™}/ 2_ congistent estimator of C;
(iv) ming E[|C,, — O3, < E||Cs — C|2, < ming E[|Cy, — O3, + O(n~ min{da;(att),20}/2)

Proof. Consider

- A A

CTOTATIC- A+ C— 112,

AC — f13 = AlIC — fII3
(A+IC = fIE)A+IC = £113,)
A(IC = £13 — 0 = £13) + 10 = 715, (A - A)
(A+1C = FIRIA +1C = £13)
o (16 = I3 =10 = 1) + (1 - ) (- 4)
A+ - I3
o (I6 =P le =) + (- e (A-4)

A+)C = £l = (IC = £, = 16 = £13,) + (A - A)

13



from which we have

) 0 [IC = £ = 1C = fI3] + (1 = ) |A - 4
|& — | < 5 5 - 5 - (17)
A+1iC - 1B, = |IC = FIE — 16 = £ - [A - 4|
if ) )
A+1IC = 1B > [0 = £13 = 1€ = 1| + |A - 4. (18)
(i) Consider
. (%) 1 a/2 1 (@+1)/2]? (1) 1 a
16— Cl3, < [cl< ZT> +CQ< :7) < d( 1—7) | (19)

for some constant d that doesn’t depend on 7,n and we used (I6]) in (%) and assume HTT <1lin
(). Using Lemma [A.T] for (I9)) yields A < e;n~%, which implies that,

A A €2
- 12 S " S —a’
A+|C—= % IIC=f*lz —n

(20)

Qly

for some positive constants ey, s that does not depend on 7 and n. Next, |[|C — f*[|%, — ||C’—f*\|3_l|
can be bounded as

IO = £ = IC = f 13 < IC = Clg +2)1C = [l IC = Clin

(%) a a/2 (a+1)/2 a/2
Sd<1+r> +20C = flay <Cl<1+r> +C2<1+r> §f<1+7'> s
n n n n

for some positive constant f that does not depend on 7 and n, and we used (L6 and ([I9) in (x)
along with the assumption that n > 7 4 1. Also note that there exists a constant g such that

. b/2 (b+1)/2 b/2
|A—A|§d1<1j;7—> +d2<1—7|;7'> §g<1—|—7> ‘ (22)

n

2/a 2/b

If n > max<1, (%) , < 9 ) (14 7), the denominator in (I7) can be bounded
IC—f11% IC—f*11%

as

A0 = I = 10 = £I — 10 = FI3,| ~ [A - 4|

2lc-rif- 1 (F0) - (FT)

n

> |C = = 710 = F o = F1C = Pl = 5 1C = £ (23)

Therefore, using (20)—(23)) in (I7), we obtain

min{3a,b}/2
1—|—T> ’ (24)

n

| — x| < h (
where h is a constant that does not depend on 7 and n, thereby yielding the result.
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(ii) We now bound [||Cs — C|lli — |Ca. — C|n] as
1Ca = Clls = |Ca. — Clll
< |Ca. = Calln < o — aul|C = Clin + & — au] |C = 7[5,
<16 — | [IC = Cllu+C = £l

@) 1+ 7 min{3a,b}/2 147 a/2 147 (a+1)/2 .
() (125 e () e

n

min{3a,b}/2
<p <1+—T> : (25)

n

where p is constant that does not depend on 7 and n and the result follows.
(iii) [|Ca, — C|l7 can be bounded as
1Ca. = Cllae = (1 = @) (C = C) + e f* — 3
< (A= a)[[C=Clly + ax[|C = Iy

1+7\%? 14 7\@t/2 ¢ . 1+7\%?
<a(F) va(F) +2Ic-rs(T) L oo

n

where ¢ is constant that does not depend on 7 and n. The result follows from (25) and (26]) by
noting that

”C«& - CHH < ”éa* - CHH + Op(n—min{3a,b}/2) < Op(n_“/2) + Op(n—min{3a,b}/2)

as n — 00.
(iv) We now bound [|Cs — C||3, — [|Ca. — C|I3, as

|Ca = Cl, = ICa. = CII,
A ~ 2 N ~ ~
< (1€ = Cllpe = Ca. = Cllae) "+ 20Ca. = Cllae (IICa = Cllpe = Car, = Clle)

min{3a,b}/2 2 a/2 min{3a,b}/2
§<p<1+7> > +2q<1+7> <p<1+7> >
n n n

147 min{4a,a+b,2b} /2
(=)

<s

)

where s is a constant that does not depend on 7 and n. The result therefore follows by using
LemmalA.]l Finally, note that the assumptions on n and the condition in (I8]) hold asn — oo. O

5.1 Proof of Theorem

Note that

1C — Clly = HUZ [r(xl,...,xk) R (X1, .. ,Xk))} HH

Using Theorem [A4l on r(X7,..., X;) — E(r(X1,..., X)), we get that with probability at least
1 —exp(—71),

