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Abstract

Combining information both within and between sample realizations, we propose a
simple estimator for the local regularity of surfaces in the functional data framework.
The independently generated surfaces are measured with errors at possibly random
discrete times. Non-asymptotic exponential bounds for the concentration of the regu-
larity estimators are derived. An indicator for anisotropy is proposed and an exponential
bound of its risk is derived. Two applications are proposed. We first consider the class of
multi-fractional, bi-dimensional, Brownian sheets with domain deformation, and study
the nonparametric estimation of the deformation. As a second application, we build
minimax optimal, bivariate kernel estimators for the reconstruction of the surfaces.
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1 Introduction
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Functional data analysis (FDA) provides methods for dealing with complex data such that
collected by modern sensing devices. See, for instance, the textbooks Ramsay and Silverman
(2005), Horvath and Kokoszka (2012), Kokoszka and Reimherr (2017). The paradigm consists
of considering that data are generated by a sample of functions, realizations of a stochastic
process or random field defined over a continuous domain. However, the realizations are
practically never observed over a continuous domain, and rarely without error. All the
data points generated by such a realization then represent a single observation unit. The
remarkable advantage of functional data analysis is that it can combine information both
within and between realizations. Restrictive assumptions, such as stationarity, stationary
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increments or Gaussianity on the data generating process or random field, can therefore be
avoided.

We focus here on the case where the realizations are surfaces, i.e., the realizations are
generated by a random scalar field defined over a multi-dimensional continuous domain.
We call this framework multivariate functional data, and focus on the case of a domain
in the plane. Thus, in a different wat, we use existing FDA terminology, which usually
refers to a vector-valued processes defined over an interval. In recent years, a wide panel of
applications from different areas, including Astrophysics, Climate Sciences, Geophysics and
Material Sciences, deal with data which can be considered as generated by random surfaces.
For instance, it is now well admitted that the world ocean plays a key role in regulating Earth’s
climate. Modern tools, such as floating sensors, provide ocean heat transport measurements
, which are made freely available by international programs, such as the Argo Program
(http://www.argo.ucsd.edu, http://argo.jcommops.org). If one studies a specific area of the
ocean, an observation unit is represented by the measurements collected at random points,
sparsely distributed over the area, at some date in the year. See, for instance Kuusela and
Stein (2018), Park et al. (2023), and the references therein, for studies on Argo data. We aim
at providing a new perspective for refined and effective analysis of multivariate functional
data.

Our main contribution is a new approach for studying the local regularity of random
fields in the context of multivariate functional data. A main example of random field we
have in mind is the multifractional Brownian sheet, see Herbin (2006). In the case of curves,
that means for random fields defined over an interval, the local regularity can be defined
naturally using the expectation of the squared increments to which one can impose a Holder-
like condition. The local regularity is then determined by the Holder exponent and the
Hoélder constant. See Golovkine et al. (2022). See also Kent and Wood (1997) where the
local regularity exponent is linked to the fractal dimension for self-similar Gaussian processes.
We here extend the ideas of Golovkine et al. (2022) to random fields defined over a domain
in the plane. We thus introduce a general notion of local regularity satisfied by a large
class of random fields, propose simple estimation procedures for the regularity parameters,
and prove non-asymptotic results. Stein (2002) consider a related estimation idea for a
particular class of random fields, and use it to efficiently and exactly simulate fractional
Brownian surfaces. Shen and Hsing (2020) study the estimation of the local regularity of
a multifractional Brownian sheet from one realization of the process observed on a regular
grid, and provide asymptotic theory.

Knowing the regularity of the data generating random field has important consequences
for FDA. For instance, there has been increasing interest in the nonparametric estimation
of the characteristics, such as the mean and the covariance structure, of the random field
generating the functional data. See Caponera et al. (2022) for a valuable review and an
interesting approach. It is well-known that the optimal accuracy of nonparametric estimates
depends on the regularity of the realizations. See, Cai and Yuan (2010), Cai and Yuan
(2011), Caponera and Marinucci (2021), Golovkine et al. (2022). Inference methods for
functional data should thus adapt to the regularity of the underlying process when aiming
at optimality. Golovkine et al. (2023) and Wang Guang Wei et al. (2023) used regularity



estimators to derive new, easy to implement, adaptive procedures for mean, covariance and
functional principal components analysis for data generated by random curves. Adaptation
to regularity for multivariate functional data seems yet unexplored.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the general observation scheme we
consider is presented. It encompasses the scenarios of common design (the domain points
where the random field realizations are observed, possibly with noise, are the same for all
realizations) and random design (the observation domain points are randomly generated for
each realization). Moreover, a general class of bivariate stochastic processes, for which the
local regularity is well defined, is introduced. After discussion of some identification issues,
in Section 3, we present the estimation approach for the local regularity exponents, as well as
the corresponding Holder constants. Our estimators adapt to both isotropic and anisotropic
settings. In Section 4, we provide concentration bounds for the estimators of the local
regularity, as well as a risk bound for the anisotropy detection. The new results are of the
non-asymptotic type, in the sense that they hold for any number of random field realizations
and observation domain points, provided these numbers are sufficiently large. Our estimation
approach to local regularity for multivariate functional data opens the door to a large array
of adaptive procedures. Two applications are proposed. In Section 5.1, we consider the class
of multi-fractional Brownian sheets with domain deformation, an example of a random field
that belongs to the class defined in Section 3. Deformed random fields have been studied in
the literature, see for instance Clerc and Mallat (2003), Anderes and Stein (2008), Anderes
and Chatterjee (2009), but yet seem little explored in the context of the functional data
paradigm. As a second application, in Section 5.2 we consider the problem of nonparametric
reconstruction of the realizations of a random field from noisy measurements over a discrete
set in the domain. A related problem was addressed by Bhattacharya et al. (2014) in the
context of Gaussian processes. With the regularity estimates in hand, we build an adaptive
Nadaraya-Watson pointwise estimates, and provide a sharp non-asymptotic bound for the
average risk which achieves the optimal minimax rate expected in nonparametric statistics.
The proofs of our results are given in the Appendix. Additional proofs and technical lemmas
are provided in the Supplement.

2 The framework

In this section we present a formal mathematical setup for the local regularity for bivariate
stochastic processes (also called scalar random fields, or simply random fields) and the data
observed for such processes.

2.1 Data

Consider N independent realizations, also called sheets, XM, ..., X X®) of a stochastic
process X defined over a continuous domain 7 € R2.  For simplicity, we focus here on
domains 7 in the plane, though the extension to higher dimensions would not raise different
challenges. For the purpose of describing our methodology, we distinguish three observational



scenarios. First, the ideal, infeasible situation where the sheets X @) are completely observed,
i.e. without error over the entire domain 7. The second case is the one where the X ) are
observed (measured) at some discrete points in the domain 7, without noise. The observation
points can be fixed to be the same for all the X)’s (common design), or can be randomly
drawn for each sheets separately (independent design). Finally, the most realistic scenario is
the one where in the second case, we admit that the realizations of X are observed at discrete
domain points with noise.

To formally describe the second and third scenarios, let My, ..., My be an independent
sample of an integer-valued random variable M with expectation E[M] = m. In the inde-
pendent design case, for each 1 < 57 < N, and given M;, let tV e T, 1<m< M;, be a
random sample of a random vector T' € T. The t)’s represent the observation points for the
realization X ). We assume that the realizations of X, M and T are mutually independent.
In the common design case, M = m and the t)’s are the same for all j. Let 7;%]5 denote
the set of observation points t%), 1 < m < Mj, on the sheet X ). With common design,

7;(58) does not depend on 7, while with independent design, the expected cardinal of 7;%73) can
be random with mean m. The following presentation includes both independent design and
common design cases. Finally, the data consist of the pairs (Yn(f ), t)) € R x T where v, is

defined as
VW = XD 40 with W) = o) XD (D))l 1 <i< N, 1 <m <M.

m

Here, the e € R are independent copies of a centered variable e with unit variance, and
o?(-,+) > 0 is some unknown, bounded conditional variance function which account for pos-
sibly heteroscedastic measurement errors. The case o(t,z) = 0 corresponds to our second
scenario, while in the third scenario we have positive conditional variance.

For each 1 <7 < N, let X@ denote an observable approximation of X (7). If the sheets
XU were completely observed, as in our infeasible first scenario, X ) = X, When X0
are observed only at some discrete points t7), arbitrary X)(¢) can be obtained by simple
interpolation or defined equal to the value of X ) at the nearest neighbor of t. Finally, with
noisy, discretely observed sheets, X ) is a pilot nonparametric estimator of X¥), such as

kernel smoothing, splines etc.

Let us next introduce a general class of stochastic processes (random fields) X with
irregular realizations X, for which the regularity can vary over the domain 7.

2.2 A class of multivariate processes
Let T be an open, bounded rectangle with the closure included in (0, 00)2. In the following,

Hy,Hy: T — (0,1) are two continuously differentiable functions such that
= min inf H,(¢ . 1
f = min inf H,(t) >0 (1)

i=1,2

Let L = (Lgl), Lgl), L§2), L§2)), be a vector-valued function with non-negative, Lipschitz con-
tinuous, components functions defined on 7 such that

O+ L) >0,  WeT, i=12 (2)
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Let X be a real-valued, second order stochastic process defined over (0,00)%. Let (eq, e3)
be the canonical basis of R?, and, for sufficiently small scalars A, let

fr(e-5e)=x (o0 2e)}

Definition 1. Let Hy, H, satisfy (1). The class H*H2(L, T) is the set of stochastic processes
X satisfying the following condition: constants Ay, C, 8 > 0 exist such that for any t € T
and 0 < A < Ay,

0,7 (A) = L () A1 — L) (1) A2

0i(A) =E . i=1,2.

S CA2maX{H1(t),H2(t)}+B’ 1 = 1’ 2.

Let
A = (I (L,T),
L

where the union is taken over the set of four-dimensional functions L with non negative
positive, Lipschitz continuous components satisfying (2) The functions Hy, Hy define the local
reqularity of the process, while L represent the local Hélder constants.

Definition 1 is general, and extends the local regularity notion considered by Golovkine
et al. (2022) to processes defined over a compact interval on the real line. A main example we
have in mind is the multi-fractional Brownian sheet (MfBs) with a domain deformation. MfBs
is a generalization of the standard fractional Brownian sheet, where the Hurst parameter is
allowed to vary along the domain. The definition of this general class of processes and some
of their properties are provided in Section 5.1.

3 Local regularity estimation approach

The idea is to relate the functional parameters Hy, H, and L to quantities which are estimable
from the data. In other words, we build estimating equations for each of the parameters we
want to estimate. The parameter estimate is then obtained from the sample version of the
estimating equation.

Before proceeding with the local regularity estimation, let us discuss the identification
aspect. Definition 1 is too general and does not allow all the unknown parameters to be
identifiedwithout further restrictions. To be more clear, let Hy, Hy, H; and Hs be continuously
differentiable functions taking values in (0,1). Assume that X € H0™(L T) and X €

Hﬁlﬁz(i, T), for some L and L. Then necessarily
min{ H, (t), Hy(t)} =min{ H, (¢), Hy(t)} and max{H,(t), Hy(t)} =max{H,(t), Hy(t)},

for any t € T, and, modulo a permutation of the components, L = L. In general, the
permutation depends on the domain point . We deduce from these facts that, for instance,
only

H(t) = min{H,(t), Hy(t)} and H(t) = max{H,(t), Hy(t)},
are expected to be identifiable in the general framework we consider. Concerning the com-
ponents of L, the identifiable quantities are provided below.
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3.1 Estimating equations for H(t) and H(t)

Let X € HHvH2 Since Ab is negligible compared to A% if 0 < @ < b and A is small, in view
of Definition 1 we first define the estimation equation for H(t), for some fixed t € T .

