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Polynomial time guarantees for sampling based posterior
inference in high-dimensional generalised linear models
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Abstract

The problem of computing posterior functionals in general high-dimensional
statistical models with possibly non-log-concave likelihood functions is considered.
Based on the proof strategy of @], but using only local likelihood conditions and
without relying on M-estimation theory, non-asymptotic statistical and computa-
tional guarantees are provided for gradient based MCMC algorithms. Given a suit-
able initialiser, these guarantees scale polynomially in key algorithmic quantities.
The abstract results are applied to several concrete statistical models, including
density estimation, nonparametric regression with generalised linear models and a
cononical statistical non-linear inverse problem from PDEs.
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1 Introduction

Posterior inference for high-dimensional statistical models is increasingly important in
contemporary applications, particularly in the physical sciences and in engineering @,
@, ] Computing relevant functionals such as the posterior mean, mode or quantiles
often relies on iterative sampling algorithms. Without additional structural assumptions,
however, the mixing times of these algorithms can scale exponentially in the model
dimension p or the sample size n @, |. In this case, valid inference on an underlying
ground truth requiring p < n”, p > 0, is intractable. Overcoming such computational
hardness barriers is crucial to allow for efficient sampling based Bayesian procedures.
A canonical sampling approach uses Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) algorithms
(see, e.g., [@]) They generate a specifically designed Markov chain (95)32,, whose
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laws L(V)) approximate up to a target precision level the posterior distribution with
probability density
7(01Z2™) < O (9), 6 € RP. (1)

Here, the data 2" = (Z;)1_, are observations in a statistical model depending on a
ground truth §y € ¢2(N) with log-likelihood function £, and prior density 7. Suppose
that the computational complexity of some MCMC algorithm arises mainly from the
number of iterations. In this case, existing guarantees for practically feasible mixing
times, growing at most polynomially in n, p, are essentially limited to strongly concave
¢, with Lipschitz-gradients |13, 19, 43, [75]. When /,, is non-linear, both properties are
generally not satisfied, even for Gaussian priors. Relevant examples include mixture
models, statistical non-linear inverse problems [49, 48, 131, |1, 52] and generalised linear
models (GLMs) [47]. For related discussions on MCMC in different statistical settings
and closely related optimisation algorithms see [4, 159, 166, 139, 44, |57, 16, [12].

In a recent contribution Nickl and Wang [56] obtain polynomial time sampling guar-
antees in a specific non-linear example involving a partial differential equation (PDE).
To go beyond the non-concave setting, the key-idea, which was later extended by [§] to
other PDEs, is to rely on the Fisher information for providing a natural statistical no-
tion of curvature for the log-likelihood function near 83. By combining empirical process
techniques with tools from Bayesian nonparametrics |28], there exists a high-dimensional
region B C RP of parameters near 6y, where the posterior measure concentrates most
of its mass and where £,, is locally strongly concave with high probability. Convexify-
ing —/,, yields a surrogate posterior measure, whose log-density log 7(-|Z (")) is globally
strongly concave with Lipschitz-gradients, and which is close to the true posterior mea-
sure in Wasserstein distance with high probability. Given a problem-specific initialiser
Oinit € RP to identify the region B in a data-driven fashion, 7(:|Z (")) can be leveraged
to generate approximate samples of the posterior by a gradient-based Langevin MCMC-
scheme with cost depending polynomially on p and n, based on recent results by Durmus
and Mouline [18].

In the present work we extend this proof strategy beyond the PDE setting to general
high-dimensional statistical models. While [56, i8] rely upon M-estimation theory for the
maximum-a-posteriori (MAP) estimator to show the log-concave approximation of the
posterior measure, our proof takes a novel route and is fully Bayesian. This turns out to
be crucial in regression models with unbounded and possibly non-Lipschitz regression
functions. Assuming only local likelihood conditions, we obtain non-asymptotic sam-
pling guarantees for posterior functionals with polynomial dependence of key algorithm-
specific parameters simultaneously on n,p and the target precision level. The abstract
hypotheses are verified for concrete statistical models in density estimation and non-
parametric regression under Bernstein conditions, including Gaussian and Poisson mea-
surement errors. To demonstrate our approach in a canonical example from the inverse
problem literature, we discuss in detail sampling for an elliptic PDE, sometimes called



Darcy’s problem (see 53] and Section 3.7 of |65]), with a non-Lipschitz forward map.

We further prove that the Langevin Markov chain based on the surrogate density
takes exponentially in n many steps to leave the region of local curvature, where it
coincides with 7(:|Z (")). Our results therefore imply that upon initialising into a region
of sufficient local curvature even a standard vanilla Langevin MCMC algorithm is able to
compute posterior aspects at polynomial cost. This is consistent with related results for
gradient based optimisation algorithms that local curvature near the global optimum can
improve the rate of convergence |3]. Sampling algorithms, on the other hand, necessarily
have to explore the full parameter space and therefore depend more heavily on global
properties of the underlying target distribution. Note that, even if an initialiser near
0y is available, it is not clear if the computation of posterior functionals, which depend
on the whole posterior measure, is feasible. The existence of a suitable initialiser is
postulated here, and finding one in polynomial time may be in itself a non-trivial task.
We discuss this issue in some concrete examples. Since Gaussian priors are of particular
interest in practice, we cannot restrict to compact parameter regions a-priori, which
introduces substantial technical challenges.

Bayesian inference in high-dimensional models has been intensely studied in the
literature |34, 25, 127, 38, 168, (73, 126]. Guarantees for MCMC-based posterior sampling
algorithms were obtained, e.g., by [32, 6], showing that sampling at polynomial cost is
possible, in principle. Their assumptions are, however, rather restrictive and not explicit
in their quantitative dependence on n and p, see [56] for a discussion and additional
references. Starting with [13] several works focus on obtaining non-asymptotic results
for Langevin-type algorithms and strongly log-concave target measures [50,117|. To break
the 'curse of dimensionality’, and often also the ’curse of non-linearity’, other sampling
approaches replace the complex posterior measure by a more simple object [58 |74, 163,
yielding empirically efficient procedures, but with unclear relation to the true posterior
measure.

Conceptually, the approximation by a log-concave measure is different from the more
traditional Gaussian Laplace-type approximations |64, 33, (63, [6], where the posterior is
replaced by a quadratic with constant covariance matrix relative to a well-chosen centring
point (often the MAP estimator). In contrast, we leave the log-likelihood function locally
unchanged. This added flexibility seems to be crucial for obtaining the fast convergence
towards the posterior measure in our results. Related to this are Bernstein-von Mises
theorems, which generally do not hold in high-dimensional settings [11,123]|. In particular,
[54] have recently shown that no such theorem exists for Darcy’s problem, while we show
that efficient MCMC-sampling is possible (see also [53, Remark 5.4.2|).

This paper is organised as follows: In Section 2lthe main results are demonstrated for
nonparametric generalised linear models. Section [ develops the approximation by the
surrogate posterior measure in a general context and presents convergence guarantees
for the surrogate and vanilla Langevin sampler. In Section M|, applications to several
statistical models are discussed in detail, including density estimation, nonparametric



regression and Darcy’s problem. Proofs are deferred to Section [l and to the Appendix.

We write a < b if a < Cb for a universal constant C, and a < b if a < b and b < a.
For a measurable space (O, A), equipped with a measure vp, let LP(0), 1 < p < oo, be
the spaces of p-integrable A-measurable functions with respect to v, normed by |[|-||z»,
and denote by ¢P(N) the usual spaces of p-summable sequences with norm ||-|[z». Set
III| = ||-|[¢2. For a matrix M € RP*P let ||M]|op be the operator norm. The minimal and
maximal eigenvalues of a positive symmetric matrix ¥ are denoted by Apmin(2), Amax(2)-
For two Borel probability measures pi, po on RP with finite second moments the
(squared) Wasserstein distance is defined as W3 (u1, p2) = inf [, goll0 — 0'2dp(6,6’),
where the infimum is computed over all couplings g of w1, po. Denote by C*(0),
0 < k < o0, the spaces of k-times differentiable real-valued functions. For a real-valued
function f : R? — R, its gradient and Hessian, if existing, are denoted by V f, V2f,
respectively. We say that f is Lipschitz if the norm|| f||Lip = sup, yere 42 % is fi-
nite. Moreover, we say f is globally m s-strongly concave and has A g-Lipschitz gradients
for Ay, my > 0, if for all 6,0" € RP

IV£(6) = VO < Agl0 =0,
FO) < £0)+(©0—0)TVF(0) = SLllo -0/

2 Main results for generalised linear models

In this section we illustrate our main results in the concrete setting of the GLMs intro-
duced by Nelder and Wedderburn in [51]. They comprise several important non-linear
statistical regression models such as Gaussian, Poisson and logistic regression. Bayesian
inference for GLMs is a classical topic [16], for posterior contraction in high-dimensional
GLMs see, e.g., |27, 26, 77]. As far as we know, the available posterior sampling guaran-
tees in the literature apply only to Gaussian and logistic regression with canonical link
functions, cf. the examples in [13, |[75].

Let © C £?(N) be a parameter space containing R?. Let (X, .4) be a measurable space
equipped with a measure vy and let £ be a probability measure on R. Set v = £ ® vy.
For an orthonormal basis (ex)r>1 of L?(X) let ®(0) = > 32, Oxex, and let g : T — R be
an invertible and continuous link function on some interval Z C R.

Suppose that n independent observations Z™ = (Y;, X)), with values in (R x &)™
are drawn from a distribution Py = ®i_ Py, # € ©, such that the law of the response
variables Y; follows conditional on X; = x a one-parameter exponential family with
9(Eg[Y;|X;]) = ®(0)(X;). If px denotes the vy-density of the covariates X;, then this
means that the coordinate v-densities pg are of the form

po(y,x) = exp (yb(0)(x) — A(b(0)(x))) px(x), yER,z€X, (2)



with A(h) = log [ e¥"d¢(y) and where the natural parameter is given by the generally
non-linear scalar-valued function

b(0) = (A)Tog o D(h). (3)
The observations Z(™ follow then the nonparametric regression model

}/; = g_l (e} @(0)(Xz) + €y EG[EZ’Xl] =0.

2.1 Prior and posterior

Introduce for o € R the ¢2(N)-Sobolev spaces

h*(N) = {0 e A(N) : ||0)% = ikhei < oo} .

k=1

Assuming that the data are generated according to Py for a parameter 6 € h*(N) with
regularity a > 0, a popular ’sieve’ prior distribution puts independent scalar Gaussian
priors with increasing variances on the first p coefficients § € RP, that is,

O~ =11, = N0,n YDy -1 5 = diag(1,2%,...,p*®). (4)

Let m = 7, denote the density of II. The posterior measure II(-|Z(™) then arises from
the observations Z(") using Bayes’ formula with probability density

f HZ lpe(leaX )) ((09))(19 . egn(g)_nl/@a«rl)”0”3/27
o 1p9 YYZvX

where the log-likelihood function of the data Z(™ equals up to additive constants (not
depending on 0)

(6|2 # R, (5

£a(0) = 3 (Vib(0)(X) — A (b(6)(X.) (6)
i=1
Note that this is independent of py. Together with the Gaussian prior the log-posterior
density is strongly concave if £, is concave, and has Lipschitz gradients if £,, does. Both
properties generally fail for an arbitrary link function g and hold even for the canonical
link only in exceptional cases.

Example 1. Consider the canonical link function g = (A’)~!. Then b(0) = ®(0) is
linear, A is convex and ¢, concave. For Gaussian and logistic regression with A(z) = x
and A(z) = log(1 + €®), respectively, A” is bounded and V¢, uniformly Lipschitz. See
Remark [§] for a comment on sampling guarantees in this case.

Example 2. In Poisson regression with the canonical link we have A(x) = e* — 1 and
the Lipschitz constant of V¢, grows exponentially as ||| — oo. Since the Gaussian
prior is supported on all of RP, the Lipschitz-property cannot be enforced by restricting
to @ in a ball of fixed Euclidean radius.



2.2 Local curvature

Instead of sampling directly from II(-|Z(™) let us first determine a high-dimensional and
statistically informative set of parameters, where the curvature of ¢,, can be quantified
depending on n and p. Our candidate for this is

B={0cR":[|0 - 0upl <n}, (7)

where 7 > 0 and 6, , = (6p,1,...,60,p) is the RP-projection of 6y, which we assume to
be a sufficiently good approximation of 8g. To identify the region B suppose also that
we dispose of a 'proxy’ O, € B, which will also serve as the initialiser of the MCMC
scheme in the next section. We will establish that the eigenvalues of —V?2£, () are on
B, up to an absolute factor, contained in the interval [n, npt/ 2] with high ]P’go—probability
as soon as the map b in () is uniformly bounded on B. Sufficient conditions for this are
as follows.

Condition 3. Suppose that 8y € h*(N) for a > 1 and let p < Cn'/(?2+t1) C > 0. The
radius of Bisn = p~ /2, and 0+ p, Oinit are such that

180 — Ospll < con™/ T Giis — 0, ]| < /8, (8)

cg > 0. The design is bounded in the sense that c;(l < px(z) < cy for all z € X and
some cy > 0, and the basis functions satisfy supy~; sup,cy |ex ()] < cx.

A suitable proxy 6ni; can be computed at polynomial cost from the data Z™, for
instance, by the estimators in |22, 45, [72]. Note that the radius 7 is much larger than
the minimax rate n=®/(2¢*t1 for an a-smooth ground truth in the underlying regression
model, cf. [10]. While the region B shrinks as p — oo, its radius 1 2 n~/(2e+1) g large
relative to the typical size of a ball around 6, j, on which most of the posterior mass is
concentrated with high P§ -probability (for a precise definition see () below). For an
alternative initialisation with constant radius 7 see Remark [7

With this we define in (I7)) a surrogate log-likelihood function 0, which coincides
with ¢, on B and which is /m-strongly concave with A-Lipschitz gradients for m = n,
A = np'/?. This induces the surrogate posterior measure II(-|Z(™) with density

#(0]2M) o fn Ot/ VIO (9)
It coincides with TI(-| Z(™) on measurable subsets of B up to random normalising factors.