1 1
A 1 2 1 1 2 1
||0—0||Hg4m( ”)Zm( ZT>=q< 27)2%( ;T), (27)

n
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where c¢1,cy > 0 are constants that do not depend on 7 and n. Now consider

|Ageneral - A|

E kron—k

Ci" *Croi i :
E Tk’f (U2k—i [Kok—i (X1, Xogp—i)] — Usy [Kar(X1, . .. ,sz)])
i=1

k n—k

Ci C —1
- Tkk (E [fop—i (X1, Xop—i)] — E [ror(X1, ..., Xox)]) '
i=1

)
< M,

where we used Vandermonde’s identity in (x) and

n—k
‘ ZC Ckz

o

Sk Z[sz 2(X17-~7X2k—i)_E[/@k—i(le---7X2k—i)]]‘

Ck

+ nC),

Ul [ ok (X1, Xop) = E [ian(X1, -, Xop)] | ‘

Now applying Theorem [A.4] to
Kok—i(X1,. ., Xog—i) — E [rop—i(X1,. .., Xog—i)]
for each i € {0,1,...,k}, we have that with probability at least 1 — (k + 1) exp (—7),

E kevon—k
<> Ci C’“[élﬁz 2% —i 1+T> +49i(2k—i)<1+7—>

Z,: n n
n= ka 1+7 2 1+7
1' A, ) T 46,4(2K) < )
nCp, n
3 k ke n—k n—k
1+7)\2 1+7 C;""Cry Ck
< -1
= ( n > ( ) LZ:; Cr | G u
5 n—k n—k
@ ol var (LT 2+21<: Ll N P L
n n nCp, nCy
n—k
2c3[ HT) + 2k ”) {1— C’“]
n nCy,
k_ ( _ 9p\k
(Jr_)2glm<l+ > +2k<1+T> [n (nk 2k)}
n n n
) 3 k—17.2
S263[#2k<1—i-7'>2+2k<1+7’> [271 kk]
n n n
3/2 2
ca (M) aa (BT (28)
n n
, . . k k:ci nfkcki_ . "7ka .
where we used vandermonde’s identity that > " — =g, =1in () and o < 1in (%) ,

nCr < nF and "FCp > (n — 2k)F in (1). In (1), we used 0 < b < a = a* —bF < kak~'(a —b).
Now applying Theorem [7] with a = 1 (see (27])) and b = 3 (see (28))), the result follows.
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5.2 Proof of Theorem [3

Using Theorem [A.5 on r(X7y,...,Xk) — E(r(Xy,..., X)) yields that with probability at least
1—aexp(—71),

A k/2 T\ (k+1)/2
_ < k(T k
IC = Clls < gk (na,) + Mk (m,,) : (29)
where @, a’ and a” are positive constants, and ¢ = (6+02+6*M 1) with o = E||r(X1, ..., Xk)||3,—
|C|13,. Therefore,
‘Adogon — A’ = ‘("Ck)‘l |:UZ [/ﬁ:k(Xl, e ,Xk)] — ng [Hgk(Xl, . ,ng)]:|
_ ("Ck)_l [E["ik(le . ,Xk)] — E[Hgk(Xl, . ,XQk)]] '
< (nck)_lUg |:/£k(X17 s 7Xk) —E ["ik(Xh o 7Xk)] ] '
+ ("Ck)‘lng [Hgk(Xl, e ,ng) —E [HQk(Xl, - ,ng)] ] '
=: M.
Now, using Theorem [A.4] for
/ik(Xl, e ,Xk) — E [/ik(Xl, v ,Xk)] and Hgk(Xl, e ,ng) — E [Hgk(Xl, v ,ng)] s
we obtain that with probability at least 1 — 2e™7,
1
1 2 1
&< ("Cp)7 ! 4oy + \/éag)\/E< ZT> + 4(01 + 262)k < ZT>
L\ B 1) B
<a(H) 7 e (ET) (30)
n n

where ¢; and ¢y are positive constants that do not depend on 7 and n. Now applying Theorem [7]
with @ = k (see (29)) and b = 2k + 1 (see ([B0)) and noting that min{3a, b} = min{3k,2k + 1} =
2k + 1, min{2b, (a + b),4a} = min{4k + 2,3k + 1,4k} = 3k + 1, yields the result.

5.3 Proof of Theorem [

Applying Theorem [A 4 on r(X7,..., Xx) —E(r(Xy,..., Xy)), yields that with probability at least
1 —exp(—71),

1 1
R 1 3 1 1 2
1C = Ol g4m/E< ”) +40/<;< ”) <a < ”) ,
n n n
where the second inequality holds for n > 7 + 1. Hence, it follows from Lemma [A.J] that

A=E|C-Cl3 <2, (31)
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for some positive constant e;. Therefore,

’A - Adogon’

A — ("Ck)_l [UZ [H,k(Xl, e ,Xk)] — ng [Hgk(Xl, . ,ng)]] '

A= ("Cp) o+ ("Cr) o

— ("Ck)_l [UZ [H,k(Xl, . ,Xk)] — ng [H,Qk(Xl, . ,ng)” ‘

IN

A= ("Cp)rog| + ("C) T

UZ |:H,k(X1, . ,Xk) — E[Hk(Xla cee 7Xk)]} ‘

+ ("Ck)_l

ng |:H,2k(X1, ‘o ,ng) — E[HQk(Xl, N ,ng)]} '

=: M.
Now, using Theorem [A.4] on
k(X1 oo, Xg) —E[kp( X1, ..., Xk)], and kop(X1, ..., Xog) — E [kop(X1, ..., Xog)],
we obtain that with probability at least 1 — 2e™7,

o< ‘A _ ("Ck)‘lai( +("Cp) ! [401\@ <1 +’7’>% + 460,k (1 +T>

n n

1
+ (”Ck)‘l [40’2\/% <1 +T> : + 865k <1:;T>

n

< |a-(enTep|+ e <

me-12] o (F i\
g(A ("Cy) ak(+c <n> <—n >
g{c'&)(l%)”? p=1 {a%?’”, e=1

n -1 _2 1 (k\F 1471 1/2 < "1+ ’
max {A, ("Cy) " toi} + ¢ (£)" (HT)7", k>1 d(HT), k>1

n

147 1/2
n

where ¢/, ¢ > 0 are constants that do not depend on 7 and n, and we used (BI)) in the above
inequality. Now applying Theorem [1 with a = 1 and b = 2 (for k > 1) yields the result.

