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Abstract

To our knowledge, the analysis of convergence rates for persistence diagram estimation from
noisy signals had predominantly relied on lifting signal estimation results through sup norm (or
other functional norm) stability theorems. We believe that moving forward from this approach
can lead to considerable gains. We illustrate it in the setting of Gaussian white noise model. We
examine, from a minimax perspective, the inference of persistence diagram (for sublevel sets fil-
tration). We show that for piecewise Holder-continuous functions, with control over the reach of
the discontinuities set, taking the persistence diagram coming from a simple histogram estimator
of the signal, permit to achieve the minimax rates known for Hélder-continuous functions.

Introduction

Motivation

Inferring information from noisy signals is a central subject in statistics. Specifically, the recovery of
the whole signal structure has been extensively studied by the non-parametric statistics community.
When the signal is regular (e.g; belonging to a Holder, Sobolev or Besov space) rigorous minimax
study as long as tractable optimal procedures has been provided, forming a nearly exhaustive bench-
mark. For an overview, see ( ).

When facing more irregular signals, typically signals that are only piecewise continuous, the prob-
lem becomes significantly more difficult. Motivated by applications, later works have attempted to
explore this case. For an overview, refer to ( ). However, proposed methods suffer from
certain limitations : strong additional knowledge assumptions (e.g. suppose to known the number
of jumps, their locations or their magnitudes), restrict to low dimensional cases (only univariate or
bivariate signals), high computational costs or lack of rigorous and general statistical guarantees
over the risk. Additionally, due to the strong sensibility to point-wise discontinuity of the sup norm,
these works only consider Ly (or sometimes Ly, p < 4+o00) metric (less sensitive to topology). All
these problematic points motivate the exploration of looser descriptors that can be inferred more
easily.

In the last two decades, Topological Data Analysis has emerged as a powerful approach, offer-
ing new geometric tools for characterizing complex signals. Among these tools, persistent homology
has garnered significant attention. Represented through persistence diagrams (or barcodes), it has
proven to be a versatile descriptor, valuable from both practical and theoretical standpoints. Recent
research has focused on the estimation of such representations, opening up exciting opportunities
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to explore the statistical aspects of Topological Data Analysis. In this context, the model that
has received the most attention is the density model, initiated by the work of

( ) in a simple parametric setting. Subsequently, efforts have been made to extend this model
to wider, non-parametric settings. Notable contributions include the work of

( ), which addresses the estimation of Betty numbers for smooth manifolds with different noise
models, and ( ), who provide confidence sets for persistence diagrams in a similar
context. Additionally, ( ) provide a minimax estimator while controlling the reg-
ularity of the density support.

The study of non-parametric regression or the Gaussian white noise model remains relatively un-
explored in the context of Topological Data Analysis. Advancements in this direction include the

works of ( ) and ( ), as well as more recent contributions,
such as those by ( ), albeit in a different direction.
The general approach followed in most of these works (except ( )) involves es-

timating the signal (or density), quantifying the estimation error in sup-norm, Hausdorff distance,
or Gromov-Hausdorff distance, and bounding the bottleneck error on the diagram using stability
theorems ( , ; , , , ). The power and importance of
stability theorems are evident as they enable the direct translation of convergence rates in sup-norm
(or similar metrics) to convergence rates in bottleneck distance over diagrams (under the assumption
that the signal is g-tame). To further underline the significance of stability theorems, some studies,
such as ( ) and ( ), demonstrate that these rates are minimax
for typical function classes.

However, adopting these approaches may sacrifice efficiency and generality. One of the main interest
of the persistence diagram lies in its capacity to provide a more flexible representation compared
to the entire signal. Consequently, in certain cases, inferring the persistence diagram should be
(strictly) simpler. In this direction, ( ) by breaking free from this approach,
show that we can consider wider classes of functions. Unfortunately, this work does not quantify
the convergence rates of the proposed estimator. This observation serves as a crucial motivation
to conduct finer analysis of the convergence properties of persistence diagram estimator. Moreover,
it highlights the broader appeal of utilizing topological or geometrical descriptors, especially when
conventional non-parametric techniques yield unsatisfactory results. As mentioned earlier, such
scenarios commonly arise when signals display irregularities.

Framework

Regularity assumptions. For a set A C [0,1]¢, we denote A its adherence, A° its interior, A its
boundary and A€ its complement. Let f : [0,1]¢ — R, we make the following assumption over f :

Al. fis a piecewise (L, a)—Holder-continuous function, i.e. there exist Mq, ..., M; open sets of
[0,1]% such that,

M - [07 1]d
1
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and for all i € {1,...,1} and z,y € M;,

[f(@) = f()] < Lz — yl3.

A2. f verifies, Vzq € [0, 1],
liminf f(x) = f(xo)
!

S U M;—xq
i=1

i=



In this context, two signals, differing only on a null set, are statistically undistinguishable. And
persistent homology is sensitive to point-wise irregularity, two signals differing only on a null set
can have very different persistence diagrams. Assumption A2 prevents such scenario. Furthermore,
note that for any piecewise Holder-continuous function f, there exists a modification f verifying
Assumption A2 such that f and f coincide except on a null measure sets.

l
A3. |J 0M;n]0,1[% is a CY! hypersurface, verifying, for R > 0,

i=1

l l
reach <]O, 1190 U aMi> > R and d» <ﬂ U dM;N]0, 1[4, 8]0, 1]d> >R

i=1 i=1
where, for a set A C RY,

reach(A) = sup {r € R:Vz € R\A with dy({z}, A) < 7,3y € Ast. ||z —ylls = dQ({ZL‘},A)}

and,

da2(A, B) = max <sup inf ||z — yl|2, sup inf ||z — yH2>
z€BYEA z€AYEB

The reach is a curvature measure introduced by ( ). An intuitive way to approach it

is that if A has a reach R we can roll a ball of radius R along the boundary of A. Positive reach

assumptions are fairly common in statistical TDA ( ) ; , )

and geometric inference ( , : , : , :

) ; , ). Here, the first part of Assumption A3 gives geometric control
over the union of the boundary of the M; in the interior of [0, 1], for example it prevents cusps,
corners and multiple points to appear. The second part ensures that discontinuities do not appear
too close from the boundary of the cube [0, 1]¢.
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Figure 1: Illustration of Assumption A3

The combination of Assumptions A2 and A3 ensures that the persistence diagram of f is well-
defined (see Appendix A, Proposition 6).

We denote Sy(L, , R) the set of such functions.
Statistical model. We considered the Gaussian white noise model given by the following stochastic

equation,
dXi,. 1, = f(t1, ... ta)dty...dtg + 0dWy, . 4, (1)



with W a d—parameters Wiener field, f a signal in Sy(L, o, R) and € > 0 the level of noise. Model
1 is a classical model in non-parametric statistics.

Estimator. In this context, our goal is to estimate dgm(f), the persistence diagram of f (consid-
ering singular homology with coefficient in a field). The estimation procedures consist of simply
taking the persistence diagram induced by the sublevel sets of the signal estimated using histograms.

More formally, let A > 0 such that 1/h is an integer, consider G}, the regular orthogonal grid
over [0,1]? of step h and C}, the collection of all the closed hypercubes of side h composing G,. We
define, VA € R, the estimator of Fy = f~1(] — o0, A]), by,

Fa= |J H.withCyy={HeC,suchthat | dX— [ A<0p.
' H H

HEC}L,)\

It is worth noting that ]/-\}\ represents the sublevel set indexed by A of the histogram estimator of
f. We then consider, for all s € {0,...,d}, Vs, the persistence module induced by the collection
of homology groups (H s <]?,\)>/\ o equipped with inclusion induced maps @j\\ and dgm(f) the
€

associated persistence diagrams. This procedure is illustrated by Figure 2, in the slightly different
setting of non-parametric regression with fixed design (see Appendix C), this choice being more
convenient for simulations.

A natural question is how to calibrate the window-size h for signals. From the proof of Lemma 2
(Appendix B.1), a good choice is taking h such that,

hd-i-a
>0 (2)

hdlog (1 + ﬁ)

1
1\ 2=
h~(6%log| = )
< °g<9>>

In this framework, we study the convergence properties of the estimator dgm(f). We provide a
rigorous analysis of the convergence properties for the proposed estimator, showing that it achieves
the following rates for the bottleneck distance over the classes Sy(L, a, R).

which implies that we can take,

Contribution

Theorem 2. Letp > 1,
P 1 Ti2a
sup  E(d (dgm(f), dgm()") (92 log ((,)) .
feSqa(L,a,R)

Furthermore, we establish that these rates are optimal, in the minimax sense, over the classes
Sq(L, o, R).