2.3 Sampling guarantees

A standard MCMC approach for sampling from the Gibbs-type measure with density @)
is the unadjusted Langevin algorithm [62|. It takes an initialiser ¥y, a step size v > 0 and



independent p-dimensional Gaussian innovations & ~ N (0, I, p) as input, and produces
a Markov chain with iterates ¥, € RP, where

Dpgr = Vg + vV 1og T(01] Z™) + / 27k 1, (10)
= O+ (Vi) = n/ <2“+1>2a0k) VB (1)

We initialise at Jg = it € B. Since £, coincides with £, on a set where the posterior
puts most of its mass, we expect that the invariant measure of the Markov chain is close
to the true posterior measure, while the global concavity leads to fast mixing.

In our first main result we derive an exponential concentration inequality under the
law of the Markov chain, denoted by P, for the approximation of posterior functionals
by ergodic averages. It requires a sufficiently small ~v, a burn-in time Ji, > 1 and
a precision level € > 0, which is lower bounded according to the sample size and a
discretisation 'bias’ relative to the continuous time formulation of (I1]) as v — 0. Note
that the theorem is explicit in the dependence of constants on p,n and non-asymptotic
in the sense that whenever the hypotheses hold for pairs p, n, then so do the conclusions,
which are informative only as n — co.

Theorem 4. Suppose the data arise in a GLM with coordinate densities (2) and g €
C3(Z). Let Condition [3 be satisfied and let (U),)k>1 be the Markov chain with iterates
(I1). For ¢ > 0 suppose that v < en~ip1/2,

_pl/2a+1) log(ce?
Then there exist c1,c2,c3 > 0 such that for all J > 1 with Py -probability at least 1 —
cp exp(—cynt/ o) the following holds:

(i) Wa (L0ss,) I(1Z00)) <.
(i1) For any Lipschitz function f: RP — R with || f||rip =1

J+Jin

P Z f(9r) /f(@)dH(0|Z(”)) >e| <2ex <—c M)
J T ’ C = 1+ 1/(ndv))

This result implies that if v~! depends polynomially on p, n, then the number of
iterations J + Ji, = O(nppple_p"), p,p',p" > 0, necessary to approximate posterior
functionals at precision €, grows at most polynomially in n, p and ¢! with high ]P’gO X
P-probability. Consider next the Markov chain with iterates depending on the true
posterior density

Dpi1 = 0% + 7V 10g T(01|Z) + v/27€k 41, 9o = it (12)



Since we start from 0,5 € B, the iterates coincide with ﬁk, as long as the latter has not
exited from the region of local curvature B. This will happen ’eventually’ due to the
Gaussian innovations. We will prove, however, that it takes in average exponentially in
n many steps Jout > Jin to do so for the first time. Combined with Theorem M this
yields polynomial time sampling guarantees for the posterior using (Jj)r>0. We write
again P for the law of this Markov chain.

Theorem 5. Under the assumption of Theorem [{] suppose that vy < enlpT Jow =

s «@ 2a .
e MY por > 0 and p < C(logn)~ (2041/2) 2257 54172 . Then there emist
c1,Co,c3,¢c4 > 0 such that with ]P’go—pmbabz'lity at least 1 — co exp(—clnl/ (20+1) ) for all
J + Jin S Jout

J+Jln
P Z F) — /f (0)dT1(0]2)| > «
T 1+Jin
2m2.J nl/(2a+1) nl/(2a+1)
- B .
S erexp | —esmin | {2

In the final result of this section we recover the ground truth 6y with high Py x P-
probability by approximating the posterior mean using f(#) = € in the last theorem.
We clearly see the impact of statistical and computational errors on the approximation.
Recall that n=®/(2e+1) i the frequentist minimax rate of convergence for estimating an
a-smooth 6.

Theorem 6. Under the assumptions of Theorem [d there exist c1,co,c3 > 0 such that
with Py, % P-probability at least 1 — co exp(—clnl/(%‘“)) for all J 4+ Jin < Jout

1 J+Jin
Hj > O = ol < canm/ Gt g, (13)
kzl"l‘Jin

Remark 7 (Initialisation in the GLM model). Deviating from the general setting below,
It can be shown that the results in this section remain true if the set B in the construction
of £, is replaced by Biogn, Where B, = {6 € RP : [0 — 0.,]| < c1,]|0]la < p} for any
large enough ¢; > 0 (it is actually sufficient to take B, if an upper bound ||6p|lo < co
is known), yielding a larger Lipschitz constant A. This means it is enough to initialise
into a compact parameter set, which can be done by grid search in logarithmic time.
This observation seems less relevant for GLMs, because good initialisers exist, but may
be useful for other statistical models.

Remark 8 (Log-concave likelihood functions). In Example[[]we can directly apply known
sampling results for log-concave measures, e.g. |18, Theorem 5|, which depend critically
on the condition number A/m, =< p?>®. Using our machinery this is replaced by the
smaller quantity A/m = pi/2, leading to faster mixing, even in the ideal case of a concave

log-likelihood function.



3 General sampling guarantees

Let us now consider a more general statistical setup. As before, © C £2(N) denotes a
parameter space containing R?. We are given n independent observations Z(™ = (Zi),
with values in Z", where (£, .A) is a measurable space, drawn from a product measure

= Qi Py, 0 € ©. Let pg denote the probability density of Py with respect to a
dominating measure v. The log-likelihood function is

0n(0) = 0,(0, 2M) Zlogpg Ze 0,7

The Bayesian approach assumes 6 ~ II for a prior probability measure II = II,, on ©,
supported on RP, and which may depend on n. We suppose that it has a Lebesgue
density m = m,. The posterior distribution is then induced by the density () up to
normalising factors.

3.1 Main assumptions

The convergence guarantees below will be formulated with respect to a fixed ground truth
0y € © generating the data Z(™. Let 0.p € RP be a high-dimensional approximation
of 6y (not necessarily its RP-projection as in Section ). A fundamental assumption for
all the following considerations is that the posterior measure contracts around 0, , at
a certain rate’ d, > 0 with high Py -probability and that a small ball condition holds
for the 'normalising factors’. Both conditions can be verified by standard tools from
Bayesian nonparametrics, following the seminal work [25].

Assumption A. The data Z"™) arise from the law Py, for a fized 0y € ©. There exist
co > 0 and by, € RP with ||0, | < co as well as a sequence 0 < §, — 0 such that for
some 8> 1, any ¢ > 0 and any sufficiently large L there are C1,Cy,Cs,Cy > 0 with

Py, (TL(0 € RP: 10— 0.7 > Lo, 20) = 7)< CpemOnih - (14)
]P;go (/ eﬁn(e)—gn(eo)ﬂ(g)dg < 6_03"5’21> < o~ Candy, (15)
6-6..4]1<5

Besides asking for posterior contraction, we also require the prior density to be
strongly log-concave and have a Lipschitz gradient.

Assumption B. The prior log-density logm is mg-strongly concave and has A-
Lipschitz gradients for some Ay, my > 0. The unique mazximiser O mqe € RP satisfies
107, mazl| < co. Moreover, the fourth moments of the prior are uniformly (in n and p)

bounded.



The Gaussian prior in () satisfies Assumption Bl for 6y € h*(N) with A, =
pl/Qatl)p2e gy - — pl/QRatl) Oz max = 0. Other practically relevant priors for which
the last two assumptions can be verified are suitable finite-dimensional approximations
of 'p-exponential’ priors |3, 2].

In order to approximate the posterior by a log-concave surrogate measure, the curva-
ture and growth of the log-likelihood function need to be quantified relative to the sample
size and the model dimension on a local region close to 6, with high Py -probability.

Assumption C. There exist 0 < n < 1, an event & with Py () > 1 — e for
c,d >0, and a region B = {0 € R : |0 — 0. ,|| < n} such that § — £,(0) € C*(B),
]P’go—almost surely, and such that for some cmax = Cmin > 0, K1, k2, k3 > 0 the following
holds on &:

(i) (local boundedness) ||[Vln(0ip)|l < cmaxn0nd™ and supgegl|VZn(0)|lop <
cmaxanQ'

(ii) (local curvature) infgeg Amin (—VQE,L(H)) > Cminnp~ 3.

Note that ¢,, is not restricted outside of B. The assumption 1 < 1 is natural given
the local nature of the assumption, and simplifies some proofs. We conclude with a
condition on the magnitudes of p, n as well as a ’curvature’ parameter K, which appears
in the Lipschitz constant A in Theorem [0l The upper and lower bounds on p and 7 are
used, among others, in the proof of the Wasserstein approximation of the posterior.

Assumption D. Suppose that Assumptions[Al [B, [ hold, and that there exists 6;; €
RP with ||6init — Oxp|| < 1n/8. In addition, with the function v : RP — [0,1] from (I7)

below and with curvature adjusted rate Sn,p = max(&l/ﬁ, Spp"1T83) the dimension p, the
radius n and o curvature parameter K satisfy for some C' > 0

p<CndZ, n>(logn)dny, K > 60cmax||v]lcan (14 p™).

Remark 9. The lower bound 6,p "3 for n can be improved to 6,p"/? by an analysis
of the MAP estimator, cf. |8, Condition 3.5]. This may be difficult in concrete cases,
e.g. in the example of Section L3l On the other hand, our lower bound is satisfied in
the examples considered here and by [56, 8]. Compared to the latter two references, our
lower bound on K is typically much smaller and independent of 7.

3.2 The surrogate posterior

We construct a globally concave surrogate log-likelihood function 0, : R? — R such that
4, agrees with £, on

B={0€cRP:|0—0.,| <3n/8 CB. (16)

10



Our construction is similar to Definition 3.5 of [56], but leads generally to a smaller
Lipschitz constant A. Set

gn(e) = v ([0 = binitll /1) (€n(6) — L (Oinit)) + Ln(Oinic) — Koy ([0 — Oinie]) (17)
for K > 0 and two smooth auxiliary functions: a ’cut-off function” v : RP — [0,1] and

a globally convex function v, : R? — [0,00), vy(t) = (¢,/8 * 7,)(t), where * is the
convolution product, and where

1 <34, o, t < 5n/8,
vlt) = {o, t>17/8, () = {(t —5n/8)%, t>5n/8.

The function ¢;(z) = t~tp(x/t), t > 0, is a mollifier for some smooth function ¢ : R —
[0,00) with support in [—1,1], satisfying p(—x) = ¢(z), [ ¢(z)dz = 1. We define now
analogously to () the ’surrogate’ posterior measure II(-|Z(™) with density

62"(9)77(0)

=T o hOn(p 18
= xX e e .
Jo e O m(6)do ©) (18)

7(0]2™) =

It has the following properties.
Theorem 10. Under Assumption[D the following holds on the event £ :
(i) £,(0) = £,(0) for all 6 € B.
(ii) 0y, is m-strongly concave and has A-Lipschitz gradients with A = 7K and m =
CrinTp~ 3.

In particular, under Assumptions[B and[d, log ﬁ(']Z(")) 1s m-strongly concave and has
A-Lipschitz gradients with A = TK + Ay, m = cninnp™ ™ + m,.

3.3 Log-concave approximation of the posterior

We show next that the surrogate posterior concentrates around 6., with high probability
at the same rate §,, as the true posterior. The result and its proof are of independent
interest, since it dispenses with the usual construction of Hellinger tests and relies only
on the log-concavity of II(-|Z™).

Proposition 11. Under Assumption [ there exist for any ¢ > 0 and any sufficiently
large L > 0 constants cq,co > 0 with

" (ﬁ (9 ERP (|0 —0,,]° > L5,

Z(n)) > e—cné%) < C2€_Cln672l.

We conclude by showing that the surrogate and true posteriors are exponentially
close in Wasserstein distance. The proof generalises the specific argument of Theorem
4.14 in |56] and requires, in particular, no analysis of the MAP estimator.

Theorem 12. Under Assumption D there exist ¢,d > 0 and an event € with Pa, (SN) >
1— e on which W2 <1~I(-]Z(")),H(-\Z(”))> < e

11



3.4 Polynomial time sampling guarantees

Suppose that the gradient V/, can be evaluated at polynomial cost and we are therefore
left with quantifying the number of iterates &k in (I0) to approximate the posterior up
to a target precision level. Combining the Wasserstein approximation in Theorem
with standard non-asymptotic sampling bounds for strongly log-concave potentials with
Lipschitz-gradients, the distance of the law ﬁ(@k) to the true posterior measure can be
quantified in terms of k and a sufficiently small step size . Convergence as k — oo is
only achieved if v — 0 and n — oc.

Theorem 13. Set B(y) = 367pA2/m? + 1292pA*/m3 and let v < 2/(m + A). Let
(Uk)k>1 be the Markov chain with iterates (I0). Under Assumption [Dl there exists a
constant cyy = C(co, Cmax, Cmin) Such that for all k > 1 on the event £

W2 (c(ﬁk), H(-\Z(”))> < 2e7™% 4 4(1 — my/2)F (ew max(n, Ay /m)? + p/m) + B(9).

This yields the following result on the computation of posterior functionals by ergodic
averages up to a target precision ¢ after a burn-in period Ji,.

Theorem 14. Let v < 2/(m + M), consider a precision level € > +/16e~"% + 8B(y)
and suppose that the burn-in time satisfies
1 g2
n 2 lOg 2 °
log(1 —my/2) 7 32(cw max(n, Ax/m)? + p/m)

Under Assumption[D there exists a constant cp > 0 such that for all Lipschitz functions
f:RP = R with || f||Lip = 1 and all J > 1 on the event £

Ji

T e2m?J~y
P () )dII(9)| 7 <9 eI
k%f 0 /f JZ)| > e | < exp< cFHl/(mm)

Polynomial time convergence guarantees after J+ Ji, iterations with high probability

under Py x P are obtained from this when v~ 1 el m, n7! and A, exhibit most

polynomial growth in p, n. Next, let 7 = inf{k > 1 U ¢ B} denote the first time the
Markov chain (19k) k>0 leaves from the region B where ¢,, and /,, coincide according to
Theorem [[0l. We can quantify the probability (under P) to exit before a time J.