5.4 Proof of Theorem

s2 _ _
Define & := — +7ﬁX||2 so that i = (1 — &)X. Define W := X ~ N(pu, %QI) and U := %2 Consider
n 2

n

Elli—pl3 —Elli— pl3 =E [IX — pli5 — (X — p) — 6X|j3]
=E [26(X — p, X), — aX|3]

E[2<W_“’ Uw >_H Uw
2

2
SELAAGN I (32)
U+ W3 U+ W3 ]
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Note that .
Uw UW;
g Y S ()
< U+ W3/, ; U+, W}

where W; ~ N (p;, 0% /n). By partial integration, we have

Ekm_“”gf%g%?ﬂ:%%{JQ(Ufgﬁ?ﬂ

o2 U W2
e U+ ||W|2  (U+||W]2)2
+IWlz (U +[[W]3)

n

and therefore

uw o? au 2U||W |13
E [(W -7t <7>} - —F [ - . (33)
U+|Wl3 no [U+IWIE U+ W)
Using (B3)) in (B2]), we have
2do?U 402U||W |3 U?|\W |3
Bl wl ~ Bl — ul = | - . 2] e
’ O IW) @+ W2+ W)
Note that ||[W]|3 ~ %QX?l()‘) where A = %“2”% with x2(A) denoting a non-central x? distribution
with d degrees of freedom and A being the non-centrality parameter. Also note that ("—_Jlﬁ ~
X%n—l)d with S? being independent of . Define Z := %MQ/”% ~x3(\) and Y := "("U_zl)U ~ X%n—l)d

where Y and Z are independent. Then (34]) reduces to

N 2 - 2 o’
Ellp — pllz — Ellfp — pllz = —E

2dY 4n—-1)YZ Y27
[Y—I—(n—l)Z Y+ (n—-1)2)2 (Y—I—(n—l)Z)2]

2 _ 2 _ _
_ g (2d—2)Y*+YZ(n—1)(2d —4) ' (35)
n Y+ (n-1)2)
Using the fact that fooo te % dt = a% for a > 0 and employing Fubini’s theorem, we have
YZ °
= [ tE[Ye Y]E|Ze V2] gt
e Y A el ] (%)
and 224 )
Y*(2d - Z o0
= [ (E[Y2e Y] E|(2d — Z)e " VZ| dt.
e R A S e L R 7

To compute the above expectations, we require the following: for any ¢ > 0,

(n—1)d

e E[e™]=01+2t)" 2z ,

¢ EYe ] = 4[] = S4B ]

2 n — . oF [e=tY
B[y = Trfen) = 01 (15: Ve ]+ %)
(=12 +2(n—1)d_ . _,
- (1 + 2t)? B[],
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o [e—t(n—l)Z] =(142(n— 1)t)_g exp (—Qé’égﬁ’fﬁ) )

T Ly

- <1 + 2(i TR 2(7?— 1)75)2) £ [e_t(n_l)z} '

Therefore, ([B6]) and (B7) reduce to
o YZ
Y+ (n-1)2)2

- / TIE [Ye ] E |Zet 0] gy
0

- 1)d/0 1 j 51 (1 n 2(2 e 2(2— 1)t)2> BB [t 07 d

B o a d A _ay —aZ
_d/o n—1+2a<1+2a+(1+2a)2>E[6 7| B[] da (38)

and

Y2(2d — Z)
. [<Y+ (n—1)2)?

S d A
=d(n—1)((n—1)d+2)/0 m<2d_1+2(n—1)t_(1+2(n—1)t)2>

XE [V E [ D7 ] ay

& a d A
:d("_l)(("_l)d”)/o (n—1+ 2a)? <2d_ 1+2a (1+2a)2>

XE [e7 %1 | E [e77] da. (39)

] - / TE[Y2e YR (20— Z)e D7 ap
0

Using (38)) and (B9) in (33]), we obtain

n—10%| [~ (((n- a
Bl — l§ — Bl — 3 = & nl) [/0 <(E2a +17)1d_+12))2 <2d_ 1 an T +A2a)2>

+2(§Ci_n4—)a1 (1 J:l 2 {1 —I—/\2a)2> )E [6_%] E [e7*7] da]

_[*® d(n—1)0%a Cdy [ v
e I

with
B(a, \) := ((nd —d+2) (2d(1 + 2a) — d(1 +2a) — A) + (2d — 4)(2a + n — 1)(d + 2ad + )\))
xe_%

- ((nd —d+2)(d(8a% + 6a+1) — A) + (2d — 4)(2a + n — 1)(d + 2ad + A))eﬂ%

—: (61 + Ou\)e Tioa,
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where for all a € [0, 00),