Theorem 3. Letp > 1,
P 1 Ti2a
inf sup E (db (dgm(f),dgm(f)> ) 2 <92 log <9>) :
dgm(f) feSa(L,a,R)

Interestingly, these rates coincide with the well-known minimax rates obtained on Hoélder spaces.
Up to a multiplicative constant, there is no additional cost for considering signal in Syg(L, v, R). It
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Figure 2: Numerical illustration of the estimation procedures in the setting of the non-parametric
regression (see Appendix C). f(z,y) = cos(2mx) sin(27x)+1(,_1/2)24(y—1/2)2<1/8, ¢ = 0.1, n = 2500,
h = 1/4(log(n)/n)/*.



demonstrates the gain of breaking free from usual analysis approach in TDA and the robustness
to discontinuities of persistence diagram estimation. Also, as such irregularities are challenging to
handle for signal estimation, these results promote the use of persistence diagram while processing
noisy (irregular) signals.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 1 provides some background on persistent homology.
Section 2 is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 2. Section 3 discusses the adaptivity to the param-
eter a. Section 4 is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 4. Appendix A and B contains proofs of
technical lemmas and propositions invoked along this paper. Appendix C proposes an extension of
our results in the context of the non-parametric regression.

1 Background on persistent homology

We first recall the required background on persistent homology, focusing on the case of persistent
homology from sublevel sets of real functions. This section does not pretend to give an exhaustive
exposition to persistent homology, but simply introduce the essential formalism to follow this paper.

For an extensive overview, see ( ).
The construction introduced here exploited the concept of homology, and especially singular homol-
ogy. For an introduction to (singular) homology, the reader can refer to ( ).

1.1 Filtrations and persistence modules

The idea behind persistence homology is to encode the evolution of the topology (in the homology
sense) of a nested family of topological spaces, called filtration. As we are moving along indices,
topological features (connected components, cycles, cavities, ...) can appear or die (existing con-
nected components merge, cycle or cavities are filled, ...). Two keys to formalize this idea, that we
use along this paper, are the notions of filtration and of persistence module.

Definition 1. Let A C R be a set of indices. A filtration over A is a family (ICy),c, of topological
spaces satisfying, VA, N € A, A < N
Ky C Ky

The typical filtration that we will consider in this paper is, for a function f : R¢ — R, the family of
sublevel sets (F)),cgr-

Definition 2. Let A C R be a set of indices. A persistence module over A is a family V = (Vy),ca
of vector spaces equipped with linear application vi‘/ : V) — Vi such that, VA < X <\ €A,

vy =id

and
1" li 1"
vﬁl ovf\‘ :v§ .

The typical persistence modules that we will consider in this paper is, for a function f : R — R and

s € N, the family of homology groups Vy s = (Hs (F))),cg equipped with v} the linear application

induced by the inclusion F) C Fy. To be more precise, in this paper, Hy(.) is the singular homology
functor in degree s with coefficient in a field (typically Z/2Z). Hence, H, (F)) is a vector space.

1.2 Module decompositions, persistence diagrams and ¢—tameness

persistence diagram (or equivalently barcode) permits to summarize and represent, discretely, the
algebraic structure of a persistence module. Still, this is not possible for all persistence modules.



As shown in ( ), if V verifies a g—tameness assumption, persistence diagrams can
be defined. The notion of g—tameness is used in this paper to prove that the diagrams we consider
are well-defined.

Definition 3. A persistence module V is said to be g-tame if VA < X' € A, rank (vf\‘/) is finite.

By extension, when considering the persistence modules (Vfs)sen coming from the sublevel sets
filtration of a real functions f, we say that f is g—tame if V is for all s € N.

To avoid technical definitions, in a more restrictive but illustrative case, we define persistence
diagram. The basic idea being that, if we can then decompose persistence modules as a sum of
elementary bricks, called interval modules. The persistence diagram can, in this case, be directly
derived from this decomposition.

Definition 4. Let I an interval (possibly unbounded) of R and I' = T N A. A persistence module
V is an interval module on I if,

e Vy=Rif A eI and V, = {0} otherwise

o forall A <\, vi" —idif \,\ €I and v/)\‘/ = 0 otherwise.

Hence, the structure of interval modules is simple and completely encoded by the extremities of
I' = [b,d](NA). Conditions to ensure existence of a decomposition of a persistence module into sum

of interval modules,

Ve @ (6.1 (3)

JjeJ

can be found in ( ) (see theorem 1.4). Assuming we have a decomposition such
as 3, the structure of V is completely described by the extremities (b;,d;) of each interval in the
decomposition. Thus, the associated persistence diagram can be defined simply as the collection of
couples of such extremities. Intuitively, The lower extremity b; corresponds to the birth time of a
topological feature, d; to its death time, and d; — b; represents its lifetime.

Definition 5. Let V a persistence module that can be decomposed as in 3. The associated persis-
tence diagram is,
. =2
dgm (V) = {(b;,d;),j € J} CR".
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Figure 3: Graph of f(z) = xcos(8mx) over [0,1] and the persistence diagram associated to its
sublevel sets filtration. aq, ..., a4 correspond to local minima of f and thus birth times in dgm(f).
as, ..., ay correspond to local maxima of f and thus death times in dgm(f).



1.3 Bottleneck distance, interleaved modules and stability

In order to compare persistence diagrams, we need a distance. A popular such distance, due to
its stability property, is the bottleneck distance. This distance is defined as the infimum over all
matching between points in diagrams, of the maximal sup norm distance between two matched
points. In order to be able to consider matching between diagrams not containing the same number
of points, the diagonal is added to diagrams. This distance will be used in this work to evaluate the
quality of our estimation procedures.

Definition 6. The bottleneck distance between two persistence diagrams Dy and Ds is,

dy (D1, D2) = sup |[p — v(P)|]oo

inf
7€lpeD,
with T" the set of all bijection between D; and Ds (both enriched with the diagonal).

Another notion that will be the key to prove our upper bounds, is the notion of interleaving between
persistence modules. We use especially the fact that if two modules are e—interleaved, then the
bottleneck distance between their diagram is upper bounded by ¢ in bottleneck distance.
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Figure 4: Optimal matching for the bottleneck distance between D; and Ds.

Definition 7. Two persistence modules V. = (Vy),c;cg and W = (Wy),c;cr are said to be e-
interleaved if there exists two families of applications ¢ = (¢a)ycrcr and ¥ = (Y1) yercr Where
Ox Vi = Wige, ¥yt Wy — Ve, and for all A < X the following diagrams commutes,

z N
U wy

V)\ V)\/ W)\ > W)\/

¢>AJ/ \U’A/ Tl}/\l \V}A/

Wiie ; Wiie Vite , Ve
A te A +e
Wi+te Ux+e
U;\+2g w§+25

Va Vitoe W > Wiyoe

h %ﬁe k 45
W)\—i-s V)\+s
Theorem (algebraic stability ( , ). Let V and W two g—tame persistence

modules. If V and W are e—interleaved then,

dp (dgm(V),dgm(W)) < e



In the context of sublevel persistence, a direct consequence of this theorem, is the following theorem.
This result was already established in particular cases in ( ) and

(1994).

Theorem (sup norm stability). Let f and g two real-valued q-tame function, for all s € N

dp (dgm (Vf78) ,dgm (Vg,S)) <|f = 9lloo-

This property is often used to upper bounds the errors (in bottleneck distance) of "plug-in" esti-
mators of persistence diagrams. It is important to note that this sup norm stability is weaker, and
adopting such approaches may result in a loss of efficiency and generality.

2 Upper bounds

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2. The strategy is to construct an interleaving
between the estimated and true persistence modules, to then apply the algebraic stability theorem
( , ). In the case where for an ¢ > 0 and all A € R, F\_. C ﬁ)\ C Firte, an
e—interleaving is directly given, taking the inclusion induced morphisms between Vy, and Vi ,.
Remark that, in this case, f and f are € close in sup norm. Thus, under our assumption, doing so is
not possible, due to potential arbitrary large errors in neighborhoods of the discontinuity sets. But
by Assumptions A1 and A2 we can show a slightly weaker double inclusion, given by the following
proposition. Denotes, for a set A € R% and b > 0, we denote,

Ab = {x eRYst. dy(z,A) < b}

and
A~b — <(AC)b> .

We also define,
W (W (H)|
= Su —_—
I HG(h) Heg w(hd)

with w(r) = /rlog(1+1/r) and W(H) = [,; dW.

Proposition 1. Let f: [0,1]? — R. For all A € R and h > 0 verifying (2),

—/dh - Vdh
I W lomhe © T3 © FX W]l he-

Proof of Proposition 1 can be found in Appendix B.1. This double inclusion induced a morphism
from the module (Hj (]_—)\—\/Eh))AeR to \7f,s and a morphism from \7f7S into the module (H, (}_}‘\/ah)),\eR.

What we now need to construct the desired interleaving is a morphism from V g into (Hg(F, ‘/Eh)) AER

and a morphism from (Hg(F /Q/ah)) Aer into Vy . The construction of those morphisms rely on the
construction of deformation retract, a standard concept in algebraic topology.

Definition 8. A subspace A of X is called a deformation retract of X if there is a continuous
F:X x[0,1] = X (called a homotopy) such that for all z € X and a € A,

o F(x,0)==x
o F(z,1)e A
e F(a,1) =a.