For i = 1,2 and A sufficiently small, we have

00(8) = K@) A0 1 0(A7) = K () A0 4 K () A0 1 0(AF0+5),

where
LY () if Hy(t) < Ha(t) | LY@t) i Hi(t) > Ha(t)
K () =4 L) if Ho(t) < Hi(t), KY() =< LV(t) it Hy(t) > Hy(t) -
L)+ LY @#)  if Hy(t) = Hy(2) 0 if Hy(t) = Hay(t)
and

PE\2Hb) + 6 i H(t) =T(t)

Related to the previous discussion on the identifiability, similarly to the role of H () and H(t)
for Hy(t) and Hy(t), the functions K fi) (t) and Kéi) (t), i = 1,2 are the identifiable functionals
of L. More precisely, given the order choice in the case H;(t) # Hs(t), the functions K fi) (t)
and Kz(i)(t) represent the identifiable components of L. When H;(t) = Hy(t), only the
LP(t) + LY (t) are identifiable. See also the discussion following Proposition 4.

~ {QF(t) if H(t) < H(t)

Next, we define
1(A) = 6, (A) + 6,7 ().

The reason for considering this quantity, instead of considering Qél) (A) and 9,&2) (A) separately,
is that the Holder constant associated with H(t) can vanish, and this would prevent us from
estimating the lower regularity exponent. On contrary, v¢(A) can be written as

() = (K@) + K@) A%0 4 (KD () + K () A2O 4 0(a201)
_. Kl(t)Azg(t) +K2(t)A2ﬁ(t) +O(A2ﬁ(t)+ﬁ)7 (3)

and condition (2) guarantees K;(t), K»(t) > 0, and thus allows us to estimate H(t) consis-
tently. We also consider
7(24) 1t(A)

(2A)2H®) — A2H®) | (4)

a(A) = '

Proposition 1. Let X belong to the class HT12(L, T), introduced by Definition 1. Then,
foranyteT,

Ht) - log(vt(Qé)llg—(;g(%(A)) L O(AP-2), (5)
and
() — Ht) = log(ag(2A)) — log(a(A)) +O(AP).

= 21og(2)

6



To estimate H(t), we thus use the dominating term on the right-hand side of the repre-
sentation (5) as a proxy, for which we compute an estimate. To build a sample counterpart
of the proxy quantity, we can estimate 9§Z)(A) by

N
AA) = 5 S RO~ (A/2)e) - KO+ (A/2)e)}, =12, (6)
j=1

where X @ is the observable approximation of X () In the ideal, infeasible scenario where
the sheets X @) are completely observed, X ) = XU). When X are observed only at some
discrete points t%), the XU)(t)’s can be obtained by simple interpolation or using nearest
neighbors. Finally, with noisy, discretely observed sheets, X@ can be a pilot nonparametric
estimator of XU), such as bivariate kernel smoothing, splines etc.

An estimator of v(A) is then given by % (A) = é\él)(A) + é?)(A). By plugging this
estimator of ;(A) into (5), we obtain an estimator of H(t) :

21og(2)
1 otherwise

{ log(Fe (2A))—log(Fe (A)) if 7y\t(2A) :Y\t(A) >0 ( )
) X 7

Moreover, replacing 7; by 9; and H(t) by H(t) in (4), we get an estimator of ay :

7(28) (D) if 7 (24) (D)
at(A) = (2A)2H®)  A2H(#) (2A)2H(®) AZH(?)
1 otherwise.

Finally, using the second part of Proposition 1, we estimator an estimator of H(t) — H(t)
under the form

It will be shown below that, for the pointwise estimation of H and L, we have to dis-
tinguish between the isotropic and anisotropic cases. Here, the isotropic and anisotropic
cases are defined locally, and correspond to H(t) = H(t) and H(t) < H(t), respectively. We
propose here an estimator of H(t) which adapts to isotropy. Let us consider the event

—

Ax(r) = Ay(rit) = { (T - H)(t) > 7}, (®)

for some appropriate, small threshold 7 > 0. We then define the following estimator for
H(t) :

H(t) = H(t)+ (H — H)(t)1aye). (9)
Here, for a set S, 1g denotes the indicator of S. In Section 4.2, we provide an exponential
bound for the probability that the anisotropy detection rule defined by 1,4, fails. In

particular, that indicates how small 7 is allowed to be such that 1,4, ;) detects anisotropy
with high probability.



3.2 Estimating equations for L(t)

Assume for the moment that H(t) < H(t). A sample-based diagnosis procedure for detecting
this situation can be built using the results in Section 4.2 below. Without loss of generality,
we consider H(t) = Hy(t). Let us recall that, for i = 1,2,

0, (A) = LY () A2 0 1 LD () A=) 4 O(AM=4),

Proposition 2. Let X € HHH2. Denote D(t) = Ho(t) — Hy(t) > 0. Fori=1,2,

(i)
() gy _ Ot (A) 2D(t
Li’(t) = AT + O(AZPW),
and (i) (i)
; 1 0" (2A) 0, (A)
(1) (4 _ t G B
Ly (t) - (22D(t) _ 1)A2D(t) (2A)2H1(t) A2H: () + O(A )
We denote the estimators of the local Hélder constants by
70 70 L
1 ) 2 ) — 4y &
Li’(t), L5'(t) 1=1,2 (10)

The estimators of Lgi) (t), 1 = 1,2, are obtained by plugging into its dominating term derived
in Proposition 2, the estimators in (6), (7). For the estimators of Lg) (t), we first consider

—

D(t)=(H - H)(t) if (H—H)(t)#0, and D(t) =0 otherwise.

If lA)(t) # 0, the estimators of Lg)(t), 1 = 1,2, are obtained by plugging into its dominating
term, the estimated quantities, otherwise they are set equal to zero.

4 Non-asymptotic results

We now derive concentration inequalities for the pointwise estimators of the parameters
(Hy,H;) and L = (Lgl),Lgl),Lf),Lg)). For this purpose, we need to measure the error
between each realizations X ) of X and its observable approximation of X (), as defined in
Section 2. We consider the following ILP-risk :

Ry(m) = ilelgEHé”(t)\”], EV(t) = XV(8) - XU(t).

In general, the LP-risk depends on the expected number m of observed points t%). In the
ideal scenario where X is observed everywhere without error, R, = 0. We also consider
the following assumptions. Below, B(t;7) denote the ball of radius r centered at ¢.

Assumptions.



(H1) Let X belong to the class H#2 introduced by Definition 1, and let X¥), 1 < j < N,
be independent realizations of X.

(H2) Three positive constants a, 2 and r exist such that, for any t € T,
. . !
E|X9 () - XV (s)fp < %c&l”_ZHt — s|HE® Vs e B(t;r), Vp> 1.
(H3) Two positive constants ¢ and ®, and a function p(m) < 1, exist such that

|
Rop(m) < %c@p‘2p(m)2p, Vp>1, Vm > 1.

(H4) Two positive constants £ and v exist such that

Ry(m) < €m™", Vm > 1.

The condition in (H2) imposes sub-Gaussian local increments for X. It is satisfied by
the processes in the wide class of multi-fractional Brownian sheets (MfBs) with a domain-
deformation, as considered in Section 5.1. In the case of noisy, discretely observed realizations
XU the observable approximation can be obtained from existing bivariate nonparametric
smoothing approaches. Under mild conditions, the standard nonparametric smoothers satisfy
Assumption 3, with p(m) = 1, and Assumption 4. See Fan and Guerre (2016) for the case
of local polynomials, and Belloni et al. (2015) for general series estimators. In the second
scenario, where the X ) are observed without noise at discrete points ¢) in the domain 7,
we can simply define X ()(t) as the value of XU) at the nearest observed point t%) to ¢. To
provide a simple justification that this simple choice is valid, let us consider that a constant
C' > 0 exists such that

C'<M/m<C, VI<j<N.

Then, with probability exponentially close to 1, there exists at least one point t%) in the ball
B(t;7), provided 7 = m™?, for some § € (1/2,1). Assumption 3 is then implied by 2 with
p(m) =m 2 and $ from (1). In particular, this also guarantees 4 with v = 2§3.

4.1 Concentration bounds for the regularity estimates

We first derive the exponential bound for the concentration of the local regularity exponents.
On the one hand, the concentration will depend on the non-stochastic approximation error
between the true parameter and their respective dominating terms. From Proposition 1 these
approximation errors are

 log(1:(24)) — log(7:(A))
21og(2) ’

R(H)(t) = H(t)

and
_log(az(24)) —log(ax(A))

21og(2) ’

R(H — H)(t) = {H — H}(t)



respectively. We have
R(H)(t) = O(A20) and  R(H — H)(t) = O(4”). (11)

On the other hand, the concentration of the local regularity exponents estimators will also
depend on the error between the realizations of X and their observable approximations X ).
Finally, since we use Bernstein’s inequality, the concentration will also depend on the bound
of the moments in Assumption 2. To account for these, let

oA, m) = max{AO 2 ()}
Note that o(A, m) = A=2E® in the ideal case where XU = X©) and thus p(m) = 0.

Proposition 3. Assumptions (H1) to (H/) hold true. Let H(t) and ﬁ(t) be the estima-
tors defined in (7) and (9), respectively. If A is sufficiently small and m sufficiently large,
constants C1, ..., Cs exist such that,

Ve,7 € (0,1) satisfying max{|log(A)||R(H)(t)|, |R(H — H)(t)|} <e < 2r, (12)

then R
PIH(t) - H(t) > <| <p. (13)
and N B
P([H®) - T(®)| 22| < Cofpr+p2+ ps}, (14)
with
p1=Crexp (—CoN x & x A4ﬁ(t)Q(A,m)) :
[ A4ﬁ(t)g(A m)
_ . 2 ) 4D(t) _
p2 — eXp C4N X e X —10g2(A) A 1{ﬂ(t)<H(t)}7
[ A4ﬁ(t)g(A m)
= —CsN x 72 x — 2 NP |
ps=exp | =CsN x 7 o (A)
where

D(t)=H(t)— H(t) and oA m)=max{A 2D pm)2}-1

The term py is specific to the anisotropic case, it disappears when H(t) = H(t). We next
derive the bouriis for the concentration of the local Holder constants’ estimators. In the case
where H(t) # H(t), without loss of generality, we set

H(t) = Hi(t) < Ho(t) = H(t),
such that Lgl)(t) and L§2)(t) are the Holder constants corresponding to H(t). et

(A
A2H1 (t)

R(LY)() = LY (t) = O(A?PW),
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and

6)(28) 64
(2A)2H1(2) ~ A2H1(Y)

1
(22D(t) — 1)A2D(®)

R(LY)(t) = LY (t) - _O(AP), i=1,2.

Proposition 4. Assume that the conditions of Proposition 3 hold true. Then, for the esti-
mators in (10), positive constants €4, ..., &, exists such that, fori = 1,2, and

Ve € (0,1) satisfying max { |R(L) ()], [log(A)|RUE)(8)], [RAA-H)®)|} <= (15)

"

Moreover, if in addition |R(L;i))(t)\ <e,i=1,2 then

"

we have

—_

L) - Lg“(t)‘ > 5) < € exp <—€2N x 2 X

A4ﬂ(t)g(A,m)) ' (16)

log*(A)

L9(¢) - Lé“(t)\ > )

A®) o(A m)

x (220 1)2> . (17)

The second exponential bound in Proposition 4 becomes trivial when D(t) = 0, and this
reveals that the case Hi(t) = Ha(t) requires special attention. In this case, the estimator
proposed for Lgi) (t) becomes an estimator of Lgi) (t) + Lg) (t), i = 1,2. The indicator of the
set defined in (8) provides a tool for detecting whether or not H;(t) = Hs(t), given a data
set. In the following, we investigate the risk associated with this diagnosis tool.