61 :=d(nd — d + 2)(8a* + 6a + 1) + d(2d — 4)(2a +n — 1)(1 + 2a) > 0 for d > 2,

and
ey:@d—@&a+n—n—mn—md—2:4ad—m+0r4xd—®—220
if d > sup, %ﬁﬁl—l) 4 + —=5. This means for d > 4+ —=5, n > 2, B(a,A) > 0 for all X\ and

a € [0,00) and the result follows

5.5 Proof of Theorem

Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem [l we obtain

[(Zd — )WY+ YZ(n—1)(2d — 4)}
(Y Y (n—1)2)2

[ de(n—1)0? —dogn [ e
—/0 —n(2a+n_1)2A(a,)\)(1+2a) E[e ] da,

N - C
MW—M@-EW%—MB=7;

where

A(a, A)
(nd — d+2) (2d(1 + 2a)? —cd(1+2a)—cA)+(2d—4)(2a+n—1)(d+2ad+A)>e—1%

= ((
- (¢

=: (93 + 94/\)6 1+2a

(nd — d + 2)(d(8a* + 8a — 2ac + 2 — ¢) —c/\)+(2d—4)(2a+n—1)(d+2ad+/\)>6_%

with
03 := d(nd — d + 2)(8a> + 8a — 2ac +2 — ¢) + d(2d — 4)(2a +n — 1)(1 + 2a) > 0
for d > 2, c€[0,2) and all a € [0,00), and
0y:=(2d—4)2a+n—-1)—(n—1)dec—2c=4a(d—2)+ (n—1)(2d —4 —dc) —2¢ >0

for d > 52 + —3%5—,n>2,c€(0,2) and all a € [0,00). This means, for the choice of n, ¢

c (n—1)(2—c¢)”
and d in the statement of Theorem [0l the result follows.

Acknowledgements

BKS is partially supported by NSF CAREER Award DMS-1945396. BKS thanks Donald Richards
for helpful comments on the proof of Theorem [Gl

References

Arcones, M. A. and Giné, E. (1993). Limit theorems for U-processes. The Annals of Probability,
21(3):1494-1542.

21



Aronszajn, N. (1950). Theory of reproducing kernels. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 68:337-404.

Balasubramanian, K., Li, T., and Yuan, M. (2021). On the optimality of kernel embedding based
goodness-of-fit tests. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 22(1):1-45.

Brandwein, A. C. and Strawderman, W. E. (1990). Stein estimation: The spherically symmetric
case. Statistical Science, 5(3):356-369.

Brandwein, A. C. and Strawderman, W. E. (2012). Stein estimation for spherically symmetric
distributions: Recent developments. Statistical Science, 27(1):11-23.

Chen, Y., Wiesel, A., Eldar, Y. C., and Hero, A. O. (2010). Shrinkage algorithms for MMSE
covariance estimation. IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, 58(10):5016-5029.

De la Pena, V. and Giné, E. (2012). Decoupling: From Dependence to Independence. Springer
Science & Business Media.

Dinculeanu, N. (2000). Vector Integration and Stochastic Integration in Banach Spaces, volume 48.
John Wiley & Sons.

Fisher, T. J. and Sun, X. (2011). Improved Stein-type shrinkage estimators for the high-
dimensional multivariate normal covariance matrix. Computational Statistics €& Data Analysis,
55(5):1909-1918.

Fukumizu, K., Bach, F. R., and Jordan, M. I. (2004). Dimensionality reduction for super-
vised learning with reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. Journal of Machine Learning Research,
5(Jan):73-99.

Gretton, A., Borgwardt, K. M., Rasch, M. J., Schélkopf, B., and Smola, A. (2012). A kernel
two-sample test. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 13(25):723-773.

Gretton, A., Fukumizu, K., Teo, C., Song, L., Scholkopf, B., and Smola, A. (2007). A kernel
statistical test of independence. In Platt, J., Koller, D., Singer, Y., and Roweis, S., editors,
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, volume 20. Curran Associates, Inc.

James, W. and Stein, C. (1961). Estimation with quadratic loss. In Proceedings of the Fourth
Berkeley Symposium on Mathematical Statistics and Probability, Volume 1: Contributions to
the Theory of Statistics, pages 361-379.

Joly, E. and Lugosi, G. (2016). Robust estimation of U-statistics. Stochastic Processes and their
Applications, 126(12):3760-3773.

Ledoit, O. and Wolf, M. (2004). A well-conditioned estimator for large-dimensional covariance
matrices. Journal of Multivariate Analysis, 88(2):365-411.

Ledoit, O. and Wolf, M. (2018). Optimal estimation of a large-dimensional covariance matrix
under Stein’s loss. Bernoulli, 24(4B):3791-3832.

Lee, A. J. (2019). U-statistics: Theory and Practice. Routledge.

Muandet, K., Sriperumbudur, B., Fukumizu, K., Gretton, A., and Schélkopf, B. (2016). Kernel
mean shrinkage estimators. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 17(48):1-41.

22



Song, L., Smola, A., Gretton, A., Bedo, J., and Borgwardt, K. (2012). Feature selection via
dependence maximization. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 13(47):1393-1434.

Stein, C. (1975). Estimation of a covariance matrix. Rietz Lecture, 39th Annual Meeting, Atlanta,
GA.

Stein, C. M. (1956). Inadmissibility of the usual estimator for the mean of a multivariate normal
distribution. In Proceedings of the Third Berkeley Symposium on Mathematical Statistics and
Probability, Volume 1: Contributions to the Theory of Statistics, pages 197-206.