The function F' is then called a (deformation) retraction from X to A.



Homotopy, and thus homology, is invariant under deformation retract. Thus, a deformation retrac-
tion from X to A induces isomorphism between homology groups. More precisely, for all ¢ € [0, 1],
F(.,t) induces a morphism F(.,t)# : Cs(X) — Cs(X) between s—cycles of X defined by composing
each singular s-simplex o : A® — X with F(.,t) to get a singular s-simplex F#(o,t) = F(.,t) o0 :
A% — A, then extending F7(.,t) linearly via F# (3, njoi,t) = >, ni F# (04,t) = >, niF(.,t) 0 0.
Then, F*(.,t) : Hs(X) — Hg(X) defined by [C] + [F#(C,t)] can be shown to be an isomorphism

for all t € [0,1] (see , , pages 110-113). In particular, F*(.,1) : Hs(X) — Hs(A) is an
isomorphism.
Theorem 4.8 of ( ) ensure that for every z € [0,1]¢ at (Euclidean) distance strictly

smaller than R of ]0, 1[N Ui:l OM,; there exists a unique closest point in ]0, 1[¢N Ui’:l OM;, denoted
&(x). Furthermore, ¢ is a continuous function. We exploit this property to establish the two follow-
ing proposition.

Let h > 0, A € R, and,

Kan = FyU U [z, &(x)] | € X"
$ESAJL
with
l h
S)\,h = (U 8Miﬂ]0,1[d> \.F)\+Lha ﬂf;\l
i=1
We define Fyp, : Kyp x [0,1] = Ky p, by :
o If there exist ¢ € {1,...,1}, such that,

ve | [e@inm; (4)
€S n
and
da (§(x), Mi NV Faqpna) > 2h — ||z — &(z)|]2 (5)
then, for all ¢ € [0, 1],
Fun(z,t) = (1 —t)z +1 <§(:c) + (20 — dy (£(x), My N Fayzme)) m> .

e Otherwise, for all t € [0, 1], Fyp(z,t) = .
And we denote Gy 5, = Im(x — F) p(x,1)).

Proposition 2. For all 0 < h < % and A € R, F\, is a deformation retraction of Ky, onto Gy p.
Furthermore, we have, F{ C Ky C F3' and Fx C Gy C FAtL(1432)he -

Proof of Proposition 2 can be found respectively in Appendix B.2. Combining the inclusion

F)‘\/Eh C IC/\’\/gh, the retraction from IC)\,\/Eh to g)\7\/3h, and the inclusion gh/gh C FrrL(1432)has

furnished by proposition 2, provides a morphism from (Hg(F )B\/Eh)) Aer into Vy .

Now, let h > 0, A € R, and
<h—d2 <leJ aMm]o,l[d>>
x + ;:1 (z—¢&(x), ifze <
’Yh(l“) — da <:c,_U1 8Mm]0,1[d>

T, if x ¢ <Lljl OM;M]0, 1[d>h

! hy
OM;N)o, 1[d> \ U oM;
=1 i=1

7

10



We denote,

l h
Py = <U dM;N)0, 1[d> \ Florpe | N Fa.

i=1

The function v, can be extended continuously on Py j, (see proof of Proposition 3), we denote vy, x
this extension. We then define,

Nyp :=FrU U [z, 4 (®)] | C Fasrne
Z‘EPA,h
and consider H) p, : Ny, x [0,1] — Ny ;, the map defined by :

o If there exists ¢ € {1,...,1} such that,

ze |J [mmnn@)nM (6)
CBEP)Hh
and o
da (van(@), (M) N Fagarne) = 3h — ||z — yap(2)||2 (7)

then, for all ¢ € [0, 1],

z — an(@) ) _

Hyp(z,t) = (1 —t)z +t (’Y,\,h(.T) + (3h — da (yan(x), (M:)° N Fayorne)) Iz = van(@)]]2

e Otherwise, for all t € [0, 1],H (2, t) = .
Finally, we denote M j, = Im(z —— H) 3 (z, 1)).
Proposition 3. For all0 < h < g and A € R, Hy, is a deformation retract from Ny j, onto My p,.
Furthermore, we have, ]:;h CMynC ‘F;-s{l(2+5ﬂ)Lha and, Fx C Nap C Fayrhoe-

Proof of Proposition 3 can be found in Appendix B.4. Similarly to Proposition 2, Proposition 3

—Vdh
A

provides a morphism from Vy, into (Hy(F) ))AeR-

A last technical step to be sure that these morphisms can be used to construct the desired in-
terleaving is to check that, for all z € K, 5., F\ /g,(2,[0,1]) is included in ]—"ffch, and for all

zeN, van: Hy van(®, [0,1]) is included in ﬁ/{’fch, for some constant ¢ (depending on the parameter
of the model and the noise W) and small C. This is ensured by the following proposition.

1
Proposition 4. Let A\ € R, 0 < C < Vd and h ~ (92 log (%))m, for sufficiently small 8, we have,
for all f € Sq(L,a, R), for all x € FxN S>\+I|W|\G(h)h°‘7\/3h’

FCh
[, €(2)] C FX e Wilggm +ea)he (8)
and for all x € ]?A N P/\+HWHG(h)hay\/ah’
TCh
T VWt @) € FX e Wl e (9)
with ¢; = 2+ [2V/d]4 and ¢; = L(1 4 [2V/d]4)(5v/d)~.

11



Proof of Proposition 4 can be found n appendlx B.6. The previous propositions will permit to
establish an interleaving between V¢ V f s» depending on ||[W||g(s). Hence, to complete the proof
we will need concentration inequality over ||| lc(n)> given by the following proposition which proof
can be found in Appendix B.7.

1\* 1, 1
P ([[W{leube,n > 1) <2 7 ) exp ——t log 1+hd

Consequently, there exists two constants Cy and Cy depending only on d such that, for all h < 1,

Proposition 5.

P([[Wllgm <t) < Coexp (—Cit?).
Equipped with these propositions we can now prove Theorem 1 from which follows Theorem 2.

1 ~ ~
Theorem 1. Let h ~ (6?log (%)) d+2o There erxists Cy and C1 such that, for all t > 0,

P sup db(d@%dgm(f))m(aﬁog(l))d”a < Gyexp (~Cr?)
feSq(L,R) 0

Proof. 1t suffices to show the result for small 6 (up to rescaling C’o) Hence, suppose that 0 is such
that 2v/dh < R and Proposition 4 holds for C' = 1/4. Note that for all A € R, ]:)\ is a union of
hypercube of C},, hence its p-reach (see definition in ( )) is lower bounded by h/2

for all 4 < 1/2. Hence, Theorem 12 of ( ) ensures that .7?;/ * deformation retracts
onto .7?>\. Then, the module V, ; can be thought as the module induced by the filtration (.7?;/4>

Let,
. ~h =~
joo s Hy (F1) = Hy (F))
the map induced by the deformation retract of ]?il/ * onto .7?)\,

g Hs (J:)‘) — Hs <,C/\+|\W\\G(h)ha7\/3h)

Vdh
T Wllegmyhe

/\eR'

the map induced by the inclusion J:’-:,\ C C IC)"H'WHG(h)ha Jan Obtained by combining

Proposition 1 and 2,
T2t He (Ko g i) = Hs (9o iwiiguyne vn)
induced by the deformation retract of Proposition 2, and, with k; = Ld®/? (1+3%) 4+ co,

J3.a  Hs (9A+\\W||G(h>haﬁh) — Hy (f A+(k1+(1+c1>\|wnc(h>)ha)

the map induced by inclusion following again Proposition 2. We then define,

{ by ( )f\L/4) — H, (‘7:>\+(k1+(1+01)HW\\G(h))ha)

) = J3.1© J2. O 1.1 © Jo.x

This gives us the first module morphism. Let construct the second one. Let,

Jax s Hs (Fx) = H <N)\,\/Eh)

the map induced by the inclusion Fy C N, \/dh from Proposition 3,

g+ Hs (N/\ fh) — H; <MA,\/3h>

12



the map induced by the deformation retract of Proposition 3, and, with ke = Ld®/? (2+5% + c2

o ~h/4
Je : Hg <M>\,\/3h> — H; <]:/\+(k2+(1+61)|W||G(h))ha>

~h/4

, from the combination of Proposition 1 and
Mot (ko H W |y o P

induced by the inclusion M, 7, C
3. We then define,

. Th/4
Va i Hs () = Hs (fx+(k2+<1+c1>|W||G(h>)ha>
Y\ = J6.\ O J5.\ © Jax

We now show that 1) and ¢ induce an interleaving between Vv t,s and V, r. More precisely, we show
that the following diagrams commute, for all A < \. For compactness of notation let, K7 =
k1 + (14 c)|[Wllgny and Kz = k2 + (14 c1)|[Wllan)

l

H, (ff/“) B S (ff/‘*)

v
(F) > Hy (Fy)
E,\ EA/ (11)
UA +Koh®
~h/4 A+ Kgh ~h/4
Hy (Bl i) H Ho (P )
h/4 g KRR }_h/4
>\+(K1+Kg)ho‘)
\ M/ (12)
Hg (Frirohe)

>\+(K1+K2)ha

s (Pag (ki Ka)he)

\ / o

Fh/4
Favk ha

e Diagram 10 : We can rewrite the diagram as (unspecified maps are simply induced by set

13



inclusion),

H, (ﬁf/ 4) H, (ﬁf/ 4)
Jo,x Jo !