4.2 A risk bound for the anisotropy detection
Assume without loss of generality that H(t) < Hy(t). Equation (3) then becomes

1(A) = 67(2) +67(A)
— (Lgl)(t) + L§2) (t)) AZH1(t) | (Lgl)(t) i Lé”(t)) A1) | O(A22(6)+5)
= Kl(t)Awl(t) +K2(t)A2H2(t) +O(A2H2(t)+5).

We can now write
log(a(2A)) — log(ag(A))
2log 2

Therefore, if D(t) = Hy(t) — Hy(t) = 0, we get

log(a(2A)) — log(ag(A))
2log 2

= D(t)+ 0 (A").

—0(A%).
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We deduce that, for the event Ay (7) introduced in (8), we have to choose 7 such that
A = o(7'/#). The following result proposes an exponential bound for the risk associated to
the rule defined by the indicator 14, ;) in the definition (9).

Proposition 5. Assume that the conditions of Proposition 3 hold true. Let
max{|log(A)||R(H)(t)|, |[R(H — H)(t)|} <27 < {H(t) — H(t)} + Lipe)_nme)-
If A is sufficiently small and m sifficiently large, for An(T) defined in (8), we have

A4ﬁ(t) Q(A, m) A4D(t)

P <1AN(T) 7§ 1{ﬂ(t)<ﬁ(t)}> < C3 exXp [—C5N X 7'2 X 10g2(A) ’

where C3 and Cy are the positive constants defined as in Proposition 3.

For a choice of A, Proposition 5 allows us to determine the rate of decrease for 7 such that
the indicator of Ax(7) detects with high accuracy whether or not Hy(t) = Hy(t). The fastest
rate depends on the approximation errors (11), which are characteristics of the process X.

5 Examples

We propose two applications where our estimation approach for the local regularity for mul-
tivariate functional data opens the door to new procedures and sharp results.

5.1 Estimating the characteristics of general Gaussian processes

The multifractional Brownian motion (MfBm) is a generalization of the standard fractional
Brownian motion, where the Hurst parameter is allowed to vary along the path. There
are several possible definitions of such a process. They lead to indistinguishable processes,
up to a multiplication by a deterministic function. Here, the multi-parameter, anisotropic
multifractional Brownian sheet, which is a multivariate extension, is defined following Herbin
(2006). This definition relies on the so-called harmonizable representation of the MfBm, see
Peltier and Lévy Véhel (1995), Benassi et al. (1997), Ayache et al. (2000), Lebovits and Véhel
(2011) among others.

Definition 2. Set d € N* and let n = (n1,...,nq) : [0,00)¢ = (0,1)% be a deterministic

map. The multifractional Brownian sheet W = (W (u) : u € (0,00)?%) with Hurst functional
parameter 1 is defined as follows :

d eitka -1 -~

_ 1 _ — u Ood
W('"')_<g0<m<u>>)/RdgmkWH%B(dQ’ = (0o

where { = (Ci,...,Cq) and B is the Fourier Transform of the white noise in Re. Here, for
any positive x,

9 1/2
C(z) = .
(z) {F(Qa: +1) Sil’l(ﬂ'l’):|
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Notice that, when d = 1, the measure B (d¢) is the unique, complex-valued Gaussian
measure which can be associated with a standard Gaussian measure over R by a ‘stochastic
Parseval identity’, see Stoev and Taqqu (2000), equation (2.4). In particular, the construction

of B (d¢) ensures that W is real-valued.

We focus on the case d = 2, and redefine W = (W(u) : w € U) as the restriction to
an open subset U C (0,00)* of the multifractional Brownian sheet with Hurst functional
parameter n = (1n1,72). Note that W is a centered Gaussian process with the covariance
function

E[W (w)W (v)]= HD(W(U)J%(’U)) uzk(u)Jrnk(v)_l_UZk(u)-mk(v)_ g — Uk|"k(u)+m(”) ’
k=12

u = (ug,us),v = (v1,v9) € U, where
D(z,y) = C*((z +y)/2)- (2C(z)C(y))"" and D(z,z)=1/2. (18)
In particular, the variance of W is given by E[IW?(u)] = u?"l(u)ugnz(u).

Moreover, we consider a domain deformation A, that is a positive and invertible applica-
tion A: T — U. Let

X=WoA and 6(ts)=E[{X(t)—X(s)}’], VE,seT.
Proposition 6. Ifn:U — (0,1)? and A: T — U are continuously differentiable,
O(t,s) = | Ay (£)|2 )9, Ag (£) (11 — 51) + O Ag(t) (ty — 55)| 2D
+ [ Ax(8)PO10, AL () (1 — 1) + 0241 (2) (12 — 52) P + O([[t — s]|)
+O([t — s|PEOH) + O (||t — 5| OH2O) -t s e T,
where 01, s denote the partial derivatives and

Hi=moA and Hy;=mny0A.

The proof of the following corollary is immediate, and will thus be omitted.

Corollary 1. Assume the conditions of Propositiont, and that there exist p € (0,1) such
that
0<H(t) - H(t) < ——

Then X = W o A € HIvH2 with L given by :
LUV (t) = | A ()220, A, (8) 21O LD () = | Ay (8)[211 O], A, ()22,

L (8) = [As(8) P00, A ()P0, L7 (8) = Ay ()10, Ao ().
Let us note that without domain deformation, i.e., when A is the identity, L = (1,0,0, 1).

The estimation approach introduced in Section 3 allows to estimate H;, Hy and L in general.
The estimation of the domain deformation A is investigated in the following.
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5.1.1 Estimating equations for the domain deformation

When one realization of the process is observed on a dense, regular grid, the estimation
of the Hurst function of a multifractional Brownian motion was considered by Shen and
Hsing (2020). See also Hsing et al. (2016).The use of deformation to model non-stationary
processes was first introduced into the spatial statistics literature by Sampson and Guttorp
(1992). One dimensional deformations behave locally as a change of scale. In two dimension,
deformations can rotate, as well as scale local coordinates. See Anderes and Stein (2008),
Anderes and Chatterjee (2009) and Clerc and Mallat (2003) for more details. The fact that
the deformation can rotate is mainly related to the identification problem discussed in Section
3.

As a consequence of our new approach, we can build a nonparametric estimator of the
deformation A under mild technical conditions. We consider that

some (to, sg) € T is given for which Aj(to, so) and As(to, So) are known. (19)

This initial condition avoids identification issues arising in a fully non parametric setup. We
also assume that the time-deformation A is such that

. . . > : y — .
t1£17f_Ak(t) > 0, %g_QAk(t) >0 and %2;_{81Ak(t) + 02 Ak(t)} > 0, i,k =1,2. (20)

Finally, we set H;(t) < Hs(t) and focus on the first coordinate A; of the deformation A. By

Corollary 1, we have
LV (t) = Ay(8) 200, A, (£)* 1 ®),

Since the variance of X is given by
v(t) = E[X(2)°] = Ag(8)*0 A, (8)), (21)

it follows that

L\ ™7 _ o)
A

Integrating both sides we obtain
t1
log Al(t) = / fl(S, tg)ds + h(tg), for t= (tl, tg) c T,
to

where h is a real-valued function of ¢, and

()T

The function h is determined by

1
W (ts) (to, t2) := (ng)(t0=t2)> e .

h(t) (to, ta)

14



This leads us to the following estimating equation :

t1 to
Al (t) = )\1 exXp (/ fl(S, tg)dS +/ g1 (t(), S)dS) s where )\1 = Al (to, 80). (22)
to

S0

An estimator El of the first component of the domain deformation is easily obtained by
replacing f; and g; by their estimates in (22). Estimators of f; and g; are naturally obtained
by plugging into their expressions, the estimators of Lgl), ng)’ H; and an estimator v(t) of
the variance v(¢).

To provide a theoretical result for 21, for simplicity, in addition to (1), we assume that
constants 3, # are known such that

. (4) 7
0<p< fuin ;Q;Hk(t) and max ilelTp Ly (t) < p. (23)

We then truncate the estimators, i.e., we replace Hy(t) and Lgi) (t) correspondingly by
max{Hy(t), 8}  and mm{Lg“(t),B}, VteT, ki=1,2,

respectively. Given the relationship (21) and condition (20), the variance v(t) is necessarily
bounded away from zero. Finally, for the estimator of v(t), we assume that, a constant C,
exists such that

sup {o@®)/v@)}] <Cy, Vp=1 (24)

This condition can be satisfied if, for instance, a positive lower bound a for A; and A, is
known in (20). By (21), we then have

v(t) > v := min(a*, 1).

In this case, ¥(t) can simply be defined as maximum between v and the empirical second
order moment of the observable approximations X ).

Let
Fo=swB[Ifit) - A@)l],  G=swE[§() - a®)],
teT teT

and diam(7) = sup, .7 ||8' — s||. For the next result, let A = m™* and p(m) = m™", with
a>0,b>0and p(m) introduced in Assumption 3. Moreover, let

X(t) = a{2D(t) + 1} — min{aH (t),b/2} > 0.

Proposition 7. The assumptions of Propositions 3 and 6, and conditions (19), (20), (23)
and (24) hold true. Moreover, we assume that constants ay and Ay exist such that

|
E[X (¢)¥] < %alaq’—?, vpe{1,2...}.

15



Then Fy + G < oco. Moreover, let

<l<1/2. (25)

172 ()l o {log(m)/ loz(N))
’ +

Then, if m and N are sufficiently large, positive constants &,, ¢, and Gy exist such that,

E[|4it) - 40)]

alog(m)
m2aD@®) —x(®)

< € A (t) diam(T) max {1, [1,G1} { N2 eXp(—QQNZ)} :

A similar representation can be derived for A,, that is

Ay(t) = Ay exp ( /t " s, ta)ds + / ? ool s)ds) , (26)

50

where

1 1
L) 70 L9 (5, 1) | T
fa(t) = ( 22;(15() )> , o go(to t2) = W and Ay = As(to, 50).

Estimators of f, and g, are obtained by plugging into their expressions, the estimators of
Lg), i = 1,2, Hy, and an estimator of v(t). Let Ay be the estimator of A, obtained by plug-in
using (26). Under the conditions of Proposition 7, we can show that Fy 4+ G5 is finite and
derive a similar bound for the L!—risk of 22. The arguments are similar and thus omitted.

5.2 Adaptive optimal bivariate smoothing

Consider the problem of nonparametric pointwise estimation of a 2-dimensional anisotropic
regression function from a class of functions which are v;—H&lder continuous in the direction
e;, with ~; € (0,1], ¢ = 1,2. It is well-known that, under some conditions on the noise
and given an iid sample of size My, the minimax rate of convergence for the estimation of a
regression function f over the class is

M, =, (27)
where the effective smoothness « is defined by the formula

1 1 1
Y Y12

See Ibragimov and Khas'minskii (1981), Lepskii and Spokoiny (1995), Hoffmann and Lepski
(2002), Guillou and Klutchnikoff (2011), Bhattacharya et al. (2014).

In the context of multivariate functional data, a natural issue is the reconstruction of the
realizations of X using the data. To match the standard nonparametric regression setup, we
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hereafter consider the case where the set H#2 in Definition 1, is built with the restriction
L = (L1,0,0, Ly). Fortunately, the local regularity of a process X € H7#2 is intrinsically
linked to the regularity of the sample paths of the process. Let t € T and assume that

max sup E[{X (t - Ae;/2) — X (t+ Aei/z)}zpl e - .
=12 0ca<ao E [{X (¢ — Ae;/2) — X (£ + Ae;/2)}]

By Revuz and Yor (1994, Theorem 2.1, page 26), almost any realization of X is locally
~vi—Holder continuous in the direction e;, for any order 0 < 7; < H;(t). See also Lemma
SM.4 in the Supplementary Material.