Touloumis, A. (2015). Nonparametric Stein-type shrinkage covariance matrix estimators in high-
dimensional settings. Computational Statistics & Data Analysis, 83:251-261.

Yurinsky, V. (2006). Sums and Gaussian Vectors. Springer.

Zhou, Y., Chen, D.-R., and Huang, W. (2019). A class of optimal estimators for the covariance
operator in reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. Journal of Multivariate Analysis, 169:166—178.

A Supplementary Results

In this section, we collect the technical results needed to prove the results of Section [B] of the
manuscript.

Lemma A.1. Let X be a random variable. Let n € N and suppose there exists a constant d > 0
that does not depend on T and n such that ¥Vt > 0, with probability at least 1—he™", | X| < d (HTT)C
Then there exists a non negative constant g such that E|X| < £,

Proof. Let e:d(li)c = T:n(i)% — 1. Then

T
n

E[|X]] = / P[IX| > €]de < / hexp [1 —n <E) ] de < & / t“Lexp (—t) dt,
0 0 d ne Jo
yielding the result. O
In rest of the section, H refers to a separable Hilbert space and X1,..., X, are independent

‘H-valued random elements defined on a measurable space.

Theorem A.2 (Yurinsky, 2006, Theorem 3.3.1(b)). For any t > 0,
n n n

ty X, ] < exp [E ty X, ] exp | S Eell Xl — 1~ ¢k HX,-HH].
1=1 H 1=1 H

i=1
Lemma A.3. Suppose r: X¥ — H satisfies E[r(X1,...,Xx)] =0 and

E |exp

|
Er(Xy,..., X5)|E < %92Mp—2, Vp > 2. (A1)

[n/k]
Then for any 0 < a < "T,

a20|n k|1
2 —2a|n/k]=*M |’

E (exp [a [|[U} (r(X1,. .., Xp)ll5]) < exp a([n/kj)_l/zﬂ exp [
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Proof. By defining

[n/k]
1
Xi,...,X,) & Xy X A2
V( 1 > ) Ln/kJ £ ( 14+(i—1) k) ( )
it is easy to verify that
n 1
Uk (r(Xa, ., X)) = — V (Xo1)s -+ Xo@m))
oeS(n)
Therefore,
n a
E(exp [a’HUk (T(Xla"'a ))HH]) E (exp - Z V(Xo(1)7'”X0'(n)) )
H

a
<E(exp ] Z HV(XU(l) 7—[:|)
oeS(n)
9] 1
<E<n' > exp (af V(X ))

" oeS(n)

n' Z E(GXP[ HV ]) (exp {aHV(XU(l),...,Xa(n))HHD,

ceS(n)
H)

where (1) follows from an application of Jensen’s inequality. Using (A.2]), we have

Ln/k]

E (exp [a [|Uy (r(X1,. .., Xi))lly]) =E (GXP ﬁ Z T( Xy (im1)ks - - - Xik)
=1

. [n/
(S) exp |:Z Ee(a/ [n/ED)||r (X1t 1)k Xik)HH —1— I_Tl;;k‘JE HT(Xl-i-(i—l)kv XZk)H?—L
i=1
[n/k]
x exp |E Z X1+z Lk v Xik)
=1 H
o) LS 2
< exp Z EHT Xy (i—1)k> - - Xik)HH
[n/k] oo EDPE|r(Xa i pves - Xan)|IP
Xexp{z > (a/[n/E]PE |[r( ;(z—wk’ Killy | (A.3)
i=1 p=2 '

where we used Theorem [A2] in (x) and Jensen’s inequality in (). By using (A) in (A3), we
have

e () o ()

E (exp o U} (X1, X)) < exp [ [0/F]
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ab (a0)*/In/k]
<ex exp | ———— |,
= p[\/n/kJ] p{22<Lg%J>]

where the last inequality holds since 0 < a < % O

The following result presents a Bernstein-type inequality for H-valued U-statistics, whose proof
is based on Lemma [A.3]

Theorem A.4 (Bernstein Inequality for U-statistics). Suppose 1 : X* — H is such that
|
E[r(X1,...,X0)] =0 and E|r(Xy,...,Xp)|% < %92Mp—2, Vp > 2.

Then for all T > 0,

1
Pr{HUz (r(X1, Xa, ., Xe)llpy > 40VE (1 +T> C L AME <1ZT>} <e

n

Proof. Note that
Pr{|[U% (r(X1, X2,..., Xi))lly = u}
= Pr{exp [t U} (r(X1, X2,..., Xi))llp] = exp (tu)}
< exp(—tu)E (exp [t Uy (r(X1, Xo, ..., Xi)) %)) (" Markov’s inequality)
() 202(1n/k )1
< exp (1([n/k))~/26) exp (2 L gﬂ%({:%”_l _ tu> (v ﬁM < 1> (A.4)

. (_ w?/2 — uf(|n/k]) " )
P\ Tk T M k] )

where the last equality is obtained by choosing
L u
© 02 |n/k]7t + Mn/k|"tu

in (A4) and (*) follows from Lemma[A.3l Note that this choice of ¢ clearly satisfies WM <1
The result follows by choosing

B u? /2 —u@(Ln/k:J)_l/2
T2 n/k] T + Mn/k]tu

and solving for u. Indeed, it is the case as solving

u? = 2rM |n/k| " u — 2r0%|n/k| 7" — 2u0(|n/k])) "2 =0

yields

_2rM|n/k]t + 20(|n/k|)~? + \/(27’MLn/k‘J_1 +20(|n/k])~1/2) + 8r62|n/k| !