. (7) (%)

H, (’CHHWHG(h)hw&h) — H; (’CA’+||WHG<h)hQWh)

J2, Ja\

v hg

H, (gm\wucmawh) — I (gA’+||W||G<mhaﬁh)

Hy (Fai i he) » Hs (‘F/\’-',-thﬂ)

As jax, Jo x> J2,0 Jo v comes from deformation retracts and other maps are simply induced
by inclusion all faces of Diagram 10 commute and consequently Diagram 10 commutes.

Diagram 11 : it can be decomposed similarly to Diagram 10, one can check that the same
reasoning then applies.

Diagram 12 : Let C' € (s (ﬁi”/‘l) and [C] its classes in Hy (]/-\")}\L/4). As ]?il/él retracts by

deformation onto Fy, there exists C' € Cy(Fy) homologous to C in ]?/}\1/4, ie. [C] =[C] in
H, (]? ;\Z / 4). Hence, without loss of generality, we can suppose C € Cy (]? ). The morphism ¢,
maps [C] to [C'] with,

= p# 1).
¢ )\+||W||G(h)ha7\/ah(c’ )

Similarly, ¥ g, pe maps [C'] to [C"], with,

_g# !
¢ = HA+(K2+HW||G(h))ha,\/3h(C 1),

) . .. = Vdh
Assertion 8 of Proposition 4 ensures that, for all x € F C ‘7:/\+||W|\c<h)h"”

~h/4
F>\+||W|\G(h)h°‘,\/ah(x’ [0’ 1]) C ‘FA-&—thO‘
and thus,

# =h/4
F>\+|‘W\\G(h)h‘1,\/gh(c’ [07 1]) C Cs (f)\Jrtha) .

As F /}\L _{_i(l po Tetracts by deformation onto F \+ K1h?, there exists C' e o, (.7? \-+ K, he ) homolo-

gous to C’ in ]/:—/}\L-{-All(lhm ie ie [C']=[Cin HS(]/-:;\L_{%MQ). Hence, without loss of generality,

we can suppose C' e Cs (.7? MK, ha)- Assertion 9 then ensures that, for all z € F A+ he

H, oyt /an (22 10:11) € P, gy
and thus, ~
Hj’:—(Kz-H|W||G(h>)ha,\/gh(C/’ [0’ 1]) cCs (’Fib-{jtK1+K2)h") :
Hence, C and C” are homologous in Fha and Diagram 12 commutes.

)\+(K1+K2)ha

14



e Diagram 13 : Let C € C, (Fy), ¢, maps [C] to [C'], with,

o
¢’ =Hf ., (C1).

As M, Jan € 9y Kkohe van the morphism xt1,ne behaves as an inclusion induced map,
mapping [C'] to [C']. From Proposition 3, we have, for all z € Fy,

H, yan(,[0,1]) C Fai(x;+Ka)he-

and thus,
ij\/gh(C, [0,1]) € Cs (Fa (k1 +Ka)he) -

Thus, C' and C" are homologous in Fy (i, k,)ne and Diagram 13 commutes.

The commutativity of diagrams 11,10,12 and 13 means that \7f’5 and V¢ are (K1 + K2)h® inter-
leaved, and thus we get from the algebraic stability theorem ( , ) that,

dy (dgm (\7,073) ,dgm (vf,s)) < (Ky + Ko)h®
and as it holds for all s € N,

sup dy (dgm(f), dgm(f)) < (K1 + Ko)h.
feSq(L,a,R)

Now, using Proposition 5, this implies that,

P < sup  dp (dgm( 7), dgm( f)) > tha>
fESd(L,Ol,R)
<P (K1 + Ky >t)

t— k1 — ko
_p S S
<HWHG(h) Z S0+ )

(0 (5528))
= Coexp (%é’fﬁ’?t) P (‘CI (ﬂ)) P (_@ui»t)

and the result follows. O

From this result, we can derive from this result bounds in expectation.
1
Theorem 2. Let h ~ (92 log (%)) 2 gnd p > 1,
_po_
— P 9 1 d+2a
s E (dy (dgm(f), dgm(f))) < (9 log ())
f€Sa(L,oR) 0

Proof. The sub-Gaussian concentration provided by Theorem 1, gives that, for all ¢ > 0,

dy (dgm(F), dzm(s))
ho

>t | <Cpexp (—éﬁ)

15



Now, we have,

(@ (dgnTJ;L dgm(f))"

>t|dt

[ d (dg/mﬁh;dgmm)p
0

+oo -
< Coexp (—Clt%) dt < 4o00.
0

3 Adaptivity

The previous procedure depends strongly on the regularity parameter v as we calibrate the window
size h taking account of it. Thus, the procedure is not adaptive to the regularity. In the following,
we propose an estimation procedure, based on the previous one, that is adaptive with respect to
«. Moreover, we show that this adaptive procedure achieves the same rates as the one given by
Theorem 2.

We follow the Lepskii’s method ( , ). Suppose that we know an upper bound on the

parameter L, denoted L and 0 < amin < o < amax. It is sufficient to work on regular grid
Qmin = @1 < ag < ... < AN = Qmax With N ~ log (%), as, forall 1 < j <N,

Bt @i a; 1 log (#log (3))
1 o) (MY Yoo (glog (2 ) ) = 208 )) Ly
o8 ( he > <2aj1 Td  2a;+ d> 08 < 08 (9)) log(0)

1
with ko = (6% log (%))m We consider the Lepskii’s estimator defined by,

o — x —

dgm(f) =dgm(f)s

with

—_—

& = max {a € {a,...,an}: db(dgm(f);;dgm(f)a/)

< ¢ for all o Sa}.

co a sufficiently large constant depending on d, L, amin and aumax. The notation dgm(f) ., Tefer to

the estimator dgm(f) for the window size h,, as it will play a role in this section, we highlight the
dependence in a.

Theorem 3. Let p > 1,

(o ()" dg()’

sup sup e < 1
(L,a)G[O,Z} X [anlimamax} fESd(L,a,R) hOl
Proof. We want to apply Corollary 1 of ( ), in our case, the only difficulty is to check
assumption A3b. It then suffices to show that, there exists ¢y > 0, such that, for all o € [@min, Qmax)
log(1/6)2 dy(dgm(f). ,d
lim sup 70g(a"£x) sup P o gm(f)z gm(f)) >co | =0. (14)
0—0 h‘amax CM<C%I hOé
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Now as shown in the proof of Theorem 1, for sufficiently small 6,

—

dy(dgm(f),,dgm(f)) < (K1 + Ka2) hy.

Thus, for sufficiently small 8, using the concentration from Proposition 5,

P (db(d@)a7dgm(f)) > Co>

ha

Co—kl—kQ
P(||W > - — <
(H llam) = 20+ o) )

1\? co— ki — ko \? 1
<2 - | 1 1+ — .
<(3) exP( (tar) o (14 0)
en—kq — 2
< (e (3)) ()

Asky = Ld*?(1+43%) ¢, kg = Ld*/?(245%) +ca, ¢1 = 2+[2Vd]% and c3 = L(1+[2vd]%)(5v/d)%,
for sufficiently big cg (depending only on aumin, max, L, d),

do(dgm(f),, dem(f) _ \ _ ( hen
(Al > o) =0 (855

Hence (14) is verified and Corollary 1 of ( ) gives the desired result. O

4 Lower bounds

In this section we prove that the rates obtained in the previous section are optimal, in the minimax
sense in the non-adaptive and adaptive case, by proving Theorem 4.

Theorem 4. Let p > 1
pa
. — p 1 d+2a
inf sup E (db (dgm(f),dgm(f)> ) 2 (92 log (9>> :
dgm(f) fe€Sa(L,a,R)
Where the infimum is taken over all the estimator of dgm(f).

Proof. The proof follows standard methods to provide minimax lower bounds, as presented in section
2 of ( ). The idea is, for any 79 = o ((92 log (%))ﬁ), to exhibit a finite collection
of function in Syg(L, a, R) such that their persistence diagrams are two by two at distance 2rg but
indistinguishable, with high certainty.

We propose such a collection, let
L
fo(z1, .y 2q) = §|$1\a

and for m integer in [0, [1/h]],

Trm(z1, s 2d) = fo — L(h® — |[(z1, ..., wa) —m/|[1/R](1, ..., 1]]S) +
fo and the f, , are (L, a)—Holder-continuous and thus belong to Sy(L, o, R) for all R > 0.