Theorem 15. Grant Assumption[D and suppose that
v < m/(V54A?), ||Viegn(.,)| < nm/16. (19)

Then there exist c1,ca,c3,c4 > 0 such that on an event £ with ]P’g0 (c‘,_’) >1- 016_02”5721
forall J >1

2 2,2
n°“m mm
P (7 <J)<cspexp <—C4m> + c1Jpexp <—c2 7pA2> .
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If n*m?/(ypA?) 2 n® for p > 0 (this holds for the applications in the next section),
and given a computational budget of at most J =< n”, P > 0, many steps, we conclude
that the Markov chain (Jy)o<k<s, obtained by the vanilla Langevin-MCMC algorithm
in (I2), will stay within the region of local curvature with high Py, % P-probability.
Combining the last two theorems yields the following result.

Theorem 16. Grant Assumption[Dl and let the conditions in (I3) be satisfied. Let Jiy,
g, cr be as in Theorem [T]] and let (V)k>1 be the Markov chain with iterates (I2). Then
there exist cy,ca,c3,cq4 > 0 such that on an event € with ]P’go(g) > 1— cre= 2o for all
Lipschitz functions f : RP — R with || f||Lip =1 and all J > 1

1 J+Jin €2m2ny
Pli= ) — 0)d11(9|z™ <2 —CcFp———————
7 > s [ roaez) >< ) < exp (—or )

2 2,2
n*m _ n*m
+ c3pexp <—C4p(1 — e_m(J+Jin)'Y)> + c3(J + Jin)pexp <—C4—7pA2> .

In particular, taking f(#) = 6 and assuming that 6, , is sufficiently close to the data-
generating truth 6y, we obtain the following guarantee on recovering 6y by an ergodic
average of (Jx)r>0. In view of the statistical error it is enough to restrict to a target

precision level € 2 571/ 4

Corollary 17. In the setting of Theorem [18 assume ||6y — by p|| < 00571/6. Then there
exist ¢, c1, Ca, c3,cq > 0 such that on an event € with ]P’gO (5_) >1 —61€_C2n572l forall J > 1

J+Jin
1
P Hj Z Oy — 0ol > c6t/B + | < 2pexp <—c

8whw>
kzl“l‘Jin

FT5 1/ (mdy)

2 2,2
2 nm N, 2 _nmm
+ c3p” exp <—C4p(1 — e_m(J+Jin)'Y)> + c3(J + Jin)p” exp < 64—7pA2> .

4 Applications

In this section we verify the assumptions from Section Bl for density estimation and for
nonparametric regression models with error distributions in general exponential fami-
lies. For regression, first a general setting is considered, followed by Darcy’s problem.
Polynomial time sampling guarantees are obtained from the general results in Section
B4l We focus on the Gaussian prior from ). As in Section 2 (ej)x>1 is an orthonormal
basis of L2(X) with respect to a measure vy on X, ®(0) = >_72 | Oxey, for 6 € £2(N).

13



4.1 Density estimation

Suppose that we observe an ii.d. sample (X;)I; from a density pp relative to vy.
Following |73], who study posterior contraction with different priors, assume

RO

— — 200)(2)-A(2(9))
po(x) = [ PO dy(z)

, #eOreX, (20)

where A(®(0)) = log [, e*® @ duy(z). The log-likelihood function

is strongly concave only on bounded subsets in ©. Implementations of the posterior
distribution using MCMC have been discussed in various works [40, |41, 68, 46|, but
computational guarantees have not been addressed previously. Since constants are not
identifiable, we may assume the basis functions e; are centered with respect to vy.
Suitable initialisers with n = p~%/2 can be obtained from [72, [70]. Remark [7] applies
here as well.

Theorem 18. Suppose the data arise according to the coordinate densities (20). Let
Condition[3 be satisfied, but without the design restriction, and assume [y ep(x)dvy(z) =
0, k> 1. Then the results of Theorems[{H@ hold true under the same restrictions on 7,
P Jin; Jout-

4.2 Nonparametric regression

Suppose that we observe independent random vectors (Y;, X;)_; from a regression model
with marginal densities (2)) and with

b(8) = (A) "o g™ 0 G(0) (21)

for a known forward operator G : © + L?(X). This includes the GLMs from Section
and non-linear operators G, which appear in the context of non-linear inverse problems
[48, 131, 1]. Posterior sampling guarantees have been obtained by [56, ] for Gaussian
measurement errors with the canonical link function for specific operators G, which are
globally bounded and Lipschitz. Here we allow for general exponential families and
operators G.

Let us first translate the assumptions from Section [B.I] into conditions on G. Fol-
lowing ideas from the Bayesian inverse problem literature, posterior contraction follows
from establishing posterior contraction around G(6, ), combined with stability and local
Lipschitz properties. The growth bounds in Assumption [C] correspond to L*°(X')- and
L?(X)-bounds for G on B.

14



Condition G1. Suppose that 6y € h*(N), a > 1/2, and that there exist 6., € RP,
Omit € R, C,co > 0 with p < On™ /%Y ihola, [0splla < co, [0t —bspll < n/8. The

design is bounded and there exists 3 > 1 such that the following holds for all §,0" € /*(N):
(i) 1G(00) = G(0.p) 2 < con=/ o+,
(it) If r >0 and ||0||a, |0 |la <7, then there exists ¢, > 0 with ||G(0)||r < ¢ and
e 16 =017 < 1G(60) — GOz < e |16 — ¢ (22)
Condition G2. For allx € X, 0 — G(0)(z) € C*(B). There exist Cmax > Cmin > 0,

ki >0, 1=1,...,5 such that the following holds for all v € RP with ||v|| < 1 and all
0+#0"cB:

(1) 1G(6xp) = G(O)ll L2 < Cmaan-
(it) [G(O)]zoe < Cmax, [[v" VG(O)|l1 < Cmaxp™ and

Hv2g(9) - V2g(9/)”L°°(X,RPXP)
16— o]

Hv2g(9)HL°°(X,RP><P) + < CmaxP

(iii) 0T VG2 < Cmaxp™, 0T VZG(0)v]l 2 < Cmaxp™.
(iv) |’UTvg(9)H%2 > Crinp .

With this we establish Assumption It immediately yields the polynomial time
sampling guarantees from Section [3.4]

Proposition 19. Suppose the data arise in a nonparametric regression model with co-
ordinate densities (3), b as in (Z1) and g € C3(I) for a forward operator G satisfying
Conditions [G1] and [GZ and such that for all large enough n

n > n—a/(2a+1) max(n(a—a/ﬁ)/@a—l-l)’pk3+k5) log n, (23)
p—k5 > n—a/(2a+1) max(pmax(k1,2k3,k4)’npmax(?)kl,kz)) log n. (24)
Then Assumption holds for k1 = ks, ko = max(k1,2ks, ky), k3 = ks and K >
C’I’meax(kl’2k3’k4), c>0.

4.3 Darcy’s problem

Suppose that X is a bounded domain in R? with smooth boundary X. Let Vu and
V.u = Z?:l O;u denote the gradient and divergence operators, respectively. For a
conductivity f € CY(X), v € N, consider the divergence form operator

Liu=V-(fVu). (25)
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For source g1 € C*°(X) and boundary values go € C*°(0X) let u = uy be the solution
to the boundary value problem

Lu = in X

{ fu=g1 i A, (26)

U= g on 0X.

For strictly positive f the operator £ is uniformly elliptic and classical solutions uy €
C?(X) exist by standard elliptic PDE theory (e.g., Theorem 6.14 in [29]). Details on the
analytical properties of the PDE (26]) relevant to our analysis are collected in Section
0.1.5]

The function uy typically represents the density of some quantity within the region &
and the PDE describes diffusion within X" at equilibrium |21]. Determining the unknown
conductivity f from noisy observations of u; is a popular example in the inverse problem
literature, called Darcy’s problem, see |14, 19, |55] and the references therein. For a fixed
Sfmin > 0 let

fo = Fum+exp (D(0)), 60 € 2(N), (27)

and consider the measurement model in Section with G(0) = uy, for known g; and
go. For Gaussian measurement errors, posterior contraction in this model for different
Gaussian process priors is studied by [31], while [54] show that no Bernstein-von Mises
theorem holds.

In the following, in order to use elliptic PDE-regularity theory in L?, we choose for
(er)r>1 the eigenbasis of the negative Dirichlet Laplacian —A = —V -V with associated
eigenvalues (Ag)r>1. This leads to a rather large regularity assumption on « and can
possibly be relaxed by using Schauder estimates instead. Moreover, we restrict to d < 3
to simplify the proofs using Sobolev embeddings.

Condition 20. Suppose that 6y € h*(N), « > 21/d, d < 3, and that there exist
9*,1, € RP, Oinit € RP, C, cop > 0 with p < C’I’L_l/(2a+l), n = p_8/d, H90||a, He*mHa < c¢g,
[6inic — Oupll < 1/8, 11G(00) — G(Oup)llr2 < con™/Ze+D). The design is bounded and
the solutions uy, satisfy for all ¢ > 0, some p,¢ > 0, possibly depending on ¢ and

o >1/d+1/2

1 /
—A 20) >, 0enrr(x). 28
ey (GAun@ Vg @) 2 ¢ pen@.

Condition (28)) ensures injectivity of the forward operator, which is necessary to
show (22)). It holds for a large class of models f, g1, g2 (see |53, Proposition 2.1.5]), for
instance, as soon as g; > 0 on X.

Theorem 21. Suppose the data arise from the nonparametric regression model with
coordinate densities (3), b as in (Z1) and g € C3(T) for the forward operator G(0) =
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uys,. Assume that Condition is satisfied. Then the results of Theorem [J] hold for
< cn_lp_2/d, c >0,

o> Cmax(e—nl/(2a+1)/2 NP/ 12413/ 12y g log(ce2p~12/4) |
- ’ ’ ’ ~ log(1 — cynp=6/d)

2a 1
Moreover, the results of Theorems [ and @ hold for p < c(logn)~(2e+14/d) 257 25717
after replacing (I3) with

1 J+Jin e
I Z U — Op|| < czgn” @FDRFD) + g,
k:1+Jin

5 Proofs

5.1 Proofs for Section GLMs

The specific results for GLMs follow from applying the general statements in Section [3]
to the regression model in Section with Z(") = (Y, X, Z=Rx X, v=£(®uvyx,
6p = n~ D) and G(0) = () = .22, Okex. By modifying the final constant c;
in the statements of Theorems [, Bl [l it is enough to consider any sufficiently large n.
Observe first the following lemma.

Lemma 22. Suppose the data arise in a GLM with coordinate densities (3) and g €
C3(ZI). Let Condition[3 be satisfied. Then Conditions[G1 and[G2 are satisfied for B = 1
and k1 =1/2, ko =0, ks =0, ky =0, ks = 0.

Proof. Tt is enough to verify Conditions [(G1i,ii) and [G2(i-iv). The operator ® : £2(N) —
L?(X) being an isometry, (8) yields immediately Conditions [GII(i), [G2(i). Since the
basis functions ey are bounded, we have || ®(0)|re < |10l < [|6]la- Obtain from this
Condition [GI[ii), noting that the inequalities in (22)) are equalities with ¢, = 1 and
B = 1. The remaining statements in Condition follow with the claimed values for
the k; by observing that V2®(#) = 0 and that forv € R, § € BC {0 € R? : ||0]|o < 1},
c1 > 0, implying [[v"V®(0)||z2 = ||>F_, vkex| = |Jv]| and

p
TS O) = = I3 nexllze S olla < p2 o] O
k=1

For the k; from this lemma we can establish (23)), (24)), since n > 0, logn for large
enough n and d,plogn < 1. This allows us to apply Proposition 9 to verify Assumption
for k1 = 0, ko = 1/2, k3 = 0 and K > enp'/?, ¢ > 0. Let us now prove the
three theorems in Section 231 Consider v, ¢ and Jiy as stated in Theorem Ml As
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my = nt/@atl) A — plt/Qetl)p2e the curvature and Lipschitz constants from Theorem
satisfy
m>n, Axnp/? max(n, A /m)? +p/m < 1.

~

This gives B(7) < vp? +v?p®n and Theorem @ follows from Theorems [[3 and {4l Next,

- S S
assume p < (logn)~(2et1/2)p 24T %3172 < ng2 such that A, logn < nm, and

19108 w(6.)| < Asllfupll < /16, 0v/m/p 2 p~* Vi = en /4D

for any ¢ > 0 and large enough n, implying for any C' > 0 and some C’ > 0 also
(J + Ji)pe~Cm/(pA%) < o=C'nt/ Gt mpagrems [ and B are then obtained from
Theorem [I6 and Corollary 71

5.2 Proofs for Section [3.3t The surrogate posterior

Proof of Theorem [I0. Part (i) is true by the construction of £, in (I7) and the condition
on the initialiser in Assumption [Dl The supplement follows immediately from part (ii).

For the proof of (ii) let us restrict to the event £ and write v = v(||- — Oiitl|/7),
0 = vy(||- — Oinit||). We consider first the set V = {0 € RP : ||§ — bini¢|| < 3n/4} C B. On
V', © vanishes and © = 1. Hence, by the local curvature bound from Assumption [C}(ii)
we have

. . o 27 > . . - 2 > ) —K3
9125 Amin < \Y Kn(H)) > élellg )\mm( v en(e)) > Coinp 3. (29)

Next, Lemma B.5 and the proof of Lemma B.6 in [56] (with Apax(f) = 1) imply that
Vo) < |lvllern™t, IV25(0)]lop < 4]|v||c2n™ for all 0 € RP, as well as Apin(V25(0)) >
1/3, [|[V25(8)|op < 6. Assumption [C(i) therefore gives

sup [0 (8) — £n(Bs,p)| < ||V (0s,p) 17 + suD [ V20 (0) lop (n* /2)
oeB 0eB

< Cmaxn (5npﬁl77 + pliz,r}Q/Z) 5
sup| |V (0)]| < [IV€n(8ip) || + 5upl| V20 (8)llopn < cmaxrt (5up™ + 1p"™) .
0eB 0eB

By the triangle inequality suppep [€n(0) — n(Oinit)| < 2¢maxn(5,p™1n + p*2n?/2). Com-
bining the last two displays and noting that v vanishes outside of B yields by the chain
rule for 8 € RP

Hvz(@(en - gn(einit))(e)uc)p
< sup (IV%8(0)llop | €(6) = £n(Bimie)| + 21V TO) V€. (O)]| + [2(O)] [V *£5(6)lop)

< 10¢max|[v] c2n (07 6,p™ + p™) < K/6,
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using 1 > §,p" 7% and with K from Assumption [Dl Consequently,

inf Amin (-v%(e)) > — sup [ V2(54,)(0)|lop + K/3 > K/6.
(1% 0cRP

Together with ([29) and K/6 > ¢pinn we thus obtain the wanted curvature bound of Oy

; . _2p : . —K3 — . —K3
glenﬂgp Amin < \Y En(H)) > min (cmmnp ,K/6) = Cminnp .