“= 2
_ ArM|n/k]7t + 49(|n/k|)~V? +2,/27602[n/k] 1
- 2

1
§49\/E<1+T>2+4Mk<1+T>,

n n

where we used |n/k|™! < 2(n/k)~! for n > k in the last line and the result follows. O
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For degenerate U-statistics with bounded, real valued kernels, |Arcones and Giné (1993) estab-
lished a better convergence rate than in Theorem [A.4l The following result extends their result
for unbounded, H-valued (U-statistic) kernels.

Theorem A.5. Let X1, Xo,..., X, W poand 0 = E |lr (X, . Xk)Hg_[ < oo, where 1 : X* — H
18 a P-measurable function. Suppose r is P-complete degenerate and there exists positive constants
M and 0 such that

P ! _
B[ (X, Xl ~ Ellr (X, Xl | < Z02MP72, vp > 2.

Then there exists positive constants a1, by and by such that

Wl T k/2 (T (k+1)/2
Pr{HUﬁ (r(X1, Xo, ..., X))y > gk <n—bl> + Mk (Tl—b2> }galexp(—T),

where ¢ := (0 + 0% + 02M~1).
The proof of Theorem [A.Brelies on the following results (Theorems[A.6HA.8]) which are quoted
from [De la Pena and Gind (2012).

Theorem A.6 (De la Pena and Giné, 2012, p.168). There exists a real valued non-decreasing
convex function ¥ and a constant a, > 0 that depends only o such that for any o > 0,

aV(|z]) < exp(la]) < ¥(|z]). (A.5)

Theorem A.7 (Dela Pena and Giné, 2012, Theorem 3.5.3, Remark 3.5.4). Let ¥ be a non-
decreasing convex function on [0,00]. Suppose €;,,...,€;, are independent Rademacher random
variables that are independent of (X;)i,, and a is a constant that depends only k. Then

n n

EW > or(Xy,... Xk) <EVU |al Y e er(Xn..., Xp) : (A.6)
11 < <ip, H 11 <<l U

Theorem A.8 (De la Pena and Giné, 2012, Corollary 3.2.7). For every d € N and 0 < a < %,
there exists positive constants, ci,ca, such that for all t > 0,

(0%
n
Eexp |t Z €, €, (X1, .o, Xg)
1< <ip 1
< cpexp cztﬁ E Z €€, (X1, .., Xk) ) (A.7)
1< <ig, u

where E denotes the expectation w.r.t. Rademacher variables conditioned on (X;)_, .

Proof. Consider

1 .
Eexp | t||—7 > r(Xiy, Xy X))

i< <ig y
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n

(A3 k1|l 1
< Ex, .. x,¥|t> i g (X, Xigy -, Xiy)
11 <<t ”
(&3) g1 || 1 &
< Ele"'vX’rLyelv"-vE’!L\P at 2 W E €1 €ig " eikT(Xileizv s 7Xik)
11 <o <ig U
2
)
& 1 . I
< _Ele"'vX’erElv"'?en eXp | ¢ Ul —7 Z €i1€ip " " eikT(Xileiw s 7Xik)
. k]2
11 <--<ig U
2
m n
< aE kg ! X, X X
S ax X1,..Xn exp CLQt €1,--9€n W Z €i1€ip " " eikT( AREA DRI Zk)
11 <o <ig U
. *’

where in the last inequality, we employed (A7) with d = k. Here, ¢, ¢2, a1 and ag are constants
that depend only on k. By noting that

1 " i 1 <
2
Eflv---yfn W Z 6i16i2"'Eikr(XiuXizw”?Xik) = m Z HT(XiuXizv"'ink)HHv
11 <---<ig U 11 <<l
we obtain
1 n
& =aEx,  x, exp aztmﬁ ST (X Xy, X)),
i< <ip
k1 L - 2 k+1 2
= amBEexp | apt™ S lr (X, Xy, - X3 — ast" B r(X1, Xo, - X3,
11 <<l
+a2t’f+1E|yr(X1,X2,...,Xk)ui)
(*) agtk+1 n 5 5
< a;Eexp nC}, Z Hr(Xh?Xin'-'ink)HH_EHT(XZ'UXZ'Q"--7Xik)||7-[
11 <<

X exp (agtk+1a2>
= a1 Eexp (aztkH UQ( I (X1, X, Xp) 5 — E (X0, X, 7Xk)H3{>> exp (aztk“az)
= &7

where we used n—lk < ﬁ in (%). It follows from Lemma [A.3] that for all 0 < at*+! < %

202064192 | /g |~
k+1 ~1/2 ast [n/ k+1 2
& < ajexp (agt (In/k]) 9) exp <2 = St [k T exp (agt o )

k41 agt* kg2 k+1 2
= aj exp (agt + 9) exp 3[n/k| = 2aytF TN exp <a2t o >
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(%)
< ajexp (agt +19) exp (agtk+192M > exp (agtkﬂaz) = aj exp <a2tk+1q2>,

where ¢ =

2|n/k|
3aa M

(0 + 0% +62M~1) and (x*) holds if 0 < tF+! < ?}nﬂﬂ Therefore, for all 0 < tF+! <

1 n
Pr nk/2 Z T(XiuXiza"ink) >u
i1 < <ig z
2
1 n E+1 .
=Prdexp |t iR | Z (X Xig, -+, Xiy) >exp< ﬁ)
11 <<t "
2