We have dgm(fp) = {(0,+00)} and for all 0 < m < |1/h], integer,

= ()0 ) )
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Thus, for all 0 < m # m' < |1/h], integers,
Lh* Lh~
d (dem( o). dgm( 1) > “o and dy (dgm(f ). dgm( /) > o
We set rg = L4ﬁ’ then,

dy (dgm(fo), dgm(f,, v )) > 2rg and dy (dgm(fim), dgm(fy 1)) > 2ro.

For a fixed signal f, denote P? the product distribution of the noisy trajectory X define in model 1.
From section 2 of ( ), it now suffices to show that if rg = o ((02 log (%)) ﬁ), then,

s Y L) T, Y Ee (dp?hm)Q 1 ()
His N P fo |\ dPY,

2 0<m<|[1/h] 0<m<|[1/h]

converges to zero when 6 converges to zero.

By Cameron-Martin formula, for all 0 < m < |1/h], integer,

fnom 1
ZT = exp (/ O(frm — Jo)(t1, s ta)dWyy 1y — ﬁHfh,m - foH%) -
[0,1]¢

We denote H,, the hypercube defined by ||(z1,...,xq) —m/|[1/h|(1,....;1)|| < h

1
/[O . U — fO)Q(tl,...,td)dtl...dtd>

9</ B2ty . dtd+/ ||(t1,...,td)—m/u/hm,...,1)||§adt1...dtd>)
HTTL 77L
h2dt; .. dtd>

= exp (g /H (h® —||(t1, ... ta) —m/|1/h](1, ..., 1)y|g)2dt1...dtd>
<L
(%

1
Hence, if (92 log (%)) d+2e < h, we have that (15) converges to zero. Consequently, if ry =
a 1
0 ((92 log (%)) ’“2@‘), then (92 log (%)) a2 < h and we get the conclusion. O
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5 Discussion

To date, statistical studies of Topological Data Analysis tools have predominantly relied on lifting
known results from signal (or density) estimation using sup norm stability. However, this work
represents a step forward, breaking free from this approach. We provide a finer analysis of the
plug-in histogram estimator, showing that it achieves minimax convergence rates on the classes
Sq(L, o, R) that coincide with the known ones for Holder-continuous signals. These classes contain
irregular functions that pose challenges for conventional non-parametric techniques. Beyond the re-
sults shown here, it opens a new path to think and analyze persistent homology inference, showing
that it allows relaxation of regularity assumptions over considered signals.

It then raises questions about further relaxations of the regularity assumptions. We believe that
there is room to consider the potential relaxation assumption A3. One plausible approach involves
controlling the p-reach, as defined in Chazal et al. (2006), of the discontinuities set. This would
extend significantly our results, allowing to handle, for example, signals with sets of discontinu-
ities featuring multiple points and corners. Still, as illustrated in Figure 5, in this case, a plug-in
estimator from histogram will fall short, we may then need to move away from plug-in approach.

Figure 5: A—sublevel cubical approximation for f the function defined as 0 on the hatched area
and K outside (for arbitrarily large K) and A\ = K/4. The cycle in red is problematic, as it has
a lifetime of CK (C an absolute constant). The discontinuity set has here a positive p—reach for
small p.

One can also wonder if the methods and convergence rates established here for the Gaussian white
noise model extend to other popular and richer models. In this direction, we show in Appendix
C how they can be extended to the non-parametric regression model with fixed regular design.
Motivated by potential application to modes detection, as sketched for example in Genovese et al.
(2015), extending these results to the density model motivates future work in this direction.
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A Proofs for ¢—tameness

This section is devoted to prove the claim that the persistence diagrams we consider and esti-
mated persistence diagrams we propose are well-defined, by proving that the underlying persistence
modules are g—tame.

Lemma 1. Let f € Sy(L, o, R). Vs € N, Vh < g, there exist a morphism ¢ such that, VA € R,

Hy (Fy) » Ho (Fasr(1430)he)
\ % (16)
H, (FY)

is a commutative diagram (unspecified map come from set inclusions).

Proof. Let ¢y : H, (xn) = Hs (Gap) the induced by the deformation retract from Proposition 2.
We also denote i1 ) : H (]-"f\L) — Hg (Ky,,) the morphism induced by the inclusion .7-")7 C Ky,» and
ign : Hy (Gap) = Hy (f>\+L(1+3a)ho¢) the morphism induced by the inclusion Gx , C Fir(1430)has
also provided by Proposition 2. We take ¢\ =iy o by o i1,x. Diagram 16 then is (unspecified maps
are the one induced by set inclusion),

(F1) (F2) (F3) (17)
H (F}) i Hs (Kan) < 5 » Hy (Gan)
’ A

Faces (F1) and (F'3) simply commutes by inclusion. Face (F2) commutes as ¢y is induced by a
deformation retract. Each faces of diagram 17 are commutative, hence diagram 17 (and equivalently
diagram 16) is commutative. O

Proposition 6. Let f € Sy(L,«, R) then f is q-tame.

Proof. Let s € N and V, ; the persistence module (for the s—th homology) associated to the sublevel

filtration, F and for fixed levels A < X" let denote vﬁl the associated map. Let A € Rand h < %. By
Lemma 1, v§+L(1+3a)hQ = ¢y o iy, with iy : Hy (Fx) — Hy (]—")ff) By assumption Al and A2, F) is
compact. As [0,1]? is triangulable, Fy is covered by finitely many cells of the triangulation, and so

there is a finite simplicial complex K such that Fy ¢ K C F ;f Consequently, iy factors through the

finite dimensional space Hs(K) and is then of finite rank by Theorem 1.1 of ( ).
Thus, vf\‘Jr(\/aH)aLh& is of finite rank for all 0 < h < %. As for any A < )N < )\N, vﬁ = vi, o vﬁ we
then have that vi‘/ is of finite rank for all A < \". Hence, f is g-tame. O

Proposition 7. Let f € Sy(L,«, R) then, for all s € N, \A/’;f s q-tame.

Proof. Let h > 0 and A € R. j-\}\ is a union of hypercubes of the regular grid Gy, thus, H, (j-:)\> is
finite dimensional. Thus \75, ¢ is g-tame by Theorem 1.1 of ( ). O
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B Proofs of technical lemmas and propositions

B.1 Proof of Proposition 1

This section is dedicated to the proof of Proposition 1 from Section 2 which relies on the following
lemma.

Lemma 2. Let f : [0,1] — R and h > 0 verifiying (2). Let H C F§ N Cp and

H c f)\_HWHG(h)h& N Cy. We then have that,

/dX—/)\>Oand/ dX—/)\<O.
H H H’ H

Proof. Let consider here the case where in H' C .F)\_”W”G<h)ho< (The proof being the same in both

cases). Note that,
/ ax - / A

://(f—)\)—i—e AW

H/

HIWllanyhe

< — W llcube wh | H'| + W [lcube 48 (hd)

< W |cube n (—hd+a + Ow (hd)) <0
by the choice made for h. O
Proof of Proposition 1. Let x € f;ﬁv@||c(h)ha and H the hypercube of C}, containing x. We then

have,
H C Frx_wilgmhe-

Hence, by Lemma 2, [,; dX — [, X <0, thus,

HC ﬁ)\.
C
Now, let = € (f)\‘{gﬁwHG(h)ha> , and H the hypercube of C}, containing x. We then have,

H P iwligonhe:
Hence, by Lemma 2, [, dX — [, X > 0, thus,
H C F§
and Proposition 1 is proved. O

B.2 Proof of Proposition 2

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2 from Section 2.

Proof. First, note that if z belongs to {,¢g, , [#,£(z)] then z is at distance a most h from the union
of (M;)i=1,...1, and thus ||z — £(z)||2 < h which proves that Ky ), C ]:fh.

(&
Let’s now prove that F) j is a deformation retraction. As Fy C < U [3:,5(1‘)]) s Fa C Gap-
IES)\’h
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By definition of Gy 4,
Fyxp(xz,1) € Gyp, Ve eyp

and by definition of F) ,
F)\,h(.%',()) =, Vr € K:)\’h

Let x € Ky, verifying (4) and (5), we have, F) p(x,t) € [z,£(x)] for all ¢ € [0, 1]. In particular, this
implies that £(F) p(z,1)) = £(z) thus F) p(Fan(x,1),1) = F\p(z,1). Otherwise, by construction,
F\p(x,1) = z. Hence,

Fyp(z,1) =z, V€ Gyp.

The proof for the continuity of F) ; is provided separately in Appendix B.3. Then F)  is a defor-
mation retract onto Gy j,.

Let’s now prove that Gy C Fyi(1430)pne- Let © € Ky, and suppose z € M; N 0,1]%.

If « does not verify (4), Fjp(x,1) = = and by definition of S) j, assumption A2 ensures that
T € FayLhe.