Let us notice that, with the simplified structure of L in the definition of H7t2  the
identification problem mentioned in Section 3 no longer occurs, and we have

01 (A) = Li(#) A2M® 4 O(A2FOH0) = 1,2,

Following the methodology introduced in Section 3, we consider the estimating equations for
the local regularity exponents :

~log(6y”(24)) — log (6 (A))

H;(t) = 21082 +0(A%), i=1,2.

Applying these equations with a learning set of realizations of X, we get the estimates f]l(t)

Consider now a new realization X" of X, for which (Y,¢*, t'"), 1 < m < M, with
Yoew = Xnew(Enew) 4 enet 1 <m < M,,

are observed. Here, M, is a realization of the variable M, while the ¢ are independent
realizations of the bi-dimensional vector T', with M and T introduced in Section 2.1. We use
the Nadaraya-Watson estimator to estimate X" (t), and we consider the simpler version with
two bandwidths. Formally, let K : R? — R, be a density with the support in [—1, 1] x [-1, 1],
and B = diag(1/hy,1/hs) a positive, 2 x 2 bandwidth matrix. Considering the vectors t and
t'°" as column matrices, and using the rule 0/0 = 0, the Nadaraya-Watson estimator is then

My My

v new (4. new K (B(tsz - t)) . newy s new

X B) =SV ST B D) = 3 YW (t).
m=1 m=1 m m=1

To achieve the optimal rate of convergence, the bandwidths have to be selected according to
the regularity of X. For deriving the properties of X" (¢; B), we impose the following mild
assumptions. B(0,r) denote the ball centered at the origin of R?, with radius 7.

Assumptions.

(LP1) Two positive constants x and 7 exist such that
K ' 1pon(t) < K@) <k, VteT.

hi, ho € H with H, a bandwidth range satisfying v/minf # — oo and sup H — 0.
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(LP2) A constant c exists such that fr(t) > ¢ > 0,Vt € T, where fr is the density function
of the random vector T' that generated the independent copies ¢, 1 < m < M,.

(LP3) The error terms " are iid, zero mean random variables with constant variance o?.

The variables My, X", £ and e, 1 < m < My, are mutually independent. A

m

constant ¢ > 0 exists such that ¢! < My/m < c.
(LP4) The estimators H;(t) and L;(t) are independent of the variables My, X", £ and

) m )
et Moreover,

P (min {|ﬁ1,.(t) —H,@)|, | Li(t) — L,-(t)|} > log_a(m)> <texp(-m), i=1,2,
where £, is some positive constant and a > 1.

In view of our result from Section 4, condition LP4 holds true under mild conditions. Let
us consider the pointwise, conditional mean square risk of X" given the integer My, that
is

~ 2
R(t:B, M) = E l{X”ew(t; B) - X"ew(t)} ‘MO} . (29)
We first derive a bound of this risk when H;, Hy and Lq, Ly are given.

Proposition 8. Assume that (LP1), (LP2) and (LP3) hold true. Then

2 2

R(t; B, My) < AN A— 2L1(t)thl(t) + 2L2(t)h§H2(t) + negligible terms. (30)
CcTr M()hlhg

Minimizing the dominating terms in the risk bound yields the optimal bandwidths. These
bandwidths, and the resulting risk rate, will depend on the regularity of the process and the
Holder constants. These facts are gathered in the following result. Before stating it, let

w( ) _ Hl(t)HQ(t)
Hy(t) + Ha(t)’
denote the effective smoothness of X at ¢, and let

w(t) 1

) = w41 @

Moreover, let H(t) = 2H,(t)Ha(t) + Hi(t) + Ha(t).

Corollary 2. The minimum of the dominant terms in the risk bound in Proposition § is
attained at (hi, h3), with

1 1
A (t 2H(t)+17 ZH@®) 3 Ao(t 2H1 (t)+172H®)
1(t) } and ki = M, ® l—z( ) } ,

hi = My ® {
1 0 As(t) Aq(2)
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where Ai(t) = k*0?/{4cm H;(t)L;(t)}, i = 1,2. Then, up to negligible terms,

2w(t)

R(t; B', My) < My *© 7T (¢),
where B* = diag(1/h%,1/h3), and

K2 o? Ha(t) Hi(t)
[y(t) = ??Al(t) "o No(8) 7O {14+ 2H(t) + 2Hy(t)} .
The rate of R(¢t;B*, M) is the minimax rate (27) for the effective smoothness w(t).
In general, w(t) is larger than the local effective smoothness of the realization X", but
arbitrarily close provided (28) is satisfied. Finally, we derive the bound of the average,
pointwise risk (29) when the regularity parameters are estimated, following our methodology.
Let ﬁ’{ and ﬁ; be the bandwidths obtained by replacing H;(t) and L;(t) by their estimates

H;(t) and L;(t) in the expressions of hi and hj, respectively. Let B = diag(l/?f{, 1/%;)

Proposition 9. Assume the conditions of Proposition § and /j hold true. Then

~ % 2“’—“)4_2 log*fl(m

R(t; B, My) < Ty(t)M, =07 "X {14 oflog~(m))},

2,52 A ($)2H1()+1\ 1(®) A (£)2H2 @)1\ 22(#)
Moy 2 ) + Lo(t) (—2“ ) .

[y(t) = mA(fl(t)(t)A;cz(t)(t) +Li(2) ( Ay(t) Mi(t)

Proposition 9 shows that, modulo some constant terms, the price for the estimation of the

local regularity is the factor Mg 1og*a(m)’ for some a > 1. Since m'°& (™ = ¢ for any m > 0,
the factor is essentially equal to 1 under very mild condition.

A  Proofs

Below ~ means left hand side bounded above and below by constants times the right hand
side.

Proof of Proposition 1. By definition, we have that
v(A) = (K}”(t) + K? (t)) A2L® L O(AP) = K(£)A2LO 1 0(AP),

Moreover, K(t) = K;(t) + Ky(t) if H(t) = H(t), and K(t) = K,(t) otherwise, with K ()
and K5(t) defined (3). We deduce
log(14(22)) — log((a)) _ 108 (KA + O(A%) — log (K (1) 4%+ 0(a7)
21log(2) B 2log(2)
log (1 + 0(A5—2ﬂ<t>)) —log(1 + O(AF22®))
=)+ 21og(2)

= H(t) + O(A2®) - (31)
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which gives the first part of the statement. For the second part, by the expansion (3),
Y (A) = K (8)AMO 1 KQ(t)AQF(t) + O(A2ﬁ(t)+6).

Therefore, ay(A) can be written as

7t(24) 7t(A)
a(A) = ‘(2A)2ﬂ(t) T OAZH(®)
_ ‘ Ko () <22ﬁ(t)—2ﬂ(t) _ 1) AZTW=210) | O AZT0-21(t)+5)
— }F(t)‘ A2ﬁ(t)—2§(t) + O(Azﬁ(t)—2g(t)+ﬁ)‘
Finally, replace v; by oy in (31), and derive the representation for H(t) — H(t). O
Proof of Proposition 2. Similar to that of Proposition 1. O

Proof of Proposition 3. We next simply write o(A) instead of o(A, m). The proof is organized
in several steps. First, using Assumptions 2, 3 and 4, combined with Bernstein’s inequality,
a constant u > 0 exists such that, for any i = 1,2, e € (0,1), and 0 < A < Ay :

max {P (37(8) - 617(2) > £) P (617(8) — 0 (8) < —) } < exp (—uN0(2)), (32)

with Gti)(A) defined in (6), and provided that m is sufficiently large. The proof of (32) is
provided in the Supplementary Material.

Step 1 : proof of equation (13). For max{R(H)(t), R(H — H)(t)} < e < 27, we have
P(IH(t) - H(t)| > 2¢| <P ||H(t) — H(t) + RUE)(®) > 2| = A

Using the definitions and elementary inequalities, we have

o Tl (BN [ <y
A, =P _l g(%(QA)At(A))‘ > 2¢el gQ]
F2AWA) | ] Lo [FRAA) .
e BACINE AP } F {%@A)m) =2 }
[7:(2A) . 7 (2A) . e (A) . e (A) .
=Flen) ” 2] tr [wm =2 } tr [%<A> = } F {mm =2 }
< dexp (—uN(Z — 1P7(A)o(A)) + dexp (—uN(1 — 27, (A)o(A)) .

where 7,(A) = min{12(2A),72(A)}, and the last line is a direct consequence of (32).

By elementary algebra and the fact that, for small A, we have 1, (A) = K, (¢)A22E® (1 4
o(1)}, we deduce that positive constants C; and Cs exist such that

Pl|At) — H(t) > g] < Cyexp (—CuNe2AM® (A)) | (33)
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Step 2. This step consists in proving that constants Ly, Lg exist such that

P(a(A) — ar(A)] > €) < Ly exp (—LN%) , (34)

provided A is sufficiently small. The proof is relegated to the Supplementary Material.
Step 3. To prove equation (14), we recall that

H(t)=H(t)+D() and  H(t)=H(t)+ D(t)laye),
where the event Ay(7) is defined in (8), and D(#) is the estimator of the difference H(¢) —
H{(t). We simply write Ay instead of Ay(7) in the sequel. Two cases can be distinguished :

the isotropic case, where H(t) = H(t), and the anisotropic case, where H(t) < H(t). In the
anisotropic situation, we use (33), with € as in (12), to get

P Hﬁ(t) - F(t)‘ > 25} <P Hﬁ(t) - g(t)) > g} TP Hﬁ(t) - D(t)) > g} + PlAy]

< Oy exp (—CuNe2AM B o(A)) + P Hf)(t) - D(t)‘ > e| +P[Ay].

Here, for a set A, A denotes its complement. We now remark that, for ¢ as in (12),

P Hf)(t) - D(t)) > g} <P Hlog (M) ‘ > glog(Q)]

ay(A)ar(24)
o[ o] ) o] o[ o] o[

We focus on the first term, the other three can be bounded similarly. By (34), for small A,

P [iig;i; > 28/2] =P [at(QA) - at(2A) > (25/2 . 1)Oét(2A)]

— LN (27 = Dy (24)) log®(A)

< Z~L5 exp

Since (2/2 — 1)2 > £2log?(2) /4, we obtain that

-~ B B 4H(t)
P |iOét(2A> Z 25/2:| S L5 exp _L7N€2A27Q(A)A4D(t) ’
a(2A) log*(A)

for some positive constant L;. The same inequality, with possibly different constants, remains
valid for the three other terms. Therefore, a constant Lg exists such that, for ¢ as in (12),

A o(A) A4D(®)
log®(A)

P Hf)(t) - D(t)) > g} < Lgexp [—E7Ne2 (35)
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Finally, it remains to bound P[Ay]. Since 7 < D(t)/2, we obtain
P(Ay) =P (5@) ~D(t) <7~ D(t)> <P (f)(t) —D(t) < —7> .

Using (35) with 27 in place of ¢ (which is allowed by the condition £ < 27) leads to

_ . i AT (1)
P[Ay] < Lgexp —4L7N7'2A27Q(A)A4D(t) : (36)
log™(A)
This implies, for € as in (12),
P [[H(t) - H(t)] > €] < C1exp [~CN (/A p(A)]
- . AH® (A) = ; AH® ()
L —L;N(e?/4) ————=AP®| 4 [ 4L NTP— AP 37
+ 8exp[ 7N (e/4) logz(A) + Lgexp “NT log2(A) , (37)

and this concludes the proof of the anisotropic case.