At last, the gradient-Lipschitz bound follows for 6 # 6’ € R? from

IV (£(8) — £a(0))]
16 — o]l

< sup |]V2(T)€n)(9)Hop + K sup HV%(G)HOP <K/6+6K <T7K. O
QcRP OcRP

< sup [ V22, (0)]lop
feRP

Proof of Proposition[I1. Let ¢ > 0, L > 1. Define two balls with centres 6, ,
U= {9 ERP (|0 — 0, < Ll/B(S}/B} :

U={0eRr:[0—0.,0 < LY5,,}.

Let D¢ denote the event in ([5) and consider also D = {ILU|Z™) > 1 — ¢~ /4}. In
view of Assumptions [Al and [C] by taking L large enough, we may restrict ourselves in
the proof to the high probability event £ = ENDND.

We first study the surrogate posterior measure of the set ¢/. For large enough n (and
by increasing the final constant ¢y in the statement), Assumption [Dland L > 1 provide
us with the relation

max (6, LYP6L/8) < LMP6, , < (logn)~tn < 31n/8. (30)

On the event &, this means by Theorem [T0)i)

(n(0) = £,(0) for any 6 from the set U. (31)

For C; = Ll/ﬁcmin/(4cmax) and L large enough to ensure Cy > 1 let 6 € U€ such that 10—
s pll > (4C1 cmax/Cmin)0np™ 773, Lemma 23| below shows gn(ﬁ) (40 2 ./ Coin )02 +
0n(04p). Using ([BI) to lower bound the normalising factors in the posterior density, we
thus get for C4y >0 on END

#(0]2m) —— O )”(9) < AL ()
Jo enO=t@0)m(0)d0 ~ [yp_4, <5, €O 07 (0)dO
<eCamdi ol (0)=€n(00) () < o= (UCT Chaa/Cmin=CaIndy, ofn (0-5)=En(00) (). (32)
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Setting L = LB epin /4 — Cy — ¢, the Markov inequality gives
" (ﬁ(a0|z<">) > emendh /2,5)
< Py, (e‘inéiez"(e*”’)_%(go)/ w(0)do > 1/2>
U

< 2e—fm6,%Ego [eén(ﬁ*,p)—én(eo)] < 26—[7716721' (33)

Taking L possibly larger L > 0 and the last line is indeed exponentially small.
Next, [BI) also implies p,m(0]Z™) = 7(0|Z™) for # € U with random normalising

factors 0 < p, < oco. In particular, noting 4 C U due to ([B0U), we have on the event
END

Pt 2y T Z™) =TI@U|Z2) > T Z™) > 1 — e 4. (34)
This yields p, < (1 — e~ /4)~1 < 2 and
LU NU|ZM™) = p, LU N U ZM™) < 2LU°| Z2™).
Splitting U€ into the sets U NU and U N U = UC, conclude from 33)
Py, (T (U120 > e, &) <Py, (1T (U el 2™) > 5 /2, D) + 26~ 0%
< Py, (TL(Ue|Z7) > €79 /4, D) + 2¢7En0% = e~ Lnth, 0

Lemma 23. Grant Assumption [ If C1 > 1, 0 € RP satisfies |0 — 0., >
(4C1 Cimax/ Cmin ) On D™ 73 then we have €,(0) — €y (0yp) < —(4012cfnax/cmin)n5,% on &.

Proof. Theorem [[U(i) yields £,,(6x.p) = £n(0xp), Vn(0sp) = Vin(6s ). Hence, Assump-
tion [C] Theorem [[0(ii) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality imply

Zn(e) - en(e*,p) < Cmaxnp"™ 0n |6 — 9*,17” — (Cmin/2)np™ 3|0 — 9*710“2'

If |6 — 6. |l > (4C1Cmax/Cmin)0np™ T3 and Cy > 1, then

—K1—K3
16 — 6.y < —2

I _ 2
(4Cmax/cmin)5n HH 9*,1)”

and therefore

gn(e) - En(e*,p) < (Cmin/4)np~ (|0 — 9*,1)”2 — (Cmin/2)np™ "3 ||0 — 9*,10”2
= —(Cnin/4)np 3|0 — 04 p||* < —(4CF 2,/ Cimin) 002 O

max
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Proof of Theorem[I2. Recall the sets U, U and the high-probability event £ from the
proof of Proposition Il Taking n and L large enough we have on & for any ¢ > 0
that II({U°|Z™) < TU|Z2™) < e=endh /2, TIU|Z™M) < e~ /2, as well as for some
Cy >0

U0 (0)—2£r, (6
e (0)—Ln( 0)71'(0) < ngn&%eﬁn(G)—Zn(Go)ﬂ_(e)’ 0 € RP. (35)

6|z
m(812) = Jo O~ 1 (0)df ~

We begin by applying Theorem 6.15 of Villani (2009) to upper bound the squared
Wasserstein distance between the posterior and the surrogate posterior as

W3(I(|2™), 11(|2™)) < 2/ 16 = 6. ,|1*|7(0]2) — (6] 2))|de.
RP
Decompose the integral as 77 + Zs 4+ Z3 with

T = [ 6= 6. [7(612) ~ m(6)2")| @,
1z

T [ 18- 6.,7(6)2)dp
uC

T [ 16~ 6.,x(6)20)dp
Z/{C

It is enough to show that each of these terms exceeds e~ndn /3 on € only with exponen-
tially small P§ -probability. Arguing as in ([B34) for the random normalising factors py,
we have

P > pX1U|Z™) = TIU|ZM) > 1 — e~ /2. (36)
Together with (34) this means 1 — e~ /2 < p, < (1 — e~ /2)~L or equivalently,
—cn52 /2
cnd?
— ecn6/2_1_pn§e /2,

implying |1 — p,| < e~°n% . For large enough n we know from (30) that Ll/ﬁénp <1/3.
Consequently, with p,m(0]Z™)) = #(9|Z™) for § € U, we obtain on £

_ 5 —cné2

On the other hand, we find from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and [B32]) for C; > 1
with 4C2¢2 . /cmin — Cy > 0 that

< T 2™) / 16— 6,.,||*7(6]2™)d8
uC

< =m0 ot (0up)~tn (B0) / 16— 6, (6)do. (37)
(C]

1< 1278, [ [7(012) ~ n(6)2")
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Noting [|04p]| < co by Assumption [A] and because the prior has uniformly bounded
fourth moments according to Assumption [Bl we infer from the Markov inequality and
Fubini’s theorem that

e—né% _ €_2n572l 5
Pj, | 2o > —5—. & | = B, I§>T,5

5 e(2—c)n5,%Ego (eén(G*,p)—Zn(Go)) /@”9 _ 9*7pH47T(9)d9 S.; 6(2_6)7“5’2‘.

The same upper bound holds for the probability with respect to Zg because of
14| Z(™) < =% /2 and (B5). The result follows by taking ¢ > 2. O

5.3 Exit time of the surrogate Markov chain

In this section we prove Theorem The main idea is to relate the discrete time Markov
chain (ék)kzo to a continuous time Langevin diffusion process with gradient potential
V#(-|Z™). This reduces the problem of computing the exit time of (Jy)z>0 from B to
the corresponding exit time of the diffusion process. This is achieved by comparing to a
suitable Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, whose exit time can be bounded analytically.

Proof of Theorem [13. For the proof we may restrict to the event £. By increasing the
final constant c; in the statement, it is enough to consider any sufficiently large n. By ex-
tending the probability space carrying the Markov chain we can further assume without
loss of generality that it also supports a p-dimensional Brownian motion (W;)¢>o with
respect to a filtration (F;):>¢ satisfying the usual conditions (see [37, Section 5.2.A]). For
fixed data Z(™ denote by f(#) = log7(:|Z(™) the log-density of the surrogate posterior
measure. With this associate two p-dimensional stochastic differential equations

dLy = V f(Ly)dt + V2dWy, (38)
dL; = Vf([i/[t/,yh)dt + \/§th,

for t > 0, both starting at Ly = Ly = @ini;. Since f is strongly m-concave and has
A-Lipschitz gradients on &, cf. the supplement in Theorem [0, classical results for
stochastic differential equations (e.g., [37, Theorem 5.2.9]) verify that (B8] has a unique
strong solution (L;)¢>p with respect to the filtration (F);>0. The process (Li¢)i>o is
simply the continuous time interpolation of (ﬁk) k>0 in the sense that

L(Ly.. Lyy) = LOW1,...,0,).

This means

P(TﬁJ):P< sup ||Lkv_0*7p”>377/8),

=Ly
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and the result follows from the triangle inequality
Ly = Oupll < 1Ly = Oupll + | Ly — Ly

together with Lemmas [24] below, noting nv/m/p 2 d,p"\/np="3/(nd2)logn =
log n. O

Lemma 24. In the setting of Theorem we have for some c,¢ > 0, all large enough

n and xr/m/p 2 logn

2
T m
P su Li—06., >xz+n/8) <dpex <—c—>.
<0StSI?7’YH t 7;DH 77/) pexp p(l_e—mJ’y)

Proof. Recall that p-dimensional Brownian motion for p > 2 does not hit points P-
almost surely |36, Theorem 18.6]. By Girsanov’s theorem this also holds for the diffusion
process L on any finite time interval. We can therefore apply It6’s formula to the function
0 +— |6 — 0, || (which is only non-smooth at the point 6, ,) such that

t( Lg—6, 1 p—1 -
Li— 6. :/ {7 v/ 7}ds+\/§W,
1Ee =0l TR T A :

where W; = fo 0.p)||Ls — Ol " dWs is a scalar Brownian motion by Lévy’s
characterisation of Browman motion. The strong m-concavity of f implies

(0 —0ip) - VF(O) < (0 —0ip) - V(Oip) — (m/2)[|0 — 9*,pH2
(0 = 0up) - (=(m/2)(0 = 0)), 0="0sp—(2/m)V[(bp).

Let (V4)¢>0 be a p-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process satisfying

AV, = —(m/2)(V; — 0)dt + V2dWy, Vo = O
By a comparison argument for scalar Ito processes [35] we get
|ILt — Oupll < ||V2 —0.p| P-almost surely for all £ > 0. (39)

The process (V;):>0 has the explicit solution

Vi = Oinige™ D 4 0(1 — DY) L2/ mWy e
= O + (Binic — Oxp)e” Dt — (2/m)V f (0, )(1 — e~ MDY 4 /2 mW_ e

Assumption[C] the lower bound on 7 from Assumption[D]as well as m > cppinnp ™3 imply
V(0 p) || < (Cimax/Cmin)(log n) "tnm. Together with (IT) this means for large enough
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n, [[VF(Oep)ll < [VE (O p)ll + IV 1og 7(0s )| < mm/8. Since also [|0init — 0xpll < 1/8
by Assumption [Dl and using that ac 4+ a(1 — ¢) = a for a,c € R we have

185nic — Ouplle™ ™D 4 (2/m)||V £ (B p)lI(1 — = /2)) < /8.

With this conclude from (B9])

P < sup |[Li — Oy pl > :13—1—77/8) <P < sup ||Wi_p—me|| > x\/m/2> .

0<t<Jy 0<t<Jvy

Let (W ¢)¢>0 denote the coordinate processes of (W;)>o. Using ||z]| < p'/? maxi<i<, |2;]
for x € R? together with a union bound the last probability is upper bounded by

pP ( sup |W1,s| > m/(2p)> .

Ogsgl_e—mJ'y

We can now apply a well-known result on the exit time of a scalar Brownian motion
from an interval, cf. |37, Remark 2.8.3|, which gives

P(Os<ugt Wis| > b) < (V2L (by/m)e /0 b>0,t>0. (40)
Obtain the claim from z+/m/p 2 logn. O

Lemma 25. In the setting of Theorem we have for some ¢, > 0 and large enough
n

2 2,2
_ , n m / nm
P (k sup [ Ly — L | > 3n/16> < cpexp <‘m> redper (‘%w) |

=Ly

Proof. We begin by applying Lemma 22 of [18] (their equation (51)) to the strongly
convex function U = —f and k = (2mA)/(m + A), € = /4 such that for all k£ > 1

Ly — Liy|I> < (1 = v6/2)|| Lg—1)y — Lg—1)1?
kv
(v +2/R) / IV F(La) — VI (Lpry,)|2ds.

(k=1)y

Since Ly = Lo, this yields inductively

k iy
Ly = Lol < (0 2/0) (= /2 [ VAL = V(L) s
=1

(i—1)y
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Now, Vf is A-Lipschitz, and so using v < m/(v/54A%) < A=, k > m and recalling that
L solves (38), we have with V' = supg<;< s [|Wi = W /45|l

[ Liry — EMH < V2(y/k+2/k2)A sup | Ly — LLt/VJVH
0<t<ky

< (V6A/m) sup </L IV £ (Ls)llds + V2| Wy — WLt/mll)

O<t<ky \/[t/7]v

< (V6A/m) sup </L va(LS)_Vf(e*,p)HdS+'7||Vf(9*,p)”>+(\/EA/m)V

0<t<ky \J(t/7)

< (V6A*y/m) sup |[Li — 0. p] + V6Ay7/8 + (VI2A/m)V,
0<t<J~y

because ||V f(0.p)|| < nm/8 for large enough n as established in the previous lemma.
Note v6Ayn/8 < 1/16 and nm/(16v/6A%y) — n/8 > n/16. Applying the triangle in-
equality to the probability in question and the result of Lemma 24 to = 7/16 therefore
shows for some ¢, > 0

P < sup || Ly — Ly || > 377/16>

=1,..