If z verifies (4) and 2h — dg (£(z), M; N Fayppa) > 0, as Fy p(z,1) € [z, &(x)] C M;, we have

do (F)Hh(l‘, 1), M; N f>\+Lha) < 3h.
Assumptions A1l and A2 then ensures that,

Fyn(z,1) € Fayri430)pne-
If x verifies (4) and 2h —dy (&(z), M; N Fagrhe) < 0, then, Fy j(z,1) = &(z). Let € > 0, there exists
je{l,..,1},i# jand y € Fy N M;, such that ||z — y||2 < h + . Hence, &(x) € OM;N]0, 1[¢ and
[1€(z) — y|l2 < 2h + . Assumptions A1l and A2 then ensure that,
§(7) € Fapr+2+e))he

as it holds for all € > 0,

Fyp(z,1) = €&(x) € Fayrntaane-
Finally, combining cases, G\ C Frjr(1432)ne- O

B.3 Proof of the continuity of F) ),

This section is devoted to the proof of the deformation retract F) ;, introduced in the proof of
Proposition 2.

Lemma 3. Let h > 0 and X\ € R, F\, is continuous.

Proof. Let 6,6 > 0, z,y € ICxp such that ||z —y|l2 < 0 and ¢,s € [0,1] a such that |t — s| < 5.
Let’s check the different cases.

We begin by the cases where © € M; and y € M, i # j. Then ||z — &(z)||2 < 0, |ly — £(y)]|2 < 6,
and thus, ||£(z) — &(y)|]2 < 26.

e Suppose z verifies (4) and (5) for i € {1,...,1}. If (2h —da ({(x), M; N Fxyrhe)), > 0, for

sufficiently small §, we would have,
|z —&(@)ll2 < 6 < (2h — d2 (§(x), Ms N Fairhe)) 4

which is contradictory. Hence, we can suppose (2h — da ({(z), M; N Fxyrhe)), = 0. Then, as
Fxn (§(z),t) = &(x)

Ean(z,t) = Fan(§(x), D)2 = (1 = t)[[ = &(2)][2 < 0.
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e Otherwise, F) j(z,t) = z, and directly,
Ean(z,t) = Fan(§(x), D)2 = [l — §(@)|2 < 6.
Following the same reasoning we also have,

[ Fxn(y,s) — Fan(€(y), s)l|2 < 0.

Then,

And the conclusion follows in this case. From now, we suppose that x,y € M;.

e If = does not verify (4) or (5) and y does not verify (4) or (5), then, directly,
(@, t) = Exn(y, s)ll2 = |l — yll2 < 6.
o If x verifies (4) and (5), and y does not verify (4), then, y € Fayoppe. Thus,

dy (§(x), M OV Fagrne) < [[z = &(@)[| +|lz —yll2 <h +0

and,
2h — dy (§(x), M; N Fagphe) = h =6 > [z — (@) - 6.
Consequently,
z—¢(x)
h—d M; a —_ <9
“f($)+(2 2(5(:6)7 QF)\—&-Lh ))+ Hl‘—g(x)HQ T 2<
Then,

[[Exn(z,t) — Faxn(y, s)ll2

(100 4t (6(0) + @0~ da (€00, M N Frsaae), 2 )
FEEGIE

rt@)
e~ el

2

<lle—ylls + Hax) T (2 — dy (6(2), Mi O Frs o)

2
< 24.

o If z verifies (4) and (5), and y verifies (4) but not (5). Then,

2h — dy (§(x), My N Fgphe) = 2h — da (§(y), Ms N Fagphe)
+ da (§(y), M N Faspne) — d2 (§(x), M; 0 Faqphe)
> 2h —da (§(y), Mi N Fairne) — [€(z) — E()l]2
> ly = EWll2 = 11€(x) = £l
> ||z —&(2)]|2 = 2[1E(x) = EW)ll2 — |z = yl|2.

Hence,

v—&x)
T =€)

z|| < lle—yll2 +2[1€(x) = £W)ll2

Hax) (2 — dy (6(x), M; 1 Fag 1ae) 2
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And thus, we have,

[[Fxn(w,t) — Fxn(y,s)ll2

—tx T — T i « x_ig(x) a
'(1 1 +t<s<>+<2h d2 (€(). M; 0 Fie 1 >>+|xa<x>|12> ’

2

z —§(z)
<llo—vlle + |€(o)+ 2h—a60). M Frosae)), g
T e —E@)ll: 7,
< 2|z —yll2 + 2/I&(x) — £W)ll2
< 26 +2[|6(z) — E(w)ll2
and we conclude by continuity of &.
e Finally, if  and y both verify (4) and (5), then,
[Ex (2, ) — Exp(y, s)l|2
z —&(z)
o R CORNCRT AL RIE ) )
’ T = €(@)l2
y— &)
—(I-t)y—t <§(y) + (2h = da (§(y), Ms N Fayrne)) )
( D Ty el
and the conclusion follows again, in this case by continuity of &.
All possible cases have been checked, the proof is complete. O

B.4 Proof of Proposition 3

This section is dedicated to proof of Proposition 3 from Section 2.

Proof of Proposition 3. First we check that +;, extends continuously to Pyj,. Let x € Py, N
!
U 0M;N]0,1[%. Assumption A3, ensures that Pyj C]0,1[? and that there exists 4,5 € {1,...,l}
i=1
such that,
Bg(l‘, h) C M; U Mj U (8Mz N 8Mj)
Now, if
By(z,h) N Fyx N M; # 0 and Ba(x,h) N Fa N M; # 0

then by assumptions A2 and A1, By(z,h) C Fryppe and thus z € ]:)\_tha. Hence, Ba(x, h) NPy N
M; = 0 or Ba(x, h) NPy N M; = (). Without loss of generality, let suppose Ba(z, h) NPy N M; = 0.
Assumption A3 impose that Ué:l OM;N)0,1[? is a C1! hypersurface and thus ensures that, for all
x € M;n]0,1[%, limy e ar, -2 Yn(y) exists. We can then define vy (2) = limyeas, e Y1 (y). And, doing
so for all z € Py, N U§:1 OM;N)0, 1[¢ extends continuously vy, (z) to Py p.

C
Let’s now prove that H) j is a deformation retraction. As f/\_h C (UmGPA . [:c,’y,\,h(a:)]) , f/\_h C
M 1. Note that, by definition of M, 4

Hyp(z,1) € Myp, YzeNy,

and by definition of H)
HA,h(l', O) =, Vo € N)\,h

Let © € N, verifying (6) and (7). By construction Hy ,(z,t) € [x,yan(2z)] for all ¢ € [0,1], in
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particular this implies that vy (Hxn(z,1)) = van(x). Thus, Hyp(Hyp(x,1),1) = Hyp(z,1). In
other cases Hy j(x,1) = x. Hence,

H)\,h(w, 1) =x, Vzxé€ M)\ﬂ.

The proof of the continuity of H) j, is provided separately in Appendix B.5. Then H)j, is a defor-
mation retract onto My p,.

—h

Let’s now prove that M ; C ]:,\+L(2+5a)ha' Let = € Ny, and suppose x € M; N0, l]d.

If = does not verify (6), directly, F'(1,z) =z € ‘F)\_fQLh@'

If z verifies (6) and 3h—da (yan(z), (M;)° N Fayorhe) > 0, then there exists z € M;NFayorhe, j # i
such that ||z — z||2 < 3h thus ||[Hy p(x, 1) — 2z||2 < 4h. Also, by assumption A3, Bo(Hyp(x,1),h) C
M;UM . Thus, by assumption Al and A2, By(Hyp(,1), h)NMj C Fyyro450)pe and By(Hyp(x,1), h)N
M; C FitL2ape, thus,

H)\,h(xa 1) € ‘F;_:LL(2+504)]_L04'

If z verifies (6) and 3h — da ('y;wh(:c), (M;)¢ ﬁ]—")\Jrtha) < 0, then Hyp(x,1) = v n(z) and thus
By(Hyp(z,1),h) C M;. As ||z —yan(z)||2 < h, it follows that,

Hyp(z,1) € F,\_szaha-
From the same reasoning, it also follows that [z, n(z)] C Fxirre and hence Ny C Fayphe-

Combining all cases, it follows that M, ; C f;fL(2+5a)ha' O

B.5 Proof of the continuity of H) ),

This section is devoted to the proof of the deformation retract H) j, introduced in the proof of
Proposition 3.

Lemma 4. Let h > 0 and X\ € R, Hy, is continuous.

Proof. Let 6,6 >0, z,y € Ky, such that ||z — y|[2 < 8. t,s € [0,1] a such that |t —s| < §. Let’s
check the different cases.

o Ifz € M; and y ¢ M;. Assumptions A3 ensures that for sufficiently small §, there exists
Jj€{1,...,1}, with y € M; such that,

Bg(x,h) C Ba(y,2h) C MUE

By Assumption A1 and A2, this implies that By(x,h) C Fayrgope and thus x € f;iLLzaha'
From the same reasoning, it follows that y € F. N JfL2a oo Hence,

[[Han(x,t) — Hxp(y,8)||2 = ||z — y[l2 < 0.