For the isotropic case, where H(t) = H(t), we use (33) and decompose as follows :

p([H) - Tt)| > ] <P [[HE) - Ht)| > ¢] +Play]
< Cyexp [~CoNe2 A0 o(A)] + P[Ay].
We now have to bound P[Ay], instead of P[Ay]. For this, we can simply write

P[Ax] =P[D(t) > 7] = P[D(t) — D(t) > 7].

Using (35) with 27 in place of ¢ we then obtain

B N 4H(t)
P[An] < Lgexp —4L7N72A279(A)A4D(t) : (38)
log®(A)
which leads to
P Hﬁ(t) - F(t)‘ > g] < Oy exp [~CuNe2AM® p(A)]
- L AT (A)
L — AL, NT? = I AP 39
+ seXP[ 7INT logQ(A) (39)

Combining (37) and (39), three positive constants Ls, Ly and L exist such that
P Hﬁ(t) - F(t)‘ > g] < Lg{ exp [~ LyNe2 AYE®) g(A)]
+ exp [—L4NT2A4ﬁ(t)Q(A) log_2(A)A4D(t)] + P} ,
for any ¢ as in (12), where
P =exp [—L5N52A4ﬁ(t)g(A) log_2(A)A4D(t)} Lip)<mn-

Let us note that P is a term which only occurs in the anisotropic case. O
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Proof of Proposition 4. Proof of (16). Here is the anisotropic case, and we consider H;(t) =
H(t). Set ¢ as in (15) and, for i = 1,2, define

1) - 19(0)] 2 22) < (|20t - 000+ RU)0)| 2 <) =2

p(A

Using the definition of Lgi) (t) we can decompose :

, i) 2H (t) : 2H (t) 2H (t) ~3
A < P Z-)(A) > (1 +5A(i)—> +P % < (1 +5A(i)—> . (40)
0y (A) 0y (A) B 0y (A)

To bound these two terms, we first notice that a constant K exists such that, Ve as in (15),

N

®\?
A2t ) 1 -
l4e——— | >14e——-—o 4+ cO(AMOHEO) > ] 4 K
() - - = ?
< 0;" (D) 2/1+ LV (¢)

provided A is sufficiently small. Then, by (32), for sufficiently large m,

() A% A2
mz(ugm) §exp<—uKNa (69 (A)} Q(A)).

Since 6" (A) ~ L\ () A22® we obtain :

D=

o) 2H(t)
0 (D) (. %)7 < exp (—LN2AM® o(A)) (41)
0" (A)

for some constant £. For the second term, since A is small, and log(z) < x — 1, x > 0,

A2H(®) { A2H(t) }5
P | ogm <{1+e—m—
A2H(t) Hé )(A)

provided ¢ satisfies (15). Using (33), we get

A2H(t)

A2H

<1- K5]<Plﬁ(t)—ﬂ(t)>— K2 5},

1

A2H(®) A2H(@®) \ 2 Cy K2 AH®) o(A)
— < S < — 2 .
N (1 + 899(A)> < Ciexp ( 1 Ne o (A) ) (42)

Finally, combining (40), (41), (42), and considering, without loss of generality, Ay < e™! in

Definition 1, positive constants €; and €, exist such that, Ve as in (15), we have :

A@%(A)) p
— 1=1,2.
log*(A) /) ’
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Proof of (17): Fort € T and i = 1,2, let

0 (28)  7(A)
(2A)2H®) — A2H(®)

6 (20)  6(A)

)
and &\’ (A) = B) b
t (2A)2H®)  A2H®)

For any ¢ such that |R(L§i))(t)| < ¢ (recall |R(L;i))(t)\ = O(AP)) and i = 1,2, we decompose
as follows :

P (L;“ (t) — L9(8) > 22, D(t) # o) < BY 4+ BY) 4 BY 1 BY,

where

5
|
=

SN

~(i) (@)
i) (i) ) _pf & (A) —ay (A)
ay (A) — oy’ (A) > 5/3) , By’ = P({ZD“) 3 t ) > e/3],

0 _ (i) 1 B 1 D
b= (at (&) ({45<t> “11AZ@ (400 — 1}A2D“>) 23,00 7 O) -

1 1 ~
=P <{4ﬁ(t) — 1}A2D®) T 14D® — 1JAD0 > \/e/3,D(t) # O) ‘

By the arguments used for (34), m sufficiently large, constants C, and C, exists such that,
Ve such that |log(A)||R(H)(t)| < e (recall |R(H)(t)| = O(A*’®) in the anisotropic case),

: ~ ~ A
Bp < Ciexp [—C2N€

AT® o(A)

and Béi) < Cyexp [—C'QN52 (4P® — 1)2A1P®)

To bound B and B{" in (43), we use the fact that a{” (A) ~ LY (£)(4P® —1)A2P®) Lemma
SM.1 in the Supplement, and the fact that Lgl), L§2) are bounded functions. Moreover, we
show that the probability of the event {lA)(t) = 0} is negligible, see (SM.6). The details are
given in the Supplementary. From that and (44), the proof follows. O

Proof of Proposition 5. A direct consequence of (36) and (38). O

Proof of Proposition 6. First, let us denote
B(t,s) =2D(Hy(t), Hi(s))D(Hz(t), Ha(s)) Vt,s e T,

with D(z,y) defined in (18). By construction the function B(,-) is symmetric. Moreover,
we show in the Supplementary Material that

B(t,s) = 5 + Ot — s|). (45)
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Next, using the covariance function structure of the process X, we can write :

0(t,s) = E[X?(t)] + E[X?(s)] — 2E[X () X (s)]
=B (t,s) + Bi(s,t) + Ba(t, s) + Bs(t,s) — By(t,s), Vt,seT,
where

By (2, 5) = A (DO A1) PO — Bt 5) 4, ()] O+

A
X ([ Az (B) 2O 4 | Ay (5) 2O+ |

By(t, 5) = B(t, 5) (| AL ()OI | 4 () PO | 4y (8) — Ay(s)|H2(O+Hal)

By(t,s) = B(t, 5) (|Ax(t)[ 00 4 | Ay (5)[F2OHRE) [ 4, (2) — A, ()1 OHRE),

Ba(t,s) = B(t, 5)|Ai(t) = Ai(s)| O Ay (8) — Ag(s)[OHRE),

Let
\Al(t)‘Hl(t)—Hl(S)‘Az(t)‘Hz(t)—Hz(S) — B(t, s)

a(t,s) = B, 5)

We then have :
Bi(t,s) + Bi(s,t) = B(t, s) (a(t, s)| A (t)| D) — |4, (5)|H20)+H2(0))
> (‘A ( )‘Hl(t)+H1(s) . (8,t)‘A1(S)|H1(t)+H1(S))
+ [Ay(s) ORI Ay (2)| ORI B (2, 5) {alt, s)a(s, t) — 1} . (46)
Using (45), we show in the Supplementary Material that
a(t, s)a(s,t) — 1 = O(||t — s||*). (47)
We can next deduce that
B(t, s) (a(t, s)| A ()| — | 4y(s)[OHE)
(14 (g)| O+ a(Sat)\A1(8)|H1(t)+Hl(s)) = O(|[t — s|I*).
From this and (47), equation (46) becomes :
Bi(t,s) +Bi(s, t) = O(||t — s||?).
For the terms Bs(t, s) and By(t, s), we apply (45). Finally, we get
E[(X(t) — X(s))’]
— By(t,5)+ = 5 ([T 4, ()| DO Ay () — Ag(s)] TR

+ 54 >\H1 L) | Ay ()OI |4, (8) = Ai(8) O L O([1t — s]1?).
The last expression and the Taylor expansion then imply
E[(X () — X(s))%] =| A1 ()P ®|0, Ay (8) (1 — 1) 4 OrAs(t)(ts — s9) 272
+ A ()P0 Ay (8) (01— 1) + Do Av (E) (£ — 55) 21
+O(||t — s|?) + O(||t — s|2ZO+1) + 0 <||t _ 8H2ﬂ(t)+2ﬁ(t)> .
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Proof of Proposition 7. We start by showing that

sl [|Fi(t) ~ AB)P] <00 and  supE [[G(t) ~ a(®)F] < oo (45)
teT teT

Since E|f1(8)— fi(£)]> < 2f2(t)+ 2E|f1(¢)|2, it suffices to bound f2(¢) and E| f;(¢)|%. By (20)
and (23), 1
726 = (B0 /o) ™ < (B/w)*
Moreover, )
) = (200 /5)) ™ < (5/u)* x {o()/08)}2
Therefore, by (24) we obtain

EIR®PE < (5/)° < E[{u(t)/5)} ] < .

The first part of (48) follows, the second part can be obtained with similar arguments.

Next, by the condition (24) and Fubini’s Theorem, a constant &, exists such that

E || A:(2) —El(t)\] < € A(2) [/1E|f1(satz) — fi(s, ta)[ds

to

t2
4 / E[Gi(to, ) — g1(fo, s)|ds| . (49)

S0

A detailed justification of the last inequality is provided in the Supplementary Material. We
next bound the two integrals in (49). For A € (0, 1), we define the set

ON) = {Ifi(s,t2) = fuls, ) <A}

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

/tlE[lﬁ(s,tz) flStz / /\+IE |f1$t2) fl(s,t2)|1@(A)Dd3

to

(A+E Fi(s. ) — fl(s,t2)|2]1/2IP1/2(@()\))) ds. (50)

We now want to apply Lemma SM.5 in the Supplementary Material with
7O s 1 (1) 1

ay = Li’(t), by =v(t), cny=—= and a=Ly’'(t), b=wv(t), c= .

N 1 ( ) N ( ) N Hl(t) 1 ( ) ( ) Hl(t)

and € = 3/v. We first note that, by Proposition 4 with i = 1, for any ¢ satisfying (15),

7

—

Lgl)(t) — Lgl)(t)‘ > 5) < & exp <—€2N52

A p(A, m))
log®(A)
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Moreover, by Lemma SM.6, and for sufficiently large m, there exists a constant e such that
e 1),  B(E) —v(®)] = n) < 2exp(—eNn?).

It remains to derive a bound for the concentration of ¢y, which follows from that on the
concentration of H;(t), and the fact that H; <1 : for any ¢ satisfying (15), and thus (12),

P(d{ex — ¢} = 2) = P (£{Hi(t) - Hi(O)H1 +eH\ ()} > eHX())
<P (+{H(t) - Hi(0)} = Hi )/ {1+ =Hi(8)})
and thus, by Proposition 3,
Pﬂqr—d25)géumpCiBNﬂfM}ﬁA“m”dAmO)
Finally, by Lemma SM.5 we obtain
M@@»:PQﬂ&m—ﬁ@@nzgg%m@gmNVAwwmmgmm%ﬁ@n,

for some constants ¢, ga, provided (15) is satisfied with ¢ = A. By (50), we now write

[ B[R - st as

’ t1 . / A2H1(s,t2) A
< /to <A+ingE [|f1(t)—f1(t)|2}l 2Q1GXP{—Q2N>\2 10g2(gA() ,m)}) ds
A?o(A, m) H

log®(A)
A simple choice of A can be defined as follows : for some suitable ¢ € (0,1/2), let

< diam(7) max {1, su;zE [\ﬁ(t) — fi (t)|2] 1/2} {)\ + q1 exp {—qu)\2

| log(A)] NE-1/2
Ay/o(A, m)

which satisfies (15), provided that ¢ satisfies (25). We then obtain

/t1 E [\ﬁ(s,h) _ f1(8,t2)|} ds < C (A“%’y&]\ﬂ—lp I qle_‘”Nl) |

A:

Y

to Q(Av m)

for some constant C. Up to a change of the constants C, ¢;, g2, a similar bound holds true
for the second integral on the RHS on (49). It remains to replace A and p(m) by m~* and
m~", respectively. O

Proof of Proposition 8. The risk R(t; B, M) is the sum of the squared bias and the variance,
for which we derive the following bounds in Lemma SM.3 in the Supplement :

<Z{Xnew (t:B) — X"t >}W;1W<t>> 1
sz@dwﬁmw+h(mwz}ﬂ+d>}
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and, for some a; > 1,

2 2 1

Mo 2
newyynew KO —-1/4
g W t ‘M < {1 M, } .
(mZI €m m ( )) o = cr ] [0h1h2 + a1 M

O

Proof of Proposition 9. Let &(t), @;(t) and A;(t) be the estimators obtained by replacing
H;(t) and L;(t) in the definitions of w(t), «;(t) and A;(t), respectively. We define the sets

F= () {la) - ait) <log“(m)} and 8:ﬂ{/A\i(t)/Ai(t)—l‘glog‘“(m)},

i=1,2 i=1,2

with a from assumption 4.