<P ( sup || Ly — 6y, > nm/ (16\/61&27)) +P (7—1/2‘/- > nm)/ (16\/EA71/2>>

0<t<Jy
< dpexp <_co72—m> + JpP sup |W,~t - W; Lt” > nm/ (16\/12’ypA> ,
- p(l —e ™) k—1<t<k ’

where we have used again the inequality ||z|| < p/? maxi<;<, |z;| for 2 € R? and a union
bound together with

4

VEAE sup Wy =Wyl <422 max osup (Wi — W)
0<t<.J

1<i<p,1<k<J _1<t<k

To conclude, use (Wi — W, 14 )k—1<t<k 4 (Wht)o<t<1 and apply (@0), noting v < m/A?
and ny/m/p 2 logn. O
5.4 Proofs for Section 3.4 Polynomial time sampling guarantees

We prove now the remaining results in Section B.4l Observe first the following crude
upper bound on the distance between the initialiser and the mode of the surrogate
posterior.
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Lemma 26. Grant Assumption [ and let Onax € RP be the unique mazimiser of the
surrogate posterior density 7(-|Z™). Then there exists a constant cyy = C(co, Cmax, Cmin)
such that we have on the event £
1/2
”einit - emaxH S CW maX(m Aw/m)
Proof. Let émax and 0 max be the unique maximisers of the strongly concave maps En
and log . The triangle inequality and Assumption [D] give

”einit - emaxH S 77/8 + ”6*,10 - émax” + Hémax - emax”- (41)

Suppose first ||{§maX — 0spll > (4emax/Cmin)On ™ T3 such that by Lemma 23]

Cn(Omax) — Un(0sp) < (4cmax/cmm)n5 < 0.

Since Opax is the unique maximiser of £,, this means necessarily Hémax — Ol <
(4¢max/ Cmin)0np™ T3 < 1 using Assumption This yields in (I already the claim
if Omax = Omax. SUPPOSE NOW Orax 2% Omax. By the previous argument and Assumption
Bl we have ||fmax || 4 [|0xmax|| < 1. Since log 7 is concave and has A-Lipschitz gradients,
we get

lOg 7T(emax) - lOg W(émax) § \Y IOg 7T(émax)—l—(emax - emax)
~ T ~
v lOg W(emax) - v lOg 7T(emmax)) (emax - Hmax)

S A7r”6max - emaxH”émax - 67r,max” 5 A7r”6max - émaxHa

and therefore

S g ( ma; ) _gn(emax)
=1lo gﬁ(NmaX]Z ) log 7 (6 maX\Z( ) + log 7(Omax) —logﬂ(émax)
m, ~ -
5 _E”emax - emaxuz + AWHHmaX Hmax”-
Hence, [|fmax — Omax|| < Ax/m, and we conclude again by (@I]). O

Proof of Theorem[I3. Apply Theorem 5 of [1§] gin the form stated as Proposition A.4
in [56]) to the strongly log-concave measure p = I1(-|Z™) from Theorem [0 with unique
maximiser 0.5 such that

WE(LWg), (| Z2™)) < 2(1 — my/2)* (||6init — Omax||* +p/m) + B(7)/2, k> 0.

The claim follows from the triangle inequality for the Wasserstein distance, Theorem
and Lemma 0
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Proof of Theorem[T]] For k > Jiy we get 4(1 — my/2)F (ew max(n, Ay /m)? + p/m) <
£2/8, hence by Theorem [I3, W2(L(9},),T1(:|Z™)) < £2/4. The claim follows now from
the proof of [56, Theorem 3.8|. O

Proof of Theorem [I8l. If A is the event whose probability we want to upper bound, then
P(A) <P(A,7>J+ Jyn) +P(r < J+ Jin). Since 9y = Iy, for all k < J + Ji, < 7, the
result follows immediately from Theorems [I4] and O

We preceed the proof of the final result by the following Lemma on contraction of
the posterior mean around the ground truth, which adapts arguments from [49] to our
setting.

Lemma 27. Suppose that [|0g — 0., < cod'?. Under Assumptions [ and B, there
exist ¢, > 0 such that for any large enough L

P, <|| / 6I1(62™) — o] > =% + Ll/ﬁag/ﬂ> —
S

Proof. Recall the set U = {6 ERP: |0 —6,,] < Ll/ﬁéi/ﬁ} from the proof of Proposi-
tion [T and the high probability event £ defined there such that, on &, II{U¢|Z™) <

e~ for any ¢ > 0 and sufficiently large L. The Jensen inequality shows

u / 6I1(|ZM) — o] < / 16 — 6ol|=(6]2"))do
(S) (C]
< / 16— 6, 7(6127)d8 + / 16— 6, |[7(61200)d8 + 6., — o]l
uc Uu

Arguing as in ([37) we thus find that with high probability the first term in the last line
5111/5

n , we obtain for the

is smaller than e "%, Using the bias condition ||6y — 6., < o
last display with high probability the upper bound e "o 4 (Ll/ R 00)571/ 8. Modifying

the constant L yields the claim. O

Proof of Corollary[I4. For large enough ¢ > 0 we have by Lemma 27 with sufficiently
high Py -probability || [¢ 6dI1(0]Z ")) —fy| < c65/? . Hence, with the coordinate functions
fix) = @,

1 J+Jin 1 J+Jin
1/8 n
P15 > oe-tl>eve] <P (5 > ﬁk—/(aedH(H\Z( N> e
k=1+Jin k=1+Jin
1 J+Jin
<pmax P S £ [ £O@ME1Z0) > </ .
T k=1+Jin

using in the last line the inequality ||z|| < \/pmax;—1_ _p|x;|, € RP, and a union
bound. Conclude now by Theorem [16] for the 1-Lipschitz maps f;. O
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5.5 Sufficient moment conditions for constructing the surrogate like-
lihood

In this section we verify the local growth conditions on the log-likelihood function from
Assumption [C] under moment conditions. We use the notations from Section [l

Theorem 28. Let 0 <n <1, k1,K2,k3,k4 >0 and B={0 € RP : |0 — 0, ,|| < n} and
suppose that 0 +— £,(0) € C?*(B), Py -almost surely. Then Assumption[d holds for some
Cmins Cmax > 0, if there exist C > 0, Cy > Cy > 0 such that for all v € RP with |jv]| <1
and all i =1,...,n the following conditions hold:

(i) (growth conditions) p < Cné2, C max(8,p"2,nd,p", 62p")logn < p=r3 .
i) (local mean boundedness) |Eg, v VU(0yp, Z;)| < C16np™ and for all ¢ > 2
o P

Egylv " V(0. p, Zi)|* < (q/2)CTp 07202,
sup B, |v " V20(6, Z;)v]|? < (q!/2)C’fp2“2+(q_2)“4,
0eB

es;pBEeovavzww, Zi) — 00, Z;))v|? < (q!/2) (Crp™ |16 — 0'[])° .
El IE

(iti) (local mean curvature) infgep Amin (Eg, [—V24(0, Z;)]) > Cop™"3.

The proof of this theorem is based on the classical Bernstein inequality (see, e.g.,
Proposition 3.1.8 in [30]) and a chaining argument for empirical processes with mixed
tails, cf. Theorem 3.5 of [15]. In the proof we denote for a metric space T and a metric
d by N(T,d,e) the minimal number of closed d-balls of radius € necessary to cover T.

Lemma 29 (Bernstein’s inequality). Let Xi,...,X, be real-valued centred and inde-
pendent random variables such that Eqy| X;|? < (¢!/2)0%c?™2 for some o > 0, ¢ > 0 and
all1 <i<n,q>2. Then

n
0o

> X
=1

> V2no?t + ct> <27t t>0.

Lemma 30. LetU be a measurable subset of RP with diameter supg gc||0—0'|| = D > 0.
Let hg : Z =R, 0 € U, be a family of functions such that for some op,c, >0, all g > 2
andalli=1,...,n

Eoy|ho(Zi)|? < (q!/2)opci™?, O €, (42)

Eoolho(Zi) — hor(Z:)|7 < (q!/2)ch]|6 — 0", 0,0" e U. (43)

Consider the empirical process (Z,(0),0 € U) with Z,(0) = > 1 (ho(Z;) — Eg,ho(Z;)).
Then there exists a uniwversal constant M > 1 such that for allt > 1, t >0

B <sup |Zn(0)] > Mc,D (a/np +p+Vnt+ t) +3 <1 [2no2t’ + cpt’)> <et 4207t
oeu

Z)|? <
Z)|? <
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Proof. Write Z,(0) = 2?21 hg; with independent and centred random variables hg; =
ho(Z;) — Eg,he(Z;). The moment assumptions in (42) and (@3) hold for the hg,; with
constants 30, and 3c,. Fix any 0,0" € U. Then the Bernstein inequality in Lemma
gives for t > 0

Py, (yzn(e’)\ > 3,/2n02t + 3cpt) < 2¢7t, (44)
Py, <|zn(9) — Z,(0")] > 3¢, 10 — 0/ V2nt + 3¢, |60 — 9'”75) < 2¢7t (45)

The last line implies that Z, has a mixed tail with respect to the metrics dy(60,6’) =
3cp|l0 —0'||, d2(0,0') = v/2ndy1(6,6') in the sense of |15, Equation (3.8)]. Since the set U
has diameter supg gcy4 d1(0,0') = 3¢, D with respect to di and diameter 3¢, DVv/2n with
respect to dg, using Proposition 4.3.34 and equation (4.171) in [30] yields for the metric
entropy integrals with respect to d; and do the upper bounds

0o 3cpD
ey U) = / log N(U, dy, £)de < / log N({ € B? : |]] < DY, |}, ¢/(3c,)) de
0 0

3cpD
:/0 log N({6 € R” - [|0[] <1}, [|-[|,¢/ (3¢, D)) de

3¢y D 1
< / plog(9¢,D/¢) de = 3chp/ log(3/¢) de < ¢, Dp,
0 0

and in the same way

[e'¢) 1
Vi, (U) = / Viog N(U,dy,e)de < 3ch,/np/ Vl1og(3/e) de < ¢, Dy/mp.
0 0

Together with the mixed tail property in (5] infer from Theorem 3.5 of [15] the existence
of an absolute constant M > 1 such that for any ¢t > 1

A (Sup |Z2n(0) — Z,(0")| = Mc,D(y/np +p + Vnt + t)> <el,
ocuU

The result follows from the triangle inequality and from applying (@) to ¢t = t'. O
With this let us prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem[28. For constants C3,C4 > 0, to be determined lateron, set 71 =
C3ndyp™, o = Cynp™"* and define b(0) = Vi,(0) — Ej VE,(0), X(0) = V20,(0) —
Ef, V20, (0). We will prove the claim for the event £ = £ N &, where

& = (0. <}, &= {guguz(e)nop < } -
(S

29



Recall the min-max characterisation of the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix A € RP*P
such that

IV2Allop = sup v VZAw.
vERP:||v||<1

With this conclude using the mean boundedness assumptions in part (ii) of the statement
of the theorem (with ¢ = 2) for § € B that HEgOV2€n(9)H0p < Cinp"?, and therefore
that we have on &

IV2(0) lop < 72+ Cinp™ < (Cy+ Cr)np™.

In the same way, ||[V£,(0s,)| < (C3 + C1)ndp,p™ on &, proving Assumption [Cfi) for
Cmax = max(Cs, Cy) + C1, while the mean curvature lower bound in part (iii) yields by
Weyl’s inequality for 6 € B

>\min (_v2€n(0)) = )\min ( 30 [—v2£n(9)] - 2(9))

> Amin (Bg, [-V20(0, Z))]) = [£(0)[lop = Canp™* — Cynp™"™ = (C — Cy)np ™.
=1

From this obtain Assumption [C}ii) for ¢y, = Co — Cy, as long as Cy < Cs.

We are therefore left with showing Py (£¢) < C' e=Cnon for suitable Cs,Cy. By
adjusting C” it suffices to prove this for n large enough. We will use a contraction
argument for quadratic forms, commonly used in random matrix theory. For 0 < § <1
and N = N({v € RP : |Jv|| < 1,|]|,0) let v1,...,vn be the centres of a minimal open
cover for the Euclidean unit ball with radius . This implies for v € RP with [jv|| < 1
and i =1,..., N with [jv —v;|| < ¢ that

v S(0)v = v Z(O)v; + (v —v;) T2(O) (v — ;) + 2(v — v;) T E(O)v
< v Z(0)vi + 3*[[2(0) lop + 26/ (O) lop < v (8)vi + 30]|Z(8) [lop-

For the same v; we also get [v'b(0,,)| < |0 b(0s,)| + 6|/b(6sp)||. Taking 6 = 1/4 and
maximising over v in the unit ball and over ¢ then gives

4
LGl ._maXvain(9*,p)l,

=1,...

|2(0)]|op <4 max_sup |v2-TE(0)vZ-|.
i=1,..,N gep

By applying union bounds this means for j = 1,2
8o (€°) < Py, (ET) + P, (3)

<N sup (ng (|va(9*,p)| > 37’1/4) + Pa, (sup lw"2(0)v] > 7'2/4)) .
vERP:||v||<1 oeB
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Propgsition 4.3.34 of [30] and the growth conditions in part (i) yield N < ePlo812 <
eSCn(Sn.