1 k+1

<exp< )Eexp t 72 Z (X, Xigs - Xiy)

2
< aj exp (—tuk_ﬂ + agtk+1q2) =:a1F(t),

where F(t) = exp ( tuE + agtht? 2) We now consider two cases. Let K be any constant such
1
that K < (22K

2

1
ur 2\ %
Case (i): Suppose —5—7 < K. Note that t* = argmin, F'(t) = <(125j+11)[12> . Tt is easy to

nqg
verify that t* is permissible since

ot D) TR et K
- nuf (k) | ]< (n/k) (ask)t _ 2In/k|
Tk T k4l ktD) | = k1
nay " kkiquwle) ay”® o nq2 P ay” o M 3a2M

where by 1= —&
(k+1) % oF
. uk K M?
Case (ii): Suppose —a > K. Let L be any constant such that L < —==. Define
ng

(ka2) ®
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1
" = (%) k+1_ ¢** is indeed permissible since

1
(t**)k+1:ﬂ< KM? n o (agk)*® n _ n/k - 2|n/k|
M? (kaﬂ% M2~ 3M (k@)% 3aoM — 3aosM
Since ¢2 < T , we have
("K)"i

1
o 1 (nuP\ FHE Ln
F(t™) =exp <—Lk 1 <W> + agmq2>

1 (nu? R nu? R as LM T nu? w1
<exp | —LF+1 2 + Vel KT <exp | —b2 M2 )
k41

. . % 2
where by is a positive constant since % Lk+1 s L< kﬂ e L< % Therefore,
KR ay (kag) *
1 n
Pri—r > (X, Xiy, 0 Xi)|| > u
i< <, )

u 7 nu? R
< a1 min | exp E exp | —b2 | —5
u 7 nu? =
min a 5 —b2 W
u " nu? R
= ajexp | —max E , by 2 ,

= a1 exp

implying,
ay exp (—7)
> Pr {71’1/2 Zl<i:<ikr(X“,XiQ,.  Xi,) ) > max <q (é)km,% ;__2>(k+1)/2> }
= Pr {ZTC/Z HUZ<7’(X1,X2, ,Xk)>HH > max <q <é>k/2 | % <b_7_2>(k+1)/2>}
=Pr {‘ UZ(T(X1,X2, ,Xk)) ‘ = :L/:max <q <é>k/2 | % é>(k+1)/2>}
(TE) Pr{ ‘UZ<T(X1’X2’ ’Xk)> ‘7—[ - nljz max (q <;-_1 i : % <é>(’“+1)/2>}
= Pr{‘ UZ(T(Xl,Xz, .,Xk))‘ > max (kkq (nLZH)m,kkM <nib2>(k+l)/2>}
K Pr{ ‘UZ<T‘(X1,X2, ,Xk)> ‘H > gkt <£>k/2 L (nibz (k+1)/2}’

where we used (%)k < "Cg in (f) and max{r,s} <r+ s in ().
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B Shrinkage Estimator of Covariance Matrix

In this section, we specialize and simplify the calculations of Example2for K (x,y) = (z,y)2, x,y €
R?, yielding a shrinkage estimator of the covariance matrix on R?. First, we present a lemma which
is useful to obtain the simplified expressions of Ageneral, Adegen and ||C H% in Proposition [B.2

- - R = 5T
Lemma B.1. Let X = %Z?:l X, X, =X;,-X, ¥ = %Z?:l X;X; be the sample mean,
centered random wvariables and empirical covariance matriz respectively, based on independent
random variables (X;)I'_,. Then, the following hold:

() ) (X — X;, X — X;)3 = 2nz 1X;]13 4 4n®Tr[%2] 4 202 Tr?[S); (B.1)
7] 1 i=1
(i) > (X — X, X; — X1)3 2ZHX 13 + 3n°Tr[%2); (B.2)
ij,l=1 i=1
(i) > (Xi— Xj, X — Xpn)3 = 40 Tr[%2]. (B.3)
i,j,l,m=1
Proof. (i)
DX - X, X - X5 =) X - Xt =D 1% - X0
2,7=1 2,] @]

v (12 > (12 % e 2
=3 (Il + 1% 113 — 2%, X))
,J

= D IXKillz + I1X5113 + 40X, X503 — 41Xal3(Xi, X))z — 4 X515(X5, Xz + 201 X l1311X5113

2

(%) - - -
= 2nZ||X \|2+4Z X;)3 42 (ZHX ||2> 2 ) (| Xl + 4nTr[S%) + 2n° Tr? (3],

where we used }, X; = 0 in (%), ZH(XZ,X]% = >;;Tr [XZX X; JT = n?Tr[2?] and
> X3 = 30 Tr[Xi X;T] = nT[3] in ().
(i)

!
_ ZTr Z (XiXiT - X ~jT —XinT +XijT> = ZTr [(nX,-X’Z-T +n2)2}

= 0P| Xills + n®Te[E2) + 202 ) " Te[X, XS] = n® > | Xill5 + 30 Tr[%?].
7

% 7

-
&,
T—
Il
-
S
<

30



n
Z (Xi — X; Xl_Xm>%: Z ( Z_XJ’XI_Xmg
Jilm=1 i,5,l,m
2 2
=Tr Z( ; — X)(X; — X;)" =Tr X,X,-T + XijT = 4n'Tr[%?]
i,j 2
Hence the proof. O

Proposition B.2. For K(z,y) = (z,y)2, z,y € R? and f* = I (the d x d identity matriz) in
Example[d of the manuscript, the following hold:

n(n+ 1) - n -

A eneral = HX || Tr[Ez] - Tr2[2],
¢ ( Z 2 ) (n—3) (n=1)(n—2)(n—3)

A 3n—|—4 2) nor MENZ=Bn+4) 5.