From now, we can suppose that =,y € M;.

e If = does not verify (6) or (7), and y does not verify (6) or (7), then directly,
Hxn(z,t) = Han(y, 8)ll2 = [|lz — yll2 < 6.
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e If z verifies (6) and (7) and y does not verify (6), then, dy (x,0M;N]0,1[*) > h — § and thus
[l —yan(@)|l2 < 0. As Hy p(x,1) € [z, van(2)], we have,

[HH (2, 1) = Hxn(y, Dll2 = [[Hxn(z,1) = yll2 < [lz = yll2 + |2 = Hyp(z, 1|2 < 26.

Ifze U [z,mnl@)]N M and do (yan(z), (M) N Fagorne) > 3h — ||z — yan(z)||2 and
Z‘EP)\,}L

y € ( U [x,’yx7h(x)]> N ((8Miﬁ]0,1[d)h)o. Then, y € F/\__fuha. Thus, for sufficiently

IEEP)\’h
small ¢ there exists z € (M;)° N Ba(y, h) and,

da (Vap(@), (M;)° N Fagorne) — 2h < ||z — y||2 < 6.

Hence,

x — Yan()

_T TN <6
Tz — yn(@)|]2

2

Yn(@) + (Bh — da (van(z), (M;)° N Frjarne))

and,

[[Hxn(2,t) — Hxn(y,s)||2

(1—t)z+t <’Y,\,h(37) + (3h — da (yan(x), (M:)° N Fayarne))

T — An(T) ) —y
Tz = yan(@)|]2
T — Mh(z)

() + (Sh —dy (’7)\7h($)’ (M;)°n .7'—/\+2Lha))+ m -

2

+ [z = yll2

S ’
2

<26

e If z verifies (6) and (7) and y verifies (6) but not (7), then,

3h —da (Van(@), (M) N Fagorne) = |y — mn @)z = (@) — 1an®)]l2
> |z = yan(@)ll2 = 2/van(@) — aa@)ll2 = llz = yll2
Thus,

[[Hxn(z,t) — Hxn(y, 8)|]2

(1—t)z+t <7>\,h(a7) + (3h = da (yan(@), (M) N Fayarne)) m> Y

2

— z — an(@)
< (@) + (3h = d2 (Van(®), (Mi)° N Fagorne)), 7~ — || +llz—yll
fraato)+ (a1 = o a0 B T Z2E5 ] e
< 2lan(@) = mn@)ll2 + 2l — yll2
<26 4 2[[yan(@) — an@)ll2
and we conclude, in this case, by continuity of vy .
e Finally, if x verifies (6) and (7) and y verifies (6) and (7), then,
[ Hx (2, ) = Han(y, s)l]2
1=+t 2) + (3h —d 2), (M) N Faroppe)) | —— ML)
(1= 0+ (aae) + (31 = (a0 (T 0 ). 2
7 - Y —mnay)
—1—ty—t('m,hy+ 3h —dy (1an(y), (M) N Fylpa >
(==t {omal) + (30— (a0 (10 Fidre)) =00 )

and again the conclusion, follows in this case, by continuity of 7 4.

All possible cases have been checked, the proof is complete. O
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B.6 Proof of Proposition 4

This section is dedicated to the proof of Proposition 4 from Section 2, which relies on the following
lemma.

Lemma 5. Let 0 < K and 0 < h < 1 such that Kh < R/2. There exists a constant Cy (depending
only on K, d and R) such that for alli,j € {1,...,1} and x € Bo((dM;N]0, 1[*) , Kh) "M, such that
f(l’) S 8Mj

dy (Bs (€(x), Kh) N Mj, By (£(z), Kh) N P) < Czh? (18)
with
P={eltten (g ) = (60 Bodan)
and
di (Bs (&(z), Kh) N M;, By (£(z), Kh) N P) < Coh? (19)
with

Furthermore if z € PN By ({(x), Kh) then

fo) —x o

J— 2 .
2= ol s €, (20)
and if 2 € PN By (£(x), Kh)
o &(x) -z Ve
z + Cah @ —2lh € M. (21)

Proof. Let By the Euclidean closed ball centered in &(x) — R% of radius R and Bj the

Euclidean closed ball centered in &(x) + R% of radius R. By Assumption A3, By C M; and

By C M;. Then, the Hausdorff distance between By (¢(x), Kh) N M, and B (£(z), Kh) N P, and
the Hausdorff distance between By (£(x), Kh) N M; and Bs (£(z), Kh) N P, are both upper bounded
by the Hausdorff distance between the union of spheres 9B U 0By intersected with By (&(x), Kh)
and the intersection with By (¢(x), Kh) of the hyperplane,

P= {z € [0,1]" s.t. <z, m> = <£(w), m»

By symmetry, this distance is equal to the Hausdorff distance between 0B N Ba ({(z), Kh) and
PN By (g(l‘)v Kh)
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Figure 6: The tangent balls By and By of radius R bounds the region where dM; N OM; lies in. 2D
illustration.

Now, let € 0B \ {{(x)}, and p(x) its projection on P. Let () the plane containing z, p(z) and
&(x), Q intersects 0B into a circle C' of radius R and intersects P into a line D tangent to C. The
problem then simplify to upper bounding the distance between a circle and a tangent line around
the intersection point. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that we are in R?, C being the
circle of radius R centered at (0, R) and D the line y = 0 (tangent to C at (0,0)). In B((0,0),Ch),
as Kh < R/2, C can be described as,

C= {(:L‘,y) € B((0,0),Kh) s.t. y=R— v R? —:1:2}.

Hence the distance between C and D in B((0,0), K'h) is upper bounded by,

— /R2 — (Kh)? —h2+O(h3)

Assertlons ) and ( ) then follows Now, simply remark that, as Kh < R/2, for all z € P,
\/R2 C'h (x — /Ha: —&(z)||2 € By and (20) follows. And symmetrically, for all

z € P z— \/R2 Ch (x —&(x))/||z — &(x)||]2 € B2 and (21) follows. O

Proof of Proposition J. We start by proving assertion (8). Let z € M;. By Assumption A3, there
exists a unique j # ¢ such that x € (M; N f>\+||WHG(h)ha)\/gh and thus {(x) € OM;. Furthermore,
supposing # sufficiently small such that 2v/dh < R, we have,

([, &)™ < M; U M,

Let Hy € Cp, ) the hypercube containing « and denote z; its center. Suppose there exist y € [z, ()]
such that y ¢ ch k. Let denote Hy the hypercube of Cj, containing y and zy its center. Suppose
furthermore that Hs is adjacent to Hy (i.e. Hy N Hy #0). If

- 5C
Ho O M0 Fy L wiigo+svane 79

then Hy C ]:>\+(\|W||G(h)+5\/3)h" by A1, A2. And thus, by Lemma 2, Ho C ]/':A

From now, we suppose,

+@IWllgm+5vd)he
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M;

Figure 7: A 2D scenario where £(x) is not in Hj.

Hy WM 0 Fy 4 (/W agn +3vahe = 0. (22)

As xz € Hq, then,
_ 2
(x — 21,20 —21) < ez — 2l 2x1||2

and, as y € Hy \ H", we have,

||z — 1]l Ch?
—_ _ < _
<y X2, T1 332> > 2 2\/&

and thus, as [lo — y||2 < ||z — £()l[2 < Vdh.

< x—&(x) xg—x1>:< T—y $2—$1><— Ch? <_@.
|z = &(@)]2” Iz —yllo’ T 2Vd|lz -yl T 2d

This implies that, for all z € H; N P,
Ch
By <z + (x2 — 1), 2d> c P. (23)

Let z € HfCZhQ N M;, by assertion (18) of Lemma 5, there exists 2 in H; NP such that ||z —2'||z <
Csh?. And by (23),
Ch

By (Zl—f—(xz —$1),2d) Cc P.

. . . Ch 2
Then, by assertion (20) of Lemma 5, supposing 6 sufficiently small such that 57 > 3C2h?,

Ch

By (2 + (v2 — 71),C2h?) C By (Z/ + (22 — 21), od Cgh2> C M;.
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Consequently, for 8 sufficiently small, for all z € Hy ﬁﬁj, 2+ (xe—x1) € Ho ﬁﬂj. As Hy C Hfﬂh,
assumptions A1l and A2 implies that, for all z € HoNMj, z € ]:A+(||W||G<h)+3\/8)ha‘ Hence, by (22),

sup f(z) < inf  f(2).
z€H2NM; (2) z€H1NM; (2)

For a set A and a vector u, we denote A + u = {z + u,z € A}. From the foregoing, using again
assumptions A1l and A2, it follows that,

/ dX — f+ / F40 / AW
Ho HgﬁMj HoNM; Ho

/ r+f r+f jro [ aw
HlﬂMj-‘r(l‘Q—J}l) HQﬁMj\(H1ﬂMj+(I2—a:1)) (HlﬁMi)—‘r(xg—xl)\(HgﬁMj) Ho

s/ f+/‘ f+9/ AW
HlﬂMj+(.’EQ—:D1) HlﬂMi—I—(Zg—xl) Ho

< / (f + L(3Vdh)®) +/ (f + L(3Vdh)®)
HiNM; HiNM;