To prove the wanted high probability bounds we are left with establishing that the
probabilities in the last display are each smaller than C’ e=4Cn5} for some C' > 0. For this
we apply the two lemmas above to the empirical processes b(6y ) and ¥(6), uniformly for
0 € B. First, consider b(0, ) = Y1, (ho(Z;)—Eg, ho(Z;)) with hg(Z;) = vVl (04, Zi).
The mean boundedness conditions in (ii) show Eg,|hg(Z;)|? < (q!/2)0%c?72 for 0 =
Cip™, ¢ = C1p™ and all ¢ > 2. We can therefore apply Lemma to t = 4C0nd?.
The growth conditions in part (i) imply §,p" < p="8 < p". This means, if we set
C3 = 4(2/2CC1 + 4CC4)/3, then

V2no2t + ct = 2200 08, p"™ + 4CC1nd2p"2 = 311 /4,

and therefore Pgo(|va(9*,p)| > 31 /4) < 2e740n% Next, consider X(6) =
S (he(Zi) — Egohg(Z;)) with hg(Z;) = v V2,(0, Z;)v. Using again the conditions in
part (ii) verifies ([42) and {3) with o, = C1p*?, ¢, = C1p"*. The set U = B has diameter
D = supg grepll0 — 0'|| = 2n. If M is the constant from the statement of Lemma [30] and
t =t = 4Cnd?2, then

Me,D ( i+ p + Vnt + t) +3 <\ [2no2t! + cpt’)

< MCyp2y (4\/5n5n + 80n5,2L> +3 <2\/2CC1n(5np“2 n 4CCln53Lp“4> .
Taking n large enough, the growth conditions in part (i) provide us for any ¢ > 0 with the
upper bound max (8, p"?, nd,p", §2p") < cp~*3. This implies that the expression in the
last display is upper bounded by 79/4 = (Cy/4)np~"3 for a suitable Cy < Cy. Lemma B0

now implies the wanted upper bound P§ (supgep WTS(0)v| > 72/4) < 3e~4Cn0% This
finishes the proof. O

6 Appendix

6.1 Proofs for specific models in Section 4]
6.1.1 Density estimation

The density estimation model fits into the setting in Section Bl with Z(" = (X;)P_,,
Z=X,v=uvy,d, =n"%2+) By modifying the final constant ¢, in the statements
of Theorems [ Bl [Blit is enough to consider any sufficiently large n. We begin by checking
the assumptions in Section [B.1] for the density estimation model.

Proposition 31. Consider the setting of Theorem [I8 Then Assumption [Dl holds for
k1=k3=0, ko =1/2, K = enpt?, ¢ >0 large enough.
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Proof. Let us make a few preliminary observations, which will be used in the proof
without further mention. Since the basis functions ey, are bounded, we have ||®(0)|| L~ <
0]l for 6 € ¢1(N). Fixing a radius r > 0 therefore yields the existence of a constant
¢ > 0 with

1@(0)||L < cr, ' < ppla) < cr, zEX,[0p <. (46)
The operators A : L®(X) — R, A(u) = log [ e @) dvy(x), are Fréchet differentiable
with derivatives obtained according to the chain rule for u,h € L*°(X) by

DA(u)[H] = f"f eu@)dyff; d
2)e"®) dyy (a )& () dyyp (z
D A(w)lh, 1] = et f eu(w)dux(x) . (f/;f e @) dyy (x 5)2) '
In particular, if 6,6’ € ¢1(N), then
DA(®(0))[®(6)] = (®(68), po) 12, (47)
2 / / / 2 / 2
D24((0)[2(0).20)] = [ 80)aPmio)in(o) - ([ 20 hata)areo))
= [ (00)@) = @0).0)2)° po(a)ive(z). (48)

Fix now 0,0" with ||0][,1,]|0'||n < r. Using that [, ®(6')dvax = 0 by the centring of the
ek, we have by (f) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

/X (@) (@) = (@(0), po)12)” dv(x) = [@(0) |72 + (@(6), pa) ]2 < 10']]* + < |6/,
and therefore
i 0']7 < D*A(@(6))[@(9), (8")] < e (1 + ver)[6']%. (49)
On the other hand, it follows from (46]) and ([47) that A(®(-)) is uniformly Lipschitz on
the set {0 : ||6]|,n < r}, because
1
[A(2(0)) — A(2(9))| = !/ DA(D(0" +t(0 — 0')))[2(0 — 0')]dt|
0
< sup [lpgrr(o—0)ll L= [R(0 — )| 12 < |6 = '] (50)
0<t<1
We write ®§ = ®(0)(x) and denote by X a generic copy of Z; = X;. Observe for v € R?
the identities
00) = BF — AD(B)), Eayb(8) = (D(0), pu,)1z — A(B(9)),
5 — (®(v), o)z, Egyv' VL(O) = (D(v),pg, — po)r2
v V20(0)v = —D2A(®(9))[®(v), B(v)]. (51)
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Note that v V2£(#)v is not random. After these preparations let us verify Assumptions
[Al [Cland Dl For this it suffices to check the conditions of Theorems 0 and 28] for suitable
Kly...,K4.

Theorem [{0(i): Approximation. Consider r > 0 and § € B,,,. Since o > 1/2, there
exists v’ = 7/(r) with

UC{0ePN):|0]la<r} {0l (N):[|]n <r'}. (52)
It follows for 6 and 6y € h*(N)

Egq (€(60) — £(0)) = (®(00 — 0), pa,) 12 — (A(P(6h)) — A(®(0)))
= DA(®(60))[®(00 — 0)] — (A(®(6h)) — A(®(6)))

_ /1(1 _OD2A@(O + (60— 0))[B(0 — 0'), (0 — 0'))dt.
0

The first part of inequality (74 follows from (9], (8) such that
[Eg, (¢(60) — £(0))] < 1160 — 01* < 0 + 116 — b.lI* < 67

For the second part note that the log-likelihood function 6 — ¢(0) = log py is uniformly
bounded on B, , such that for ¢ > 2 by (&0)

g, |£(0) — £(60)|" < CT2Eq, [£(8) — £(60)?
_ 2
<12 <E90 @5 — @5 | + |A(2(6)) — A(<I>(90))|2)
S CT2 (@0 — 00)l[32 + 10 — bol2) S CT2]6 — 6ol S €257

Theorem [[0(ii): Hellinger distance. Let r > 0, 0,0 € £2(N) with [|0]|a, [|0'|la < 7
and set u = (P + ®;5)/2. Arguing as in the proof of the corresponding statement in
Proposition [ we get h?(6,6') = 2 — 2e~* where

1 /1 1—
T = Z/ t/ D?A <(Tt + ") D0 — 9’)) [®(0 —0),®(0 — 0"))dt'dt.
0o Jo
Upper and lower bounding this non-random quantity gives by (49)
G0 =01° < v < e+ er)|f = 0 < en(1+ Ver)(2r)

The result follows from (G8]).
Theorem [28(ii): Local mean boundedness. A key step is to note that there exists
' >0 with B C {6 € (*(N): ||| <r'}, because for 6 € B

161l <116 = Oupller + [0xpller S P20 = O pll + 16 plla S 1.

~
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Fix now 6 € B, v € RP with ||v|| < 1. It follows from the identities (&II) and (@3]
[Egov " V(0 p)| = [(®(v), P8y — Po.,) 12| < Pag — pe.., |2,
[0 TVEO)] < 2|®()|z= S o]l < P20l = P2,
0" V2(8)0] S Jlo)* = 1.

Since the log-likelihood function is uniformly bounded on B, we find

2
Ipay — o, |22 < Egy [e00) — et Oun)|” < By 10(80) — £(05)] < 62

~ ’n

(53)
Together with the last display this means for ¢ > 2, § € B and some C' > 0
Egl0 " V(0. )| < CV2 [0 V(O p) [ 1By [0 V(B )
< O30 (W) + 2(0(0),po. . )) S CT I,
Eg, v V2£(0)v|? < C1.

At last, we have for 0’ € B,

0T (V20(0) — V2U(0))o] S /X (@5 — (2(v), po)12)* [po — por| () dv ()

+ /X <(‘I’i — (®(v),pp) ) — (BT — <‘I’(’U),P9'>L2)2> dvy ()
< 10(0) [z [ B(0)]| 22 170 — porll

(@), Dy — pa) 12 /X (287 — (B(0), po + por)2) por () dva ()
Sp 20— 0| + (@), por — po) 2] S P30 - ).

In all, we verify the assumptions in Theorem 28|(ii) with k1 =0, ko = 1/2, k4 = 1/2.
Theorem [28(iii): Local curvature. Use the identities (BIl) and (@9) to obtain the
result with k3 = 0 from

inf Bo, [—0" V0] = inf D2A@O)[@ (). 9(0)] 2 o] = 1.

Theorem [28(i): Growth conditions. These follow immediately from the conditions
in the proposition for the obtained x;, noting d,p"t" = §,p'/2 < (logn)~t, (nd, +
62)pratee < §5,pt2 for a > 1.

Assumption [D: Clearly, for large enough n, n = p~'/2 > (logn)é, and K > np'/? >
n(p'/26, + p'/?). O

By the help of this proposition we can now obtain the three theorems in Section 2.3]
from exactly the same proof as in Section £l with the same choices for v, e, Ji, and
Jout-
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6.1.2 Nonparametric regression

Proof of Proposition[I9. Let us make a few preliminary observations used in the proof
without further mention. Recall b() = (A4')~! o0 g7! 0 G(A). By Assumptions [GIJ(ii)
and [G2[(ii), the range of the map (0,z) — G(0)(z), evaluated for 6 in the convex
hull R = conv(B U {6y}) and = € X, is a bounded subset of R. Since A is smooth
and convex, and g € C3(Z) is invertible, this means there exists a constant M > 0
such that supyep||b(0)|/zc < M, supgepllf(b(8))|re < M for f € {A, A", A", A") and
infoer A" (b(0))||L > M.

We write bj = b(f)(x) and denote by (Y, X) a generic copy of (Y;, X;). Frequently,
we will use that the bounded design implies for 6,6’ € ¢?(N)

16(6) = b(O)|I32 S Eay (55— bi¥)" S 16(6) — b(8) 3. (54)

The assumption that 6 — G(0)(z) € C?(B) at every x € X implies 6 — bF € C?(B).
The properties of G in Assumption [G1] all transfer to the map b immediately, as do the

statements on G and its first derivative in Assumption Regarding second derivatives
we find for v € RP, |jv]| =1,

2 phe),

IV2b(0)]| oo (20 moxw) S max(p™, p
IV26(0) — V2b(0) || oo (0 moxwy S max(p®™, p*F+2) )10 — 6|,
[0 V2b(0)v|| 2 S max(p®*s, ph). (55)

At last, observe for v € RP the identities

00) =Yby — A(by), EgY =Eg,A'(b ),
v VAO) = (Y — A'(by)v " Vby,
v V20w = (Y — A (bX)v V2o — A" (b)) (v Vb )2, (56)
With these preparations let us to verify Assumptions [D] for some k1, ..., k4. For this it

suffices to check the conditions of Theorems [H0] and

Theorem [{0(i): Approzimation. Consider r > 0 and 0 € B,,. The first part
of inequality (74) follows from a Taylor expansion of A at bgg such that by (54) and
Assumption [GI(i,ii) (with b instead of G)

Eoq (£(60) — £(0))] = [Eay (A'(85) (b5, —b5) + Aty ) — Abg,)) |
M 2
< B, (b — 85)" < [16(60) — bO)I2: S 16(60) — b(O-p)I22 + 160 — 013 5 62,
For the part inequality let A € R be sufficiently small such that for some ¢ > 0

Eg, [exp(\Y)| X] = exp (A(A + by,) — A(b)) < e,
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and Eg,[exp(A|Y])| X] < 2¢. In particular, for some ¢y > 0 and all ¢ > 2,
g, (Y]] X] < o, (57)
and by conditioning on X also

Eoo |V 05— W0)|" < 4o, 03 — 35| < c1(0) — (00122 < 402,

~

This gives Eq, [£(6) — £(6)|? < c162.
Theorem [J0)(ii): Hellinger distance. Let r > 0, 0,60" € ¢*(N) with [|0]|a, [|0'[la < 7
By convexity of A, the squared Hellinger distance between Py and Py, cf. (73]), equals

h2(0,6') _2—/2\/]99 0o (2)dv(2) = 2(1 — Egye)
with z = (A(bY) + A(by))/2 — A(u) > 0 and u = (b + bjy)/2. Rewrite z as

v = (A(by ) — A(u)) /2 + (Albyy) — A(w)) /2

bX_bX / /A//<<—+tt>(bg—b6’)>dtdt

We obtain (b — bx)? < o < (b — by)? and thus by [@22) (with b instead of G)
10— 0" < By, < || — 6'||2. Arguing now as in |7, Proposition 1], with 0 < < ¢ for
some ¢ = /(¢,) and convexity

/
T / T e ¢ —1
e—xg_/e—c_‘_(l__/): /
c c

1 28
T+ (58)

the result follows from h%(9,0) < 2Eg,x and h%(0,0') > 212¢"Eg, .

Theorem [28(ii): Local mean boundedness. In the following ¢, ¢\ > 0 are constants
changing from line to line. Recalling the identities (56l), it follows by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and Assumption [GIJ(i)

Eg,v" VIO, ( - (Eeo () — A(bF))v T Vb
S 16(80) = b0 p)llz2 10T V(0 p) L2 S Snp™.
We find for ¢ > 2 and all § € B
Eg, v V205 v|? 4+ Eg, (v Vb )%
< (max(p2(q—2)k17p(q 2) kg) ‘UTvszv‘z 4 pa-2kp, (v Tng()2>

< qu2 max(2k3,ka)+(g—2) max(2k1,k2) )
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Hence, (57)) and (B5) give

B 0T VH0. ;)7 < EBqy [0V |1 S porah,

Eg, v V20(0)0]? < & (Egy v V25 0|7 + Eg, (v Vb )24)

p2 max(2ks,kq)+(q—2) max(2k1,k2)

A
Sk

Next, decompose v' (VZ(0) — V2((¢)) v as
(A'(bgr) — A'(bg ))o " V20 — (Y — A'(bp))w " (Vb — Vb )v
+ (A" (b)) — A"(b5) (0T V) — A" (b ) (0T V) — (v Vb)),
From this we find
Ego|v' (V2(0) — V2£(8")) v|?
< cipt (Egy [T V205 olf + By (v VB 1) 16— ¢/

+ Eg\EQO

vT(V2b§( _ v2bg§)v‘q ,S Eg\pqmax(?)khkz)ne o 0/”(1‘

This verifies the assumptions in Theorem 28(ii) with k; = k3, ko = max(k1, 2ks, ks),
kg = max(3ky, k2).
Theorem [28(iii): Local curvature. It follows from (56]) and Eg,Y = EgoA’(bgg ) that

—Eg, (0" V2U(0)v) = B, [(A'(05) — A' (b)) " Vb5 0] + Egy [A" (05) (0T VB )?].
By G2 (B3), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
16(60) = b(O)l 2 < 16(B0) = b(0x ) L2 + [16(Bp) — B(O)][ 2 < m,
the last line is up to a constant lower bounded by

— [16(60) = b(O) | z2]l0 " V2b(B)v]l 2 + [[v T VB(O) |72 Z —mp ) 4 phs.