Agegen = 2 nc Z 1 X ]14 — Tr[Z‘, I+ =" =, D, T2[%], and

N n2 A 2n -
I3 = Tr[2?) — e[S
IC = T = g ) - TS 4
where (X;)_, and % are defined in Lemma B, and C = nC2 dici (Xi_Xj)gXi_Xj)T, with || - ||F
being the Frobenius norm.
Proof. We have from Example 2] that
A 2n —4 1
Ageneral = T . np. Z (XZ - ijXi - Xl>% + n n Z ||X X; ||2
4.17Cy - "P3 £ Cy-"Py
i#£j#l i#]
@ ©
I —
__m=s N XXX - X (B.4)
4-"Cy-"Py
i#jAAm
®

We now simplify (1) — (3) as follows.

o= Y- (Y[ X (208 )| e o

i#£j#£l i J=i l le{j,i}

ISP D SRR DI R SRS

il agle{sit  wi=il ig=dle{s,i}

=) (X=X, Xi - X3 — Y (X - X, X - X0)3

1,5, i,5,l€{j,i}
= D X=X X - X3 Y (X - X5, X - X))
i,j=i,l i,j=i,l€{j,i}
= Z<Xz - X;,Xi — X1)5 — Z (Xi = Xj, Xi — X0)3
0,9, 4,5,l=3
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=) (X = X5, Xi = X5 - > (X — X5, X — X)3
1,7,1

'7]’

mim 2 Z ”X H2 + 3n3Tr[Z2 <2nz ”X H2 -+ 4n2Tr[Z2] + 2n2Tr [2])

=1 =1

n
= (n® —2n) Y _ | X;]13 + (3n® — 4n*)Tx[S?] — 20 Tr[S],

i=1

@ZXinE‘Z[Z Z 1X: = XG5 =D (Xi — X5, X; — X;)3
i£j j 1,
Us)

=" 20 || X5 + 4n’Te[S?] + 20 Tr[2],
=1
and

> (X - X5, X — X
i#j#lAm

= (z-3) (Z Z) (ZZ)
}

X — X5, Xi — X3

=2 2

L i’j l le{.]vl} m me{zvj}

-1y - ¥ - Z + (Xi = X5, X0 = Xn)3

— Xom)3

=) (Xi—- X, 42 (X; — Xj>§+2Z<XZ-—Xj,XZ-—Xj>§
i?j7l7m 7jl Z?]
n
BI_BD 1522 — 4 [n2 SIS + 3n3mz“:2]]
i=1

+2

2n ) (| Xill3 + 4n®Tr[2%) + 2n° Ty [2]]

=1

= (4n—4n?) Y " |IX;]15 + (4n* — 120° + 8n®)Tr[2%] + 40’ Ty?[3)].
=1

Combining (1), (2), and (3) in (B.4)) yields

A 2n — 4 L . .
Ageneral = 170G, P, [(n2 —2n) ZZ:; 1 X:l13 + (3n3 — 4n?)Tr[£?] — 20> Tr? (5]

! ST 2312 2 2%
+ 1, p, [27%;\\&\\2 + 4R’ TY[S?) + 20 Tv? (5]

2n — 3 nL . .
S TeR [(4n —4n?) > |IXi[15 + (4n* — 1207 + 8n?)Tr[S?] + 40’ Tr?[S]
A i=1
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1 o2n — 3)(4n — 4n? R
=176, P, [(2(n2_2n)+2n_( (n—)2()(n—3) )>;Hxi|yg]

o 03 an? n2 (4n* — 12n3 + 8n?)(2n — 3) (52
rrenof [CCORTORE ) M
1 4n®(2n — 3) .
" (oot 20t - ) 2
= n(n + 1) L1527 _ n 273
~(n=2)(n—3) ZHX I - O Al e oy e R L

Doing similar analysis for Adegen yields

~ (_) ; B 1
Adogon - 4. "CQ i nP2 @ 4. "CQ '—nP4 @

1 no ) A
:__7EPQNW%M%WH%mW]

4-7Cy i=1
1 no ) )
~1C, P, [(4” — 4n?) 2_; X1 + (4n® — 1203 + 8n2)Tr[S2) + 4n2Tr?[5)
3n—|—4 2) cor M2 —Bn+4) .
2 210, -"P, Z HX ”2 Tr[Z ]+ 5 1Cy 7P, T3],

where () is exactly the restatement of Example Bl with K (x,y) = (z,y)s, 2,y € R%

Note that,
A _ 1 (Xi = X)) (Xi — X;)T 1
= = X, — X)X, — X
¢ ”CQZ 2 2 nP2 Z( )( )
1< i.j
1 % (v >\ T
_2 "p, Z(XZ_XJ)( i ])
Z?]
1 cvT v vl _ v vl |, v vT n g
_2.HPQZ( X = XX - XX+ XX = —
Z?]
and
TR NN S R L
dliF = || -7 dF—( e — T ,

thereby proving the result.
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