+9/ dW+9/ dW—G/ aw
Hy Ho Hy

< A+ LBV + 2[W |lgn)) )R

by the choice made for h. Thus, Hy C ‘7?/\+(2\|W||c(h)+(5\/3)°‘13)h“'

Now, if Hs is not adjacent to Hj, there exists a finite sequence Hs, Hy, ..., H, of cube of C} such
that for all k € {2,...,n}, [x,&(x)|NHy # () and Hs is adjacent to Hy, Hy adjacent to Hs, ..., and Hj,
adjacent to H;. Applying the previous reasoning iteratively then gives that, for all k € {2,...,n},

Hy € ’F)\+((2+n7k)||W||G(h)+(1+nfk)(5\/a)aL)h°"

Remark that, as ||z — £(z)|| < Vdh, n < [2v/d]%. Thus, for all k € {2,...,n},
Hi € Fy (@t ravaia)wilegy +(+12vd10) (v Lyne
and assertion (8) follows.
Now we prove assertion (9). Suppose that x € P>\+\|W||G(h>h Jan- In particular, it implies = €

FAtIWligayh N Mi and |z — 7A+||W|\G(h)ha,\/8h(x>u2 < V/dh. Suppose 6 sufficiently small such that
2v/dh < R. Assumption A3, ensures that there exist j € {1, ...,1} such that,

Nz P v N v
([:C?7)\+\\W\|G(h)h‘l,\/ﬁh($>]) CM;UM;

Let Hy € Cj, ) the hypercube containing x and denote x1 its center. Lety € |z, VAWl gy b \/Eh(x)]

such that y ¢ ch h Let denote Hy the hypercube of C} containing y and x5 its center. Suppose
furthermore that Hs is adjacent to Hy. If,

Hy O M0V Fy (Wl +3vane 7 0

then Hy € F_(wijog+5vane DY Al A2, And thus, by Lemma 2, Hy € F,

+(2/|W |l G(n)+5Vd)he
From now, we suppose,

HynNM;N fA+(||WHG<h)+3x/3)ha = (. (24)
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As x € Hy, then,
w2 — a3

(x — w1, 21 — 22) > 5

As, y € Hy\ HEP, for sufficiently small 6,

lz2 — a3 | CR?

2 2/d

and thus, as ||z — y||2 < ||z — 7>\+|IWHG<h)h“,\/3h($)||2 < dh,

<w—€<l’> x2_$1>:<y—ff x2_m1> . __ o Ch
|z = &(@)l]2” 1z —yll2” T 2Vd||lz —ylls T 2

Thus, this implies that, z € H; N P

(y —xo, 20 — 1) >

B (z + (g — x1), ZZ;) c P. (25)

Let z € Hf02h2 N M;, by assertion (19) of Lemma 5, there exists 2z in H; NP such that ||z — 2||5 <
Csh?. And by (25),

/ Ch —
B — — P.
2(2 +(SE2 $1), 2d> C
) . . Ch
Then, by assertion (21) of Lemma 5, supposing ¢ sufficiently small such that 57 > 3C5h2,
9 / Ch 9 —
By (Z—i—(ﬂ?g—xl),CQh ) C Byl z +(a:2—x1),ﬁ—02h C M;.

Consequently, for 6 sufficiently small, for all z € Hy N\ M;, z+ (z2—21) € HoNM;. As Hy C Hfﬁh,

assumptions A1l and A2 implies that, for all z € HyNM;, z € ]:/\+(\\W\|G(h>+3\/3)h"" Hence, by (24),

sup f(z) < inf  f(z).
z€HyNM; (=) zeH1NM; =)

From the foregoing, using again assumptions A1l and A2, it follows that,

/ X = f+ / F+0 / AW
Ho HoNM; HgﬂMj Ho>

/ +f £+ [ fro [ aw
HlﬁMrF(foIl) H20M¢\(H10Mi+(5627x1)) (HlﬁMj)+(x27I1)\(HzﬂMi) Ho

< / et / f+0 [ aw
HiNM;+(z2—x1) HiNM;+(z2—x1) Ho

< / (f + L(3Vah)®) + / (f + L(3Vdn)®)
HiNM; HinM;

+<9/ dW+t9/ dW—Q/ aw
H, Ha Hy

< (A + LBV + 2||W||gm)h®)h?

by the choice made for h. Thus, Hy C ‘7?>\+(2HWHG(;)+(3\/3)“L)h“' Applying again the iterative

reasoning used for assertion (8) we obtain assertion (9). O
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B.7 Proof of Proposition 5

This section is dedicated to the proof of Proposition 5 from Section 2.

Proof. The proof essentially follows from the fact that for all A > 0 and H hypercube of side h,
WIH) is a standard Caussian.

h/?

e (o =) < () e (e =)
(;)%(W;;gﬂ o log(H;d))
2 <fll>dexp <—;t2 log (1 + ;))

Now, take t > /8, then t2/4 +2 < 2. Thus,

IN

1\* 1, 1
P ([[W{leube,n > 1) <2 7 ) exp _it log 1+ —

)
<2 G)dexp (—(152/8 +1)log (1 hld>>
< 2exp(—t2/8).

Hence, for all t > 0,
P (||W]leube,n > ) < 2e x exp(—t*/8).

C Extension to non-parametric regression

The model 1 proves to be valuable for establishing theoretical results. However, it has a limitation as
it assumes the observation of a complete trajectory, making it less popular for practical applications.
In this section, we focus on proposing extensions to another essential non-parametric model with
greater practical interest: non-parametric regression. The proofs of the main results are essentially
the same, we detail only the few differences.

We consider the classical non-parametric regression setting (with fixed regular design), observing
n = N% points,

Xi = f(z) + o0&
with z; a point on the regular N¢ grid G,, over [0, 1]d7 o the level of noise and ¢; a standard Gaussian
variable. In this context, we define,

~ 1
Fy= H, with Cy, » = H € C}, such that — X; <)\
HGC;L)\ z,€H
The key here to lift the convergence results established in Section 2 in this context is to show an
analogous inclusion from the one obtained in Proposition 1, then the exact same reasoning applies.
All we have to provide is similar noise control. For h > 0, let denote the variable,

1
max |——zv 2. O&;
i€H ¢
HeG, |HwieH}
Ny =
952 log(1/h?)
[Nh]
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Lemma 4 bis. Let h > 1/N,

P(Np>t)<2 <ill>dexp (—t2 log <1/hd>> :

Proof. Let h > 1/N and H C [0,1]¢ be a closed hypercube of side h. As the (€i)i=1,..n are i.i.d and
standard Gaussian variables, we have, for all H € C},

1 {zi € H}|t
_ >t <2 _ .
{z; € 1| ZeH‘”Z =)= eXp< 207

T

And thus, as the number of point in any H € Cj, is at least to [hN|?,

1 | AN |42
_— | >t] <2 —_—— .
{z: € 1| ZEHm =) eXp( 207

T

Now, by union bound, using |Cp,| = 1/h,

1 1\¢ | AN |2
P — >t <2(= —— ).
HEG, |{xieH}\m§,“ == <h> exp( 207 )
and the result follows. O

In particular, as in Proposition 5, it follows that IV, is sub-Gaussian, more precisely there exists C
and C] depending only on d such that, for all h,

P (N, >t) < Cpexp(—Cit?).

Let now choose, h such that,

a log (1/h?)
h® > [NB]d

thus, we can choose,
1

. (logm)) .

With this choice we obtain the following key lemma.

Lemma 2 bis. Let f:[0,1]% — R. Let H C F¢

MVISTN, he NCy and H C }—A—\/ﬁNhha NCy. We
then have that,

1 1
_— Xi> X\ and ——— X <A
(@ € 1] IZGH : ey 2,

7 CCZ‘EH

Proof. Let consider here the case where in H C ‘FA—\/ﬁNhha (The proof being the same in both
cases). We have,

1
[{z; € H'} Z '
z,€H
1
! I‘iEHl
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log (1/hd
<\ —V202Nph™ + Np V202 Of]th/Jd)

<A

By the choice made for h. O

Using Lemma the Lemma 2 bis instead of Lemma 2 in the proof of Proposition 1, we obtain the
following analogous proposition.

Proposition 1 bis. Let f:[0,1] = R. For all A\ € R,

—Vdh T Vdh
F)\fx/QaZNth‘ CHNC f)\+\/202Nhha

We define \7f7S and dgm(f) in the exact same way we did for the Gaussian White Noise model.
Again, we can show that this module is g-tame applying the same ideas used in the proofs of Propo-
sition 7.

Having the inclusion given by Proposition 1 bis, the reasoning from the proof of Theorem 1 gives,

Proposition 1 bis. There exists Cy and Cy such that, for allt >0,

p< ap )db(dg/mmdgmm)Zt(log<">)dfm>ga)exp(_aﬁ).

fe€Sa(L,a,R n

From this, we obtain, as in Section 2, upper bounds for estimation. This bound can be shown to
be minimax also in this setting (adapting the proof of Theorem 4). Adaptivity also follows as in
Section 3.
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