~

max(2ks,k4) ks

Obtain the claim with k3 = k5 by the assumption that np logn < p~
Theorem [28(i): Growth conditions. These follow immediately from the conditions in
the proposition for the obtained k;, noting that n > d,, k4 < ko, ks < k1 such that

C max(8,p™?, né,p"™*, 62p") logn

2ks ke np3 nph2 6,p%1 | 5,p2) log n

ks

=0, max(pk1 , D

max(k1,2k3,ka) max(3k17k2))

= J, max(p NP logn < p~

Assumption [Di: The form of K follows by plug-in of xo. O
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6.1.3 Darcy’s problem

We will recall first some relevant analytical properties of the PDE (26), give a stabil-
ity estimate for the forward operator G based on the condition (28)), analyse further
analytical properties of G and conclude with the proof of Theorem 211

Some PDE facts Let us state a few well-known facts from the theory of elliptic PDEs.
Details can be found in [67, Section 5A]. For multi-indeces i = (i1, ...,iq) let D® be the
weak partial derivative operators. Denote the classical L?(X)-Sobolev spaces of integer
order s > 0 by

#(X) = dwe 220) s July. = 3 Dwlh < oc
li|<s
They satisfy a Sobolev embedding [67, Proposition 4.3],
H*(X) c CH(X), s>k+d/2, (59)

Let H§(X) be the subspace of functions in H*(X’) that vanish on the boundary of X" in
the trace sense. Their topological dual spaces are denoted by (H§(X))*. For f € C*(X)
the divergence form operator Ly takes functions in HZ(X) to L2(X). If f is strictly
positive on X, then it has (e.g., by |21, Theorem 6.3.4]) a linear, continuous inverse
operator £;1 : L2(X) — HZ(X). In particular, we have

g2 =0=up=G(f)=L; g (60)

Another scale of Sobolev spaces H*(X) is induced by the eigensystem (A, ex,)?_; of the
negative Dirichlet Laplacian, where

H*(X) = {f € LX) : If 15 = D Ailfren)ie < OO},

k=1

which is equipped with the inner product
o
= Xilfen)r2{g, en)re
k=1

Due to the presence of a boundary they generally differ from the Sobolev spaces H*(X),
but it can be shown that

H*(X)=Hi(X), s=1,2, H*X)CHjX), seN, (61)
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and the ||-|| gs- and ||-|| z.-norms are equivalent on H*(X'). By Weyl’s law the eigenvalues
satisfy for constants 0 < ¢; < ¢ < o0

etk < N < k¥, k> 1,
and hence the map @ : h*/4(N) — H*(X), ®(0) = 3232, Orey, is an isomorphism with
cllOll /g < 12O)1F. < callOllq-

It follows from the last three displays and the Sobolev embedding (59) that for v >
kE+d/2, ke NU{0},

12O)llcx S NSO 1 < 011470 S 7001, 6 € W7 (N). (62)
In particular, if [|0]|,,4 < 7, then we have for a constant C, >0
Ifollex < fin + €@ lox < C. (63)

We require the following quantitative elliptic regularity estimates with explicit constants
depending on the conductivity.

Lemma 32. We have for f € C7TH(X), v >0, and w € H'2(X)
[Lswlar < 2| f e lwll e
Proof. It suffices to note that
ILswllgr = [[fAw+ V- Vwllgr < 2|[f[[cr[wll e O

Lemma 33. For ¢ > 0 consider f € CY(X) with f > fuin, ||fllcr < ¢ Then there
exists a constant C = C(fiin, ¢) such that the following statements hold:

(i) we LXX): | L5 vl < Cllwl|e,
(it) w € (HE)*(X): |5 w2 < Cllwll gz,
(iii) w e H'(X;RY: L1V - w)| g < Cllw|l gz

Proof. Parts (i) and (ii) follow from [55, Lemmas 21 and 23|. For (iii) use duality to
find for z € H}(X)

-1

L2l gy- = sup [Lyz,@)r2| = [(Lyz,2) 2| |12 0
peHG, el g1 <1

= (fV2,V2)rellzllipn 2 IVall7 0215 2 12w,
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concluding by the Poincaré inequality. Applying this to z = ﬁ;l(v -w) for w €
H'(X;RY) yields

L1V )l SNV - wll )
Since the partial derivative operators are bounded operators from H'(X) to L?(X), the

result follows by duality, the divergence theorem and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
such that

IV - wll g1y = sup
PEHY(X) 1 <1

/X(—V p)wdvx

/ pwdvy
X

Lemma 34. Let v > k+d/2 for k € NU{0} and let f € HY(X), f > fumin- Then for
all ¢ > 0 there exists a constant C = C(7, fmin, X, g1, g2, ¢) such that

< sup

< = [lw| 2. O
pEL2(X), ol 2 <1

sup fugllg+r <C; sup uglorn < C.
£l v <e I Fllzy <c

Proof. If uy = g2 = 0 on 0X, then [55, Lemma 23| shows the first inequality for a
constant C' = C(7, fmin, X, ¢1) and the second one follows from the Sobolev embedding
HY(X) C C*(X). For general go € C*°(9X) we can assume without loss of generality
that it extends to a function in C*°(X) (e.g., by taking g, as the solution of the PDE
([26) for the standard Laplacian with f =1, g1 = 0, which is smooth, cf. [29, Theorem
8.14]) and note that @y = u s — g solves the PDE (26) with right hand side g1 = f—Lg»
and iy = 0 on O&X. Then what has been shown so far applies to @iy and we obtain the
second inequality (and thus also the first) with

sup _||ugllgesr < sup laglloren 4 llgzllorn < O llgzfloner O
11z <e £l <e

A stability estimate
Lemma 35. Let f,f € CHX) with f = f' on X and || f|c1, |f'|lcr < ¢ for some
¢ > 0 and suppose for p, ¢ > 0 that

. 1
;g{ <§Auf(:17) + ,u||Vuf(:1:)H[%Kd> > . (64)

Then there exists a constant C = C(7, fmin, X, 91,92, ¢) > 0 such that
(i) h € Hy(X): ||Lhugllre = C|lh|z2,

(i) IIf = f'llz2 < Cllug = upll g2
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Proof. For h € C°(X) the claim in (i) follows from [54, Lemma 1] (it is easy to check
that the requirement f € C°°(X) in the proof can be reduced to f € C'(X)), and
extends by taking limits to h € H}(X). For (ii) the proof of [54, Proposition 3| applies:
Take h = f — f' € H}(X) such that Lrup = Ly (up — ug) (cf. ([BF) below) and hence
by (i) and Lemma

If = fllzz = 1Bllze S I Lnugllre S llug = upllge. u

Lemma 36. Let 0,0’ € h*(N), da > 1+ d/2, with ||0]a,]0'|la < ¢ for some
¢ > 0, and suppose that (64]) holds for f = fy. Then there exists a constant
C = C(a fmin, X, 91, 92,¢) > 0 such that

a+d
—d’

16 =67 < ClIG©) —G(")llz2, 5=

Proof. Let v = da such that 5 = (y+1)/(y —1). Use first ¢ < e* — 1 for x > 0 and
([62)) to the extent that

10— 6| = [ @(0) — (0|12 < [|e® @]z |e®@ — e®@)| |12 < (| fo — forl 2.

Apply Lemma [B5(ii) to the last term. To conclude observe for w = uyg, — uy, =
G(#) — G(#') that ||w|gr+1 < C for a constant depending on «, fuin, X, 91,92,¢ by
Lemma [34] and (62)), and that by an interpolation inequality for Sobolev spaces |76,
Theorems 1.15 and 1.35]

1)/(v+1) 2/(y+1)
lwllgrer Sl

1/8
]l g2 S ]| w3y O

Analytical properties of the forward map

Lemma 37. Let 6,0 € h*(N), dao > 1+ d/2, with ||0||a,||0'|la < ¢ for some ¢ > 0.
Then there exists a constant C = C(a, c) such that

1G(0) = G(O)llz2 < Clo — ¢

Proof. We have (G(0)—G(0"))(z) = g2(z)—ga2(x) = 0 for z € X such that G(0)—G(#') €
HZ(X) by Lemma [34] and

Ly, (G(0) —G(0") = (Ly, — Ly,)G(0) + L5,G(0) — Ly, G(0")
=L, —r,G0)+91— g1 =Ly, —1,G(0).

This allows for applying /JJT; and we get
G(0) —G(0) = L} Ly, —5,9(0). (65)
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Lemma B3] combined with (63]) yields
1G(0) = G(O)ll12 < Crll Ly -1, G(O) 112

By duality, the divergence theorem and writing G(6) = uy, the last term equals

sup
peHE lo] g2 <1

/X oV (o — fo)Vug| = sup

eeHZ |lpll 2 <1

/ (o — fo)Ve - Vuy,
X

<\ fo — follz= sup ||V - Vuy,|l2
llell g2 <1

< for = follp2llug, llor-

The result follows then from Lemma [34] and (62]) such that
Ifor = foll2 S 126" = 0)[lz2 = (16" — 0] 0

Proposition 38. Let § € RP, v € RP and set fg, = e (v), fow2 = e (v)2.
Then we have for x € X the formulas

oY) (@) = = (L7, Ls,up, ) (@)
oTV2G(0) (w)0 =2 (L3150 L7, Ly g, ) (@) = (£71L 005 ) ().
Proof. Let us write G(f) = uy such that G(6) = G(fp). We will establish for
G:HYX)N{f: f(z) >0,z € X} = C(X)
and h, b’ € H*(X) as ||h||ge — 0 and ||h/||ge — 0, respectively, that

IG(f +h) = G(f) = A(Hhlll= = O (Al Fa) . (66)
1AL (f + B[R] = AL(F)[B] = Ao ()[R 1|1 = O (11 [ Fa) (67)

with continuous linear operators A;(f) : H¥(X) — C(X), Aa(f) : HY(X) x HY(X) —
C(X) given by

A(P)IR] = —L7 LG (), (68)

As(f)[h 1) = L7 L £ LhG(f) + L7 La Ly L G(f). (69)

This implies that G is two-times continuously Fréchet differentiable with derivatives
DG(f) = Ai(f), D*G(f) = Ax(f). Since the map 0 — fy = fmin+¢®) in @27 satisfies

on RP

vV =e? D) = fo,, v Vv =e®Dd(0)? = fy,0,
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the claim follows from the chain rule and from replacing G(fp) = uy,.

Consider now h,h’ € H*(X) with sufficiently small |-||go-norms such that f + h,
[+ I are strictly positive on X and G(f + h), G(f + 1'), G(f) are well-defined with
values in H?(X). Using (65) twice we get

G(f +h) = G(f) = A(f)[B] = =L Ly (G(f + h) = G(f))
= L7 LhLy LhG(f + D). (70)

Since G(f +h) = ﬁj?j_hgl, applying several times Lemmas B3|(i) and and suppressing
constants depending on || f||c1, we get

L7 Lhl7 LG (f + D)l < (1 + [hllon) [aliEs,

implying (66) by (Z0) and the Sobolev embedding H?(X) C L°°(X) for d < 3. Next, we
have

Ly (AL(f+n"[R) = A(f)[R)

= Lyl LaG(f + 1) + L3 LhG(f)

= L L LhG(f + 1) = Ly (G(f + 1) = G(f))
= L Ly LhG(f + B) + Lh Ly LwG(f + 1),

h
With this write

Av(f + R)[R] = AL(f)[R] = Aa(f)[R, ]

= L7 Ly (,c;ih, - 5;1) LAG(f + ) + L7 Ly L Ly (G(f + 1) — G(f))

+ L LWL Ly (G(f + 1) = G(f)) =: Ri+ Ry + Ry.
Arguing as after (0] gives
|Rollzoe = 1£7 Cw L7 Lol L G(f + h')l| Lo
< @+ e Rl lIF G

and the same upper bound applies to || R3|[z. At last, for w € L?(X) observe that

(Lrpw = L£7w = L7 (Lf = Lpow) L7 w = =L7 1 L L7 w, (71)

and so (67)) follows from arguing as in the last display, such that

1Ral|zee < (1 IR ) Rl 1718 =
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Proof of Theorem [21] We first verify the conditions of Proposition 9 in the following
lemma.

Lemma 39. Consider the setting of Theorem [21] with d < 3, [|6p||la < co for a > 7/d.
Then Assumptions [G1 and [G2 are satisfied for f = (o +d)/(a — d), n = p~¥¢ and
ki =1/d, ko =7/d, k3 =0, ks =2/d, ks = 6/d.

Proof. Since da > 7 > 1+d/2, Assumption [GI[(ii) can be verified from the stability and

Lipschitz estimates in Lemmas [36] and [37] for the stated 5. The Lipschitz estimate and

@) also yield Assumption [GIl(i). We are therefore left with checking Assumption [G2]
Let 6 € B and v € RP, ||v]| < 1. Then ||6splla < [|00]la < co for a > 7/d gives

1611770 < 110 = Oeplizsa + 16 pllzsa < P70 = Ol +c0 S 1, (72)

which in view of ([62)), (€3] and 7 > 5+ d/2 implies for a constant C' = C( fmin, co) that
[2(0)llcs < C, [2(0)][m < CPVY, || @(v)l|z < Cp?, [|@(v)ller < Cp*/? and

sup|| foll g5 < supl|folles < fuin + suplle® @] s < C.
oeB oeB oeB

In particular, by Lemma [34] for C’ > 0

sup|lug,[lcs < C".
0B

These properties will be used tacitly in the following proof. As before we will suppress
constants not depending on n, p. The gradient and Hessian of G were computed in
Proposition

Assumption[GA(i): Use (72) and B7

Assumption [G4(ii): The required differentiability follows from Proposition For
the sup-norm bounds observe first by Lemma [33(i)

165 L0 sl S 19 - (2 O@@)Vug, )52
S el @) llug, ez < M
and similarly
1£5, L0, £7, Ll S 19 - (P O0@IVLS L, uz, ) 12
Sl ell@() e L3, Ly syl S 04,
||£]791£f9)v)2Uf6||H2 <|IV- (ecb ®(v)? Vuyg, )||L2

S @l @@)ller D@ e lug,llcz S 7.
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The Sobolev embedding H2(X) C C(X) in d < 3 therefore shows
[0TVGO)ll= <PV [T VPG(O)0] e S pY7

Next, for 8’ € B, h,h/ € C*(X) write

Lot = Lo =Ly Ly L7y Lh— Ly =Ly =V - (h=h)V,
such that Lemma [B3|i) implies for w € L%(X), w' € H*(X)

172 = £7wllie S 1% — @27 w]
1L sy = Ly ) llzz S 1 =Pl @ ()]l or 1| 2,
(L5, = Lsy Jugyllze S 1@ = o[ @)l g1 [[ug, | c2,

(L sy s = Ly ussllz S 167D =@ oal|@(0)ler [ @)1 g o2

Then, |[e®@ —e®@)|| o1 < [|®(0 —6")| o1, and so the terms in the last display are upper
bounded up to constants by p¥/?|0 — &'||||w| 2, P50 — O'|||w| g2, p*¢||6 — ¢'|| and
p* |6 — ¢'||, respectively. Combining these estimates with Lemmas B2(ii), B3(i) and
with the Lipschitz bound from Lemma B7 we obtain

IV2G(8) = V2G(O) oo (v oy S 0716 — 6.