Since 7} and A% are independent of the new realization X", by (30) we obtain

2 2
E )/(\*new t’ﬁ* _ X new (¢ 2M7ﬁ*’/};*i| Si o
(e B) = x| B ) < S

+ 2Ly (RO + 2L () {5}

Replacing the expressions of ﬁ’{ and 2’2‘, we have

2 2 2 2
K0 Ko Mga(t)Jrocz(t)—lAl—o‘l(t)(t)Az_az(t)(t) x T(¢),

A*A*

where P S
—am AT ()AL ()

Al—al (t) (t)A2—Q2(t) (t) )
Let Epg[-] = E[- | My]. Then, on the event F N &, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

ff (t) _ M(?l (t)+az(t)—ai(t)

2 2 2

K g K 0'2 _ _ _ =
By | ————1 < 22 g @tea®=lpymeald) () A me2 (D) ) [T )1 ]
Mo o Mohihy FREl = T 0 1 (t)A, (t)Ens, | T(8)1rne
0% )Lt 2log(m) «—ar(®)ron 1—a R0 R; 20y
< T g e ezton sy s ey, | A (O8e ED)y T
cn Ay ()AL TT(R)

Next, on the event &£, for ¢ = 1,2, we have
Kf2ai(t)(t) A2t (t) Af2ai(t)(t)
Af2ai(t)(t> - AT28i(®) (t) Af2ai(t)(t>

Note that, by definition, 2a;(¢t) < 1, i = 1,2. It follows that on the event F N &, we have

< (1 +log‘“(m))_2a"(t) Ai(t>2log7a(m).

K—2a1 (t) (t)K—ﬁz (t) (t)

A—20c1 (t)A—2a2 )(t) =1+ O]P’(log_a(m))'
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Consequently, under F N € we obtain

En

0

"1 4 O(log—*(m))}.

K2 o? K202 _e®) 4 910g—(m
17

e — S M_ 2w(t)+1
T Mohthl ch?l(t) (t)AS? (t)(t) °

By similar argument, we can also show that on the event F N &, we have the bound

Evsy| Ly () {1} O L5

w(t —
— —2w(1(:))+1 +2log™%(m

< Ly(8) [M (O a,)]™ Y M, "% {1+ O(log™(m))},

and symmetrically the bound for [, [Lg(t){ZZ}zHQ(t) 1 ;mg}Mo]. Since

By [{ X708 B%) = X 0 ()12] < B [{X7(8:B7) — X" (1) 151 |
B [{X7 (6, BY) = X™(0)1215] + Bagy | X7 (6 B) = X" (8)}1¢] |

and given the facts above, it remains to investigate the last two expectations in the last
display. Using 4, 1 and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

By [{ X7 (8 BY) = X" (8) Y Lp | + By [{X 7 (£ BY) = X" (£)}1¢ | = o(log ™ (m)).
We finally deduce

w(t) —a
— ST +2log™%(m

Eag,[{X7(8:,B) — X7 (8)}7] < Ta(t)M ' {1+ 0(log™*(m))},

with ['y(¢) defined in Proposition 9. O
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Supplementary Material: In the Supplement we provide complements for the proofs
of Propositions 3, 4, 6, 8, and we prove some technical lemmas. Moreover, the justification for
the local Holder continuity of the realizations of X, stated in Section 5.2 above, is provided.
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Abstract

In this Supplementary Material we provide complementary arguments for the proofs
of the propositions in the Appendix of the main manuscript. More precisely, in Sections
I, II, III, IV below we complete the proofs of Propositions 3, 4, 6, 8, respectively.
Moreover, in Section V below we provide the justification for the local Hélder continuity
of the realizations of X, as stated in Section 5.2 of the main manuscript, and we prove
some technical lemmas.

I Complements for the proof of Proposition 3

Proof of (32). We show that a constant u > 0 exists such that, for any i = 1,2 ¢ € (0, 1),
and 0 < A < Ay :

max {IP (5,2“(A) —99(A) > 5) P (5,2“(A) —99(A) < —5)} < exp (—uN=2p(A, m))
. (SM.1)
with gél)(A) defined in (6), and provided that m is sufficiently large. We decompose

N
0@ 00 (a) = + D7 +E )] —o@), =12,
j:]. A ~~ >y

N—— bias term

stochastic term

where Z; = Z; — E[Z,], and

2
Z]:()N((j’ (t_%@)_)}m (t+%ei)) . je{l,-- NV
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Bounding the bias term : Recall that £0)(t) = X0 () — X (¢). Using the identities
a® —b* = (a —b)*> + 2b(a — b) and (a — b)? < 2a® 4 2b*, and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we
obtain

e 3) e 30 3) -+ 3]
{5@) (t _ %ei) _ e (t + %ei)} _

N

7=1

< 4Ry(m) 4 4 (Rg(m) X 9§">(A)> v

Bounding the stochastic term : Using the convexity of the function z +— 2P, 2 and 3 we
obtain :

E[1Z;]"] <2"E[1Z;]"]

[ ~ . ~ . 2p
—2'E (X(J) (t — %ei) - XV (t + %ei)) ]

2p

18 (A (A VY
<2 (4) _ =) _ x0) e,
18P . A o j A |
D[t — Ze. () —e;
+5E|¢ <t 261) + <t+2el)
P . j 7]
Sli (E (X(J) (t — %Q) — X0 <t + %ez)) + 2R2p(m)>

!

| |
e a7 o) = o,

for some positive constants & and g. The bounds on the moments of Z; allows to derive

exponential bounds for the concentration @ti) (A) — Qéi) (A). Let m sufficiently large such that



0 <nf(A) <1, and let nf(A) <n < 1. By Bernstein’s inequality, we get

i+

<
Il
—

==
&

P[07(2) — 07(8) > n| —P

n; (QA) > 77]

|

N772

<
Il
i

IN
=
2=
N
4

T
<
Il

i

A
-
==
=
< |
v
N3

002 = 07(2) =

<exp

Then » '
P[07(a) = 67(8) > 5] < exp (—uNiPo(a, m),
m

<_899(A, m)~2 4+ 4G (A, m)"1n

)

where u = {8g + 46}, because 7, 07!(A,m) < 1. A similar bound can be derived for

PO (a) -6 (8) < —n].

O

Let us notice that, for proving (33) we have to apply (32) with max{|R(H)(¢t)|, |R(H —
H)(t)|} < e. The stronger condition max{|log(A)||R(H)(t)|,|R(H — H)(t)|} < ¢ will be

needed later, for deriving (I).

Proof of (34). Let e such that max{|log(A)||R(H)(t)|, |R(H — H)(t)|} < e. Under the

conditions of Proposition 3, we have to prove that constants Ls, Lg exist such that, for

sufficiently small A,

P(|as(A) — ag(A)] > €) < Lsexp (—E6N52%> .

log*(A)

Here, o(A) is a short notation for o(A) = o(A, m). Let us define the event

[ m(24) Y(A)
h = {(QA)zmt) 7 (A)2H(®) }

Using the definition of a;(A), we have

7(24) . 7(A) 7:(24)

Y:(A)

(2 A)@(t) AZH(t)

PWMA%%MAHEaQﬂ§P<
7(24) _ 7:(24)

‘(2A)2ﬂ(t) T OA2H(t)
(A w(A)

<)

_|_

<P —
- ( (2A)2H(®)  (2A)2H®)
< B.+ B.+ B!+ B,

A2H(t)  A2H(®)

><)

(SM.2)



where

(B8 n(A) e ) _ o (D) (D) _ e
b=t (Aﬂ?(t) T ~3) PP i T aumwe < T3)

QA)2E(t) (2A)2H(E) — 2

- €

" _ /')\/t(QA) ’Yt(2A) € m_ :Y\t(2A) ’Yt(QA) €
=¥ (Gasan ~ paymn >3). 2 F | <-3).

Since all these terms can be bounded in a similar way, we focus on B.. By rearranging the
different terms and using simple algebra, we get

b —p (12 @(A)Aw HED

A2H(t) ve(A) A2H(t) =9
3(A) o AZH()N 2 A2 () o A2H(E)\ "
<p (D) ( 4= ) +P < ( 4= )
N <%(A) N 2 %(A) APH(E) = 2 1(A)
Fe(A) 5 AH®) 5
< t > - <1— -
_IP’(%(A) >1+3(A)5 ) +P <A2H(t) <1-8(a)5 ),
where
4H(t) /2
52(A) AT e 4o(D)) with KI(#) L

T U1+ ATHO) [y (A)] Tl + KA ()}

Using (I), the first term can easily be bounded by

7t (A) € U 2c 4H (¢
P (%(A) >14 6(A)§> < 2exp (—ZNs 52 (A) AL >Q(A)) . (SM.3)

The study of the second term boils down to the concentration of H(t) around H(t). Indeed,
using (33), and since log(1 4+ z) < z, Vx > —1, we have

A2H®) R 5(A)
v (m <1- M)%) <P (2ﬂ<t> —2H(t) > —10g<A>g)
_*A)
16 log?(A)

< C)exp (—@Na? A4H<t>g(A)) . (SM.4)

Therefore, taking together (I) and (I), positive constants Ly and Lo exist such that, for A

sufficiently small,
K7(t)

log*(A)
By (I), this implies that two positive constants L and L, exist such that, for A sufficiently
small,

B. < Lyexp <_ZQN€2 A4ﬂ(t)g(A)) . (SM.5)

AHE® p(A)

P(lae(A) — ax(A)] =2 ) < Lyexp <_L4N€2 log?(A)

) +P(Qy).



It remains to bound P(£2;). For this, assume without loss of generality, that
(RA)/QAVI 2 y(A)/ A%,
By definition of Q;, we then have :
(2A)2H(®)  (A)2E(®)

7t (24A) 7t(A) Ye(2A) (A)
P <(2A)2E(t) B (A)2H() <(l—¢) <(2A>2ﬁ(t) B (A)2ﬂ(t)>)

WEA)_ w(2D) e D) D) e
P ((2A)2f1(t) ©(2A)2H®) < §Oét(A)) +P (Azﬁ(t) N0 > _iat(A))

L)
log*(A) /-~

IN

IN

< Lsexp (—Z4N52af(A)
For the last inequality, we use inequalities similar to (I) applied with A and 26, and where
was replaced by eaz(A). Now, let us notice that

Ky (t)

(8) = 3w 7

where K, (t) is defined by (3) and, recall that D(t) = H(t)—H(t). This implies that constants
L5 and Lg exist such that, for sufficiently small A,

~ 7 F 2A4ﬁ(t)Q<A>
P(|at(A) — ar(A)| > ¢) < Lyexp (—LGN&? W) .