In all, Assumption [G2(i) holds with k1 = 1/d, ko = 7/d.
Assumption [GA(iii): Use Lemma [B3|(iii) to the extent that

L5 L, ugollzn S 1€® O @) Vg, |2 S €| [@0) | 2 ug e S 1,
as well as
L3 Lgy L7 Lpy gyl S €™ D)V (L, L, gyl
SO e ()< l1£7) (7 (O0(0)Tuy, ) )1
S P DD (0)Vug, |2 S PR )12 llug, ler S P
L5 Ly gyl S 1€” O @) Vug,|| 2
S ez @ ()| zoo [@(0) | 2 g, e S P4

From this and ||-||z2 < ||||z1 obtain the result with ks = 0, k4 = 2/d.
Assumption [G2(iv): An interpolation inequality for Sobolev spaces (see e.g.,|76,
Theorems 1.15 and 1.35]) yields

1/2 1/2
[ wll g S lwlla wllie, 0% we HY(X).
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Applying this to w = ﬁ;glﬁfe,vufe and observing the inequalities HﬁwaLg < lwll g2,
lwllgs S ||Lrwl| g2 shows

> ||£f0,uuf0||2L2

T
v VG2 = ||w|i2 2 ————.
|| ( )HL || ||L ||£fg’vuf@||H2

Recall the stability estimate from Lemma B5(ii), which yields for h = e®@®(v) € H}(X)
(here we use that ®() € HL(X))

15, ugll72 2 1e*@@()I[72 2 e 21O~ (v) |72 2 1,
while Lemma [34] and (62) provide us with the upper bound
15, uglli> < [le®@ )| g3 lug,llos S e sl @ ()]s < p*%
The last three displays yield the wanted lower bound with k5 = 6/d. O

By Proposition [9 we establish Assumptions [Al [C] and (D)) for k1 = 0, ke = 2/d,
k3 =6/dand K > enp?/?. ¢ > 0, noting that the required conditions in ([23)) hold because
p < ni2 = 5, and p8/d > 5/ (@d) yield for @ > 21/d and d < 3 that (o« —d)/(a+d) >
8/(ad), 8,p%? < 62_6/ (ad) _ (5£Lad_6)/ (ad) < (52/ (@) and thus 5,({1_‘1)/ (atd) (52/ (ad), such
that for large enough n

max(é}/ﬁ, (5npk3+k5) logn < max(é(o‘_d)/(o‘+d),n_l/(2a+1)p6/d) logn < p8/d = n,

n
max(kl,Zkg,k4) max(3k1,k2))

0, max(p , NP logn =6, max(p2/d, p7/d_8/d) logn

= 5np2/d logn < 5,1;2/(0“1).

Let us now prove the three theorems in Section 2.3l Consider ~, € and J;, as stated
in Theorem 211 and note that, using m, = n/Ge+tD A= pl/Qatl)p2e the curvature
and Lipschitz constants from Theorem [0l satisfy

mZnp 94 A= np®? max(n, Ar/m)? +p/m < p

1+16/d 1426/d

This gives B(v) < p +v%p n and the results in Theorem Ml follow in the
present model from Theorems [[3] and [I4]

Next, assume p < (1 ~(20+14/d) 3057 3071974 < g2 such that Ayl < d
, p < (logn) n S no,, such that Ay logn < nm an

IV log m(0up)ll < Axllspll < nm/16,  ny/m/p Z p~ /412 /0 > en= /2ot
for any ¢ > 0 and large enough n. The result in Theorem [ is obtained from Theorem
[I6], using Jpe_C"Qm/p < e=Cm!/ et g0 any C,C’ > 0 and large enough n.
At last, the stability condition in [22) and ||G(6y) — G(0sp)|2 < cody yield ||y —
Ospll < 5+/? We find for large enough n and suitable C,C’ > 0 that Jp2e=C7’'m/P <
e=C'nY ) and thus Corollary 7 implies Theorem [6l

46



6.2 Posterior contraction with rescaled Gaussian priors

In this section we formulate a general contraction result for the posterior II(-|Z™) from
Section [B] around a sufficiently regular ground truth 6y € h*(N) for the Gaussian prior
in (@), achieving the high probability bounds in Assumption[Al The proof follows closely
[30, Theorem 7.3.1] and [31, Theorem 13|, using Bernstein-type moment conditions and
a stability condition for the Hellinger distance. We include a proof for the convenience
of the reader. In the following, we use the notation of Section Bl and define for 0,6’ € ©
the squared Hellinger distance as

#0.0) = [ (Vi) = Vo)) dv(o). (73)

For a definition of the metric entropy see Section

Theorem 40. Let 6y € h*(N) with ||0p|la < co for a > 1/2, ¢g > 0 and suppose that

the data Z™ arise from the law Py, . Let II(-| Z(™) be the posterior distribution with the

rescaled Gaussian prior II from (4). For 6, = n=/ et gnd C > 0 suppose p < Cné?
and set for 0, , € RP with |0, p|lo < co

By ={0€RP: |0 —0,,] <6, 0o <r}, 7>0.

Then the posterior distribution concentrates around 0, , at the rate 6, and satisfies As-
sumption[Al if there exists 8 > 1 such that for any r > 0 and some ¢, > 0 the following
holds:

(i) For all 0 € B, , and all ¢ > 2
Eg, (£(00) — €(9)) < cr0p, B, |£(00) — £(0)|7 < (¢!/2)d7c]. (74)
(ii) For all 6,0" € (*(N) with ||0||a, |0']la < 7,
e 10 =011 < h(o,0) < el — 0. (75)
Proof. Let D denote the high probability event considered in Lemma Since that

lemma already shows (I3l), we only have to prove the posterior contraction in (I4)).
Consider for L, L’ > 0 the sets

A= {0 ERP:|Ola < L’} , U={0€ A:Nh(0,00) < Ld,}. (76)
Invoking the stability bound in (70 yields

Uc {9 ERP: [0 —0,,)° < chLén} :
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It is therefore enough to show that the posterior contracts in Hellinger distance on the
event D, that is, for any C; > 0 and large enough L, L’ there exist Co, C3 > 0 with

" C n — T 2 — T 2
" (H(u 1Z(M) > = %,D> < CyeCandn, (77)

First, the entropy bound in Lemma 3] below implies by [30, Theorem 7.1.4] the existence
of tests U with values in [0, 1] such that for all n, any large enough L, L’ and some C’ > 0

Ep O <e O™ sup Ep(l—0)<e O (78)
feUcnA

It is therefore enough to prove (77 for the probability in question restricted to {¥ = 0}.
On D, we can lower bound the normalising factors in the posterior density such that for
all § € R? and some ¢ > 0

Zn(e)_zn(e ) /
o ) e 000 1 ). (79)

(n)y _
m(0]12") = Jo €@~ tCo) 7 (9)dg ~

The Markov inequality and Fubini’s theorem now yield
n <H(UC]Z(")) > e~ O [y = 0} N D)
< Pj, ((1 - 0) / e~z (9)df > e—<01+c’>"6%>

< oCrremat / g (1= w)ete @00 00)) (g)ap

c

< (Crie s / E} (1 — W) 7(6)do.

c

Integrating separately over the sets ¢ N A and U° N A¢, the second bound on the tests
in (78) and the excess mass condition from Lemma E3] together with ¥ < 1, give for
large enough L’ and ¢ > 0

/ E2(1 — W)r(0)do < e=Cn%

UcnA

/ EZ (1 — U)m(0)df < TI(A°) < e~"on.
UenNAe

This shows ([{7)) and finishes the proof. O
Let us now state and prove the auxiliary results used in the proof above.
Lemma 41. In the setting of Theorem there exists for any large enough r >

max(4,2cy) a constant ¢ = ¢(C, o, cp, ) > 0 with I(B,, ) > e—Ccnon
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Proof. We can write II ~ (nd2)~'/2II for the unscaled probability measure II ~
N(0,A;'). The reproducing kernel Hilbert space of II is equipped with the norm |||,
on RP. Since ||6 /o < co, we have for r > 2¢q

{0 €RP - [|0 — 0, p|| <60, |0 — Osplla < 7/2} C By p.

The small-ball calculus from |30, Corollary 2.6.18| allows then for lower bounding the
wanted probability as

2

L(B,.,) > e I0ol/201 (9 € BP < 6] < n'/282, 0lla < (/2)(n32)"/2)

> B2 (T (0 € RY: 0] < n'/202) —T1 (0 € RY < |[olla > (r/2)(nd2)/?)) . (80)

Observe for any ¢ > 0 the metric entropy bound
log N ({6 € R” : [|0]|o < 1}, [[|,€) < log N (H*((0,1)), |l|2 (0,1 8) S % (81)

where H*((0,1)), s € R, is the L2((0,1))-Sobolev space of fractional order s, concluding
by [69, Theorem 4.10.13|. It follows from [42, Theorem 1.2] with J = 1 and & = n'/252
for a universal constant ¢ > 0 that

—2/(2a—1) PN
—¢ cn&n'

(0 R : 0] < ') > om0

On the other hand, let V' be a p-dimensional standard Gaussian random vector, defined

on probability space with probability measure P and expectation operator [E. Noting
—-1/2

[Aa"“Vla = |IV]|, we have

(0 R : [Blla > (r/2)(n52)Y2) =B (V] > (r/2)(n5)"/?)

For 7 > 4 we get from p < Cnd?2 that E|V|| < p'/? < (r/4)(Cnd2)Y/?. By a standard
concentration inequality for Lipschitz-functionals of Gaussian random vectors (Theorem

2.5.7 of [30] with F' = ||-||) this means that the last display is upper bounded by
P(IVI = EIVI| > (r/4)(nd2)!/2) < e=*/100Cn%, (82)
Conclude now with (80). O

Lemma 42. In the setting of Theorem there exists ¢ > 0 such that
Fp, oo, <5, €O Om(0)d0 > 7o) < 2e77%0.

Proof. Let D¢ denote the event in question. For large enough r and ¢ > 0 Lemma M1l
shows II(B,, ) > e~ With ¢, the constant from (7)) choose ¢’ = 2¢+7¢, and consider
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the probability measure v, = II(- N By, ;) /I(B,,), supported on By, . Introducing the
functions h(x fB (6, z) — £(0,x))dv,(0), the Jensen inequality implies

" (D) — P (n(sn,) / O -n00) gy, () < e—cfnaz>
©

< IP’" (Z hZ;) > 7cTn52>

We find from Fubini’s theorem and (74)

[Egh(Zi)| = | ; Eg, (£(00) — £(6))dvn(0)] < c,3,

while we get for ¢ > 2 from (74)
Egy |1(Z) — Egoh(Z:)|7 < 297 By, |h(Z;)|
< gatt / Eg, [£(00) — £(0)|7 vy, (0) < (q!/2)8(cr00)? (2¢,)72.
Bn,'r

The claim follows from Lemma 29 applied to 02 = 8¢262, ¢ = 2¢, and t = né?2 such that

<Zh ) 2 Tepndy, ) < P, (Z(h(zi) — Egyh(Z:)) 2 Gcrné,%) < 2¢7"0%,
i=1
U

Lemma 43. Consider the setting of Theorem [[0] and let A = {0 € RP : ||0||o < L'} for
L' > 0. If L' is large enough, then there exists ¢ > 0 such that

log N(A, h,6,) < cnd?, TI(A)>1-— e—cnon

Proof. Apply first the upper bound on the Hellinger distance in (73] and then (8Tl with
e = (cp//L')d,, to the extent that, noting St = néz,
log N(A, h,d,) <log N(A, |||, c/6n)
=log N ({0 € R? : ||0]|o < 1}, ||[I, (crr /L)6n) S (L' Jer)/*nd}.

This proves the wanted metric entropy bound. Next, if § € RP has norm |[|§] <
C~*(L'/2)6,, then p < Cnd2 = Con M yields 10]la < p||0]] < L'/2, and thus

(0=0,+0, €RP: |0,]| < C~(L'/2)6,, [|6a]|la < L'/2} C A.
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Denoting by & the standard Gaussian distribution function and recalling II ~
(n62)~1/21I from the proof of LemmaEI] Borell’s inequality |28, Theorem 11.17] provides
the lower bound

T(A) > T1(0 =61+ 6, € RV 1] < C7(L'/2)n'/262, [|6alla < (L' /2026, )
> ®

(qu <ﬁ (9 ERP: 0] < c—a(L'/g)nl/%g)) n (L’/2)n1/25n) .

Applying now [42, Theorem 1.2] to J = 1 and ¢ = C~*(L'/2)n'/262, and using the

inequality y > —2®~1(e~¥*/4) for y = (L'/2)n'/26, and large enough L', which holds
for y > 2v/27 by standard computations for ®, we find for ¢ > 0 that

(A) > & <<I>‘1 (e—C’"éi) - 2@—1(6—«”)/16)"5%) .
Possibly increasing L' even further, we ensure that ¢ < (L/)2/16. This implies at last

TI(A) > &(—P L (e (E)*/16)n07)) > 1 _ o=((L)?/16)nd;

From this obtain the claim. O
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