II Complements for the proof of Proposition 4

We first bound the probability of the event {D(£) = 0} when D(t) > 0, where

D(t) = (H - H)(¢t) = 1°g<at<2ﬁ2>l>og—( ;;g@(mx

By (35), for D(t) > |log(A)| max{|R(H)(t)|, |R(H — H)(t)|}, which is trivially satisfied for
small A,

P (ﬁ(t) - o) <P (‘f)(t) - D(t)} > D(t))



The bound in (IT) will be shown to be negligible compared to the bound of
il
(1)

Next, the following result implies the bounds for the terms B, Bff), i=1,2,in (43) in
the proof of Proposition 4 in the Appendix.

—

1) - 1) 2 2.0 #0).

given in (II) below.

Lemma SM.1. Let e € (0,1) and set

1 1 .
o= <(22ﬁ(t) —1)A2D®) (22D0) — 1)A2D(®) >¢e,D(t) # 0) .

Then two positive constants C~’3 and C~'4 exists such that :

- - 4H (t)
9. < Cyexp | —Cy,Ne? (22D(t) — 1)2 A47Q(A)A8D(t) ) (SM.7)
log™(A)

Proof of Lemma SM.1. Let introduce the following notation : for any event A,
P(A) = P(A, D(t) #0).
We first decompose as follow :

22ﬁ(t) -1

_ 2D(t)—2D(¢)
De =Py (A 22D(6) _

-1 Z €A2D(t) (22D(t) o 1))

=N 22D(t) -1
< ]P);,g (A2D(t)—2D(t) > 1+ €A2D(t) 5 )

22f)(t) 1 - 22D(t) _ q
2 - W= -
+P7&<22D(t)_121+€A 5 .

Since A is assumed to be sufficiently small, we first have :

22D(t) -1 )

P, <A2D(t)—2ﬁ(t) > 14 cA2P®

~ 22D(t) _ 1
<P, (D(t) —D(t) < 5A2D<t>7)

4log(A)
Now using (35) with small A, we obtain for any |R(H)(t)| < eA2P®) /| log(A)[? :

22D(t) -1 )

P, <A2D(t)—2ﬁ(t) > 1 4 eA2D®)
- 2

R A2D(t) 22D(t) -1
< e, (2400 - Do) > - )

[log(A)] 2
2 A g(A)
log*(A)

< Lgexp (—%Naﬁ (22P® —1) A8D(“> . (SM.8)



For the second term, and by using simple algebra we have :

22[3(1‘,) -1 . 22D(t) -1 - (22D(t) _ 1)2
s - (O 2D(t)—2D(t) 2D(t)
]P);,g (22D(t) 1 2 1—|—€A B —]P);,g 2 Z€A —22D(t)+1 +1

Taking the logarithm on both sides and using the inequality log(z) < =z — 1, Va > 0, we
obtain :

22[3(1‘,) -1 . 22D(t) -1 N (22D(t) _ 1)2
-z - w2 - _ 2D(t)
]P);,g <22D(t) 1 >1+ eA 5 < ]P);,g D(t) D(t) > eA 22D(0)+2 10g2 .

Finally, using (35)

22[3(1‘,) -1 - 22D(t) -1
(t)
]P);,g (m 2 1 + €A #

L

L 1 A0 0(A)
924D (t)+2 10g2 2

N€2 (22D(t) _ 1) l 2(A)
og

< Lgexp ( A8D(t)> . (SM.9)

Taking together (II) and (II), we deduce that positive constants C and C exist such that,
Ve € (0,1),

. - AH® g(A)
9. < C _CyNe2 (22P® _1)* 22 AsD®) | | SM.10
= L3 exp ( 41VeE ( ) log4(A) ( )

O

We can now derive the bounds for the terms Bs, By in (43) from the proof of Proposition
4. We first notice that

Since o{”(A) ~ LY (#)(22P® — 1)A2°®) | we obtain : with small A and |R(H)(t)| <
eA?® /| log(A)P?,

2 _
. 5 5 —2D(t) 4H(t)
By’ < Cyexp | — 4N< -2 )) (22D<f>—1)27A 98) nspw | | (SM.11)
~1

3L (£)(220() log*(A)
. . AWM p(A)
BY < O Ne (2220 _ )22 G2 ASD() | SM.12
4 > 3€Xp( 4 5( ) 310g4(A) ( )

Finally, by combining (44), (II) and (II), two positive constants C3 and Cj exists such that
for any ¢ € (0,1) we have

"

1 = 1,2. Here, we also use the fact that Lél), ng) are a bounded function.

—

(4) (%) . 4AD(t) (4 D(t) 2A4ﬁ(t>Q(A) 4D(t)
Ly’ (t) — Ly’ (t)| > e ) < Csexp | —CyNemin{e, AW} (47 - 1) WA ,

7



IIT Complements for the proof of Proposition 6

III.1 Proof of equation (45)

We have to prove

B(t,s) = = +O(||t — s||*). (SM.13)

1
2
Here B(t,s) = 2D(H,(t), H1(s))D(H(t), Ho(s)). Let us note that the map (z,y) — D(x,y)
admits partial derivatives of any order on (0,1) x (0,1). Next, let

g(x) =log(T'(2z + 1)) + log(sin(mrz)) =: g1(x) — gao(x).

We notice that ¢”(x) < 0, for any = € (0,1). Indeed, using the expression of the derivative
of the digamma function, c¢f. Abramowitz and Stegun (1970, page 260), we have

2

) =43 — T () - ().

2z +1+k)? ~ sin?(mz)

We deduce that ¢” is decreasing on [1/2,1) and, since ¢”(0+) = —oo, the function ¢f is
decreasing on (0,1/2] with

g/(0) =7*/6, g/(1/4) = 4{r*/2—4}, g{(1/2) =4{x*/6 — 1},
and the function ¢ is decreasing on (0, 1/2] with
95(0+) =00, g5(1/4) =27, g§(1/2) ==,
we conclude that ¢” < 0 on (0,1]. In other words, x — g(z) is log-concave, and thus

2D(z.y) = Vexp(g()) X exp(g(y)) <1 Wo<osy<l

exp(g((z +y)/2))

We deduce that 1/2 is the maximum value that the function B could reach. Which means
that the gradient of B on the diagonal is zero and therefore, we have (III.1).

III1.2 Proof of equation (47)

We here prove that
a(t, s)a(s,t) — 1 = O(||t — s||*). (SM.14)

For two 2—dimensional vectors w and v, let u - v denote their scalar product. Moreover, let
V H; and V Hy be the 2—dimensional vectors of partial derivatives of H; and H,, respectively.
Since the functions H; and Hs are supposed to be continuously differentiable, using (45), we
get :

5+ {log(|A(D))VH:(¢) +log(|As(¢) )V Ha(t)} - (t — s) + O([|t — s|)

a(t,s) = B(t.s) :




Similar arguments lead to :

5 — {log(JAi(s)) VH.(t) +log(|Az(s)[) VH(¢)} - (t — s) + O(|[t — s[*)

a(s,t) = B(ts) :

Thus, by multiplying the two quantities, we obtain when s is close to ¢ :

a(t, s)a(s,t) = ﬁ
LI (1A (1A) Ol sl
< (2 s (Fa) 70 +os (g ) T | -0 =) 0t <si4)i5>
On the another hand we have :
oz {32ef) = Tt (¢~ 9+ Ot =lP)
means that
lo ('Al(t”) VH(t)- (¢ — ) = O(|t — s|?) (SM.16)
S\ | |
Similar arguments yield :
log (“jj((?)u) VHy(E) - (t — 8) = O(|[t — s|?). (SM.17)

By plugging (I11.2) and (II1.2) into (II1.2), and using (III.1), we obtain (III.2) and thus (47).

I11.3 Proof of equation (49)

For any a,b € R we have
e — eb| < eeltl|a —b|.

We therfore obtain

ﬁ(87t2) - f1(87t2>

to
ds +/ |91(t0, 5) — g1(to, 5)| ds}

50

44(6) ~ A(8)] < A(t) exp [ /:

t1 - to
X {/ fl(S,tg) —fl(S,tg)‘dS—F/ ‘gl(t(],é’) —gl(t0,8)|d8}.
to S0
It finally remains to show that

t1 . to
Eexp |:/ fl(S, tg) — fl(S,tQ) ds -+ / ‘/gl(to, 8) - gl(to, 8)‘ d8:| < Q0.
to S0




By the Taylor expansion of the exponential function, and using the convexity of the function
x+— xP p € N; we obtain

Eexp M Fi(s,t2) — fu(s, ta) ds+/2 |§1(t0,s)—g1(t0,s)\ds]

<=5 {lL

peN
By Jensen’s inequality we now obtain

U

We also have by (24) and (20) that

fit) < (E)%, and E[|ie)]] < (E) “E

v v

A s - ssma] + [ [ - oias] ]

S0

t1
0

ﬁ<s,t2>—fl<s,t2>\dsrs<2|t1—to|>P-1 [ ARewf +1aenr} s s

where [1/(28)] denote the ceiling of 1/(23). Therefore, (I11.3) becomes
B

[/tl ﬁ(s,tz)—fl(s,tz)}ds] < (20t — to|)? (;) x{1+o£1/<25”}p.

A similar inequality remains valid for the integral of |g1(to, s) — g1(to, s)|. We therefore get

INE

Eexp |i/ 1 ﬁ(s,tg) — fl(S,tQ)} dS + / 2 |/g\1(t(),8) — gl(t0,8)| ds}

< exp (4 diam(7T) (E) - X {1 + oy }) =C,.

(%

IV Proof of Proposition 8

The proof of Proposition 8 is a direct consequence of the following lemmas.

Lemma SM.2. Assumptions 1, 2 and 3 hold true. Then a positive constant ay > 1 exists

such that )

new K —1/4
<
E [1<%i)§40Wm (t>’M0:| B CWMohlhg {1 + alMO } )

Proof of Lemma SM.2. Recall that, for 1 <m < Myand t €T,

Wnew(t) = ]\f(B(tm —t) . with 0,
> ome1 K (Bt —1)) 0

10



Let
Npyno(t) = Card {75, 1 < m < My, |B(t;x" —¢t)|| < 1}.

Given My, Np, p,(t) can also be written as
Niy s (8) = Bu(t) + Ba(t) + - - - + Bagy (t) < My,

where (B,(t)),<,,<p, are iid Bernoulli random variables with parameter p(t) given by
p(t) =p(t; B) =P (B(t;" —t) € B(0,1)|Mo) .

Using 1 we have

Wnew(t> < K21{Nh1vh2(t)21}

TUens =Ty < < My,
N Nh17h2(t> ’

which implies
1
B [max W6 o] = B g W 0013, 00 [ M0] < 28 |20
Let

L{N,, iy (8)>1) ~1/4
g::{ptM#guM }
( ) ° Nhhhz(t) 0

Since 2 holds true, by Lemma SM.8 we have that p(t) > mwchihs, and therefore :

E [ 1{Nh1 hQ(t >1} ] < Hz ]E |: M(]p(t)

1 M,
Ny o (1) ~cmMohyhs N,y (1) {Nny,ny ()21} 0]

() e [0 1]

—cerMohihs 0 Nhlhz(t) {Nn, ny ()>1} LG | V0
K’ —1/4

<— |1+ M, ) M, M

_cwM0h1h2< + My ") + Mop(t)P (G | M)

It remains to bound P (G | Mo). By Hoeffding’s inequality we obtain

P (G| M) =P PO, 1+M0_1/4‘Mo
Nhy by (1)

= P ({=Nuwpa(t) + (&) Mo} (1 + Mg ) = p(t) 015

p(t) M
1 + Mo—l/4

Hv ) [0 p()}
0
S exp —2 <%) M(] S exXp —#
0

<P <_Nh1,h2 (t) +p(t)M0 >

Since mhyhy tends to infinity, there exists a; > 1 such that
2

new K —-1/4
E W ‘M < ( M; )
Lg?n%o ®) 0} = ook, T

11



Lemma SM.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma SM.2, a positive constant a; > 1 exists
such that

5 (Z fxmes () - X0 () W,ze%t)) a4
<2 {Ll(t)h?Hl“’ + Lz(t)hSHQ“)} {1+0(1)},

and
2 9

My 2
R™0O 1 —-1/4
E newmew (¢ ‘M < {1 M }
(;Em m ()> 0 T ocm M()hlhg +a1 0

Proof of Lemma SM.3. We start by proving the second inequality. For 1 < m # m/ < M,,
enc and e are independent. Moreover, the €/ and W (t) are independent, and the

m m/

e are centered. From these, the fact that S ¢ W e(t) = 1, and Lemma SM.2, we

m

deduce that

My
D {emwiney2 (t) ‘MOI =o’E
m=1

E (fe%wW;EW<t>> M| =E f{WW}?(t))Mo]

Mo 2.2
< 52 new new ) < 0K { —1/4} .
<o’E  Jax Whew(t) x E Wi (t) M()] S Glhiin 1+ a1 M,

m=1

For the first inequality, denote &7 = (tn}, 7°y) and T ¢ = {tp<", 1 <m < Mo}. Let

t = (ti,t2) € T. Recall that K is a density with the support in [—1, 1]?, and thus W"*(¢) = 0

as soon as [ty — ;Y| > hy or [ty — 75| > hy. By Jensen’s inequality,

E {Z[X"ew(t;‘fw)—X"ew(t)]Wn’iew(t)} My

m=1

<E

My

DX ) = X ()Y Wi (t) }Mo] .
m=1

Next, for 1 < m < My, we have

E [{Xnew(tsz) o Xnew(t)}Q }MOa Ob:w:|
<2 [{X7en () — Xy, )} | My, Tie |

o]

» Ym,2 obs

+ 92F [{Xnew(tl tnew) o Xnew(t)}2 ‘MO’ Tnew:| )

12



Let p; =: |t; — t'?|, i = 1,2. Then by Lemma SM.7, we have

52

new new new new 2 ew new
B [{Xmen () = Xt )} | Mo, T o1 < B | < La(8) ot ™ @1,y

’ Ym,2
2H (t new 2H 1 (t
< Li#)p} 1 cny + L (8) — Lo | o7 D1, <y
< L) 4 k3O — e

For the last inequality we used the fact that L, is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant
ky. Using the same type of arguments, and the fact that L is Lipschitz continuous with
Lipschitz constant ko, we get

B [{X" 0, tic5) = X (8)} Mo, T pa < ho| < La(&)g"™® 4 kb3 ™ ¢ — ).

Gathering facts,

E

ZO: {Xew (o) — X7 (£) )2 W (8) ’M()] <2 {Ll(t)hff““’ + L2(t)h§H2<t>} {1+0(1)}.

O

V Technical lemmas

V.1 Proof of the local Holder continuity of the realizations of X

In Section 5.2 of the main manuscript, we linked the local regularity in quadratic mean to
the (analytic) regularity of the realizations of X. Let us provide a detailed justification for
our statement.

Lemma SM.4. Consider H 2 in Definition 1 is built with restricted L = (Ly,0,0, Ls),
and let X € HTH2 Assume that

max sup EAX (8- Ae/2) - X (t+ Aei/2)}2p1 < 00, Vp e N. (SM.19)
=12 0<a<a, B [{X (¢ — Ae;/2) — X (£ + Ae;/2)}]

The, almost any realization of X is locally a— Holder continuous in the direction e;, for any
order 0 < o < Hy(t), i=1,2.

Proof of Lemma SM./. Condition (4) means that, for any p € N, there exists C,(t), inde-

pendent of A, such that
A AN
X(t——e ) —-X|t+ —e¢

fr(e-3e) - (e 3u)}

E < C,(H)E

13



Since L = (L4,0,0, Ly), we obtain

A A\
{X (t — Eei) - X (t + Eei)} < CL(t) LR () APHE® YA € [0, Ag].

Using Revuz and Yor (1994, Theorem 2.1, page 26), we then get that

E

X (t— Aei/2) — X (£ 4 Aei/2) |\ P 2pH;(t) — 2
E| sup (‘ ( ¢i/2) (t+ 6/)‘) < 00, VpGN,‘v’uE{O,ip ®) )
0<A<Ag AV 2p
Letting p — oo, we obtain the stated local Holder property. O

Lemma SM.5. Let ay,by,cy be three positives sequences such that
ey >1  and max{a/bay/by} <€,
for some constant € > 1. Let a,b >0 and c> 1. For 0 <u <1, let
pr1(w) =P(lay —al = u), o) =P(lbx —b| 2 u) and  @s(u) = P(ley — | = u).
Define
al b . 1 . 1 1
YT omin{najey T el {1’ E} o e min { V& (a/b) Tlog (a/0)| } |
We then have

(IG) -

Proof of Lemma SM.5. By elementary algebra, and using the conditions cy,c > 1, and 0 <

() - @) 22 ((2) - 6]=4) 06" - 612
=) er ()

r

> u) < 201 (riu) + 29 (rau) 4 23 (r3u) .

gp((cN—c) %—% >u/(2et)) +P(c %——z >u/(2et))
(| = 0))

14



Moreover, using the inequality
lzy =1 < [z = 1fly = 1] + |z — 1]+ [y — 1],

for € > 0, we have

<IP’(b ><%—1‘25/3)+P('%—1'25/3)+IP’<(%N—1'25/3)
gp(%—l‘zM)+P(%—1‘zM)+P(‘%—1‘25/3)+¢2(bs/3)
:IP( —1‘ z@)ﬂ@(‘%—l‘ 25/3)+<p2 (b 5/3>+302(be/3).

We next relate

a

an

"

to the function ¢;. We have

P(i—l‘Za/i%):P<%—126/3)+P<%—1<—5/3)

an

Ltz VeB) 4 (| L 1] 2 eps),

an

=P(a—ay >ane/3)+P(a—any < —ane/3)

ae ae
=Pla—ay > Pla—ay < — .
<a aN_3+5>+ (a ay 3_€>

Since a > 0 and —ae/{3 — e} < —ae/{3 + ¢} we obtain

a ae ac ae
Pl|l——1|>¢/3)| <P — > P — < — = .
(aN ‘_8/)_ (a aN_3—|—8)+ (a aN 3+€) S01(3—|—5)

By similar arguments we obtain

a av/e
Pl|— —1|>+//3| < — .
(12 o) = (5552)
We finally deduce that
il

Which means that for u € (0,1) we have

"

a 1‘ > g/3> < 2, <a—€) + 2p2(g/3).

an 3+¢

a an

b by | =D {L %} u/ (2@) < 201 (ryu) + 205(rou),

15



where,

T—L and 79 = min 11 i
" 2min {1,1} 2 cf 6e

It finally remains to control

We have

(=)
R () ) ) ()0 () )

Since for z > 0 we have log(x) < z — 1, for u small such that 1 — (a/b)"“u > 0, we obtain :

P ((cN ~ ¢)log < log (1 —u (%) _)) <P ((cN —c)log % < - (%) _Cu) . (SM.20)

and since for x € [0, 1] we have log(1 + x) > x/2 we obtain :

P (@N —¢) log% > log (1 tu (%)_)) <P ((CN _p log% > (%)_cu/2) . (SM.21)

Combining (V.1) and (V.1), whatever the sign of log(a/b) is, we obtain

R0 1|20 () ) <P (lor =2 gmpagarmy) = e

= {1, () o)}

where

O

Lemma SM.6. Under the conditions of Proposition 7 and for sufficiently large m, a positive
constant ¢ exists such that, for any n € (0,1),

P ([0(t) — v(£)] = n) < 2exp (—eNn?),

where v(t) = max{v(t),v} with

o) = 5 SR

16



Proof of Lemma SM.6. Recall the notation £U)(¢) = X@ — XU for 1 < j < N. We decom-
pose

5(8) — o(t) = > (K9 9) - ELZO)?]) +Eb(e)] - BX(5)]

j=1
The bias term : We have

E [i(t) - {(X(5)"] = 1 SE [(X(6) - X(6)) x {X6) + X(1)}]

J=1

and by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,
E[5(8) — {X(£)}*] < Rafm)"/* x ZE[{X X0 (#)y]
In addition, we have
E[{X0#) + XP®)F] =E[{eD () +2X (1)}

< 2Ry(m) + SE[{ XY (£)}?] < 2R,(m) + 8a;.

Therefore,
E [0(t) — {X(#)}’] < Ra(m)'"? (2Rs(m) + 8a1)"/? := 1.

The variance term :
E[[{X@)y —E{X @] < 7B [{X@)y>]
< 271 B[V () 1] + E[{X Y (£)}7))
< 23—l (%c@p‘2p(m)2p + %!aﬂ[‘l’_z) .

Since, for sufficiently large m, p(m) < 1, positive constants a and 2 exist such that

B[R0y - B w)?|] < Vet

Exponential bound: Let 0 < 2n < 7., We have

P (3(t) — v(t) > ) <P < ! > ((XV®) - ELXO 1)) + Bp)] - E{X (1)) 2 n)

<P (%E (RO - EUXO W) +n. > n>
(1 > (X901 - ELXO @) = n/2>-

17



Bernstein’s inequality then implies
- Nnp?
P (3(t) — v(t) > n) < exp (-%) .
8a + 42n
For sufficiently large m and 7 € (0,1), we have

P(v(t) —v(t) > n) < exp (—eNnQ) ,

for some positive constant e. The same bound is valid for P (v(t) — v(t) < —n). Finally, it
suffices to notice that by definition

P([o(t) —v(@)] =n) <P([o(t) —v(t)| = n).

Lemma SM.7. Let X € HHvH2 gnd L = (Ly,0,0, Ly). For any p < Ay,
E[{X(t) — X+ pe))}?] < Lit)p*™ ¥ x {1+ O(plog(p))}, VteT, i=12

Proof of Lemma SM.7. We fix i = 1,2 and denote t; = t + p/2¢;. Since X € H"M2 and
L =(Ly,0,0, Ls), we have

E[{X(t) - X(t+pe)}’] =E {{X (t - gei> e (t + gei) }2} < Ly(E)p? ),

The function H; is continuously differentiable, and thus

2H;(t;) 2H; (t) 2H;(t;)—2H;(t)

p P

with
where t, is a point on the segment between t; and ¢. (Here, for two 2—dimensional vectors

u and v, let w - v denote their scalar product.) Since by the assumptions, a constant C' > 0
exists such that |R(t)| < Cp and

P20 1| = lexp{2R(#) log(p)} — 1] < C2R(#) log(p),
we deduce i
pHt) = pPO 5 {14 0 (plog(p)) }-
On the hand, the function L; is Lipschitz continuous, and thus
B {0 = X(t+ pe)F] < L) x 140 plog(o)
< (Lt )p + IL( D) = Li®)[p*" ) x {1+ 0 (plog(p))}
= (Li(®)p™™® + 0" F1)) x {1+ O (plog(p))}
= L(t)p*"® +O( PO+ Jog(p))
We finally obtain

E [{X () = X(t+ pes)})] < Li(8)p™® x {1+ O(plog(p))}.

18



Lemma SM.8. We have that
p(t) Z 7TCh1h2.

Proof of Lemma SM.S. We have

p(t) =P (B(tlY —t) € B(0,1)| M) = / fr(u)du.

B(u—t)eB(0,1)

By substitution (s = B(u—t)), using 2 and the Lebesgue measure of the unit ball, we obtain

p(t) = / fr(B™'s 4+ t)|B7|ds > crhyhs.
s€B(0,1)
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