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OPTIMAL RATES FOR FUNCTIONAL LINEAR REGRESSION WITH
GENERAL REGULARIZATION

NAVEEN GUPTA, S. SIVANANTHAN, AND BHARATH K. SRIPERUMBUDUR

ABSTRACT. Functional linear regression is one of the fundamental and well-studied meth-
ods in functional data analysis. In this work, we investigate the functional linear regres-
sion model within the context of reproducing kernel Hilbert space by employing general
spectral regularization to approximate the slope function with certain smoothness as-
sumptions. We establish optimal convergence rates for estimation and prediction errors
associated with the proposed method under a Hoélder type source condition, which gen-
eralizes and sharpens all the known results in the literature.

1. INTRODUCTION

Functional data analysis (FDA) deals with analyzing and extracting information from
curves, known as functional data, that include growth curves, weather data, health data,
etc. The functional linear regression (FLR) model introduced by Ramsay and Dalzell [28]
has emerged as one of the mainstays for analyzing functional data [29, 27, 19, 30, 23, 37].
Formally, the FLR model is stated as

Y:/SX(t)ﬁ*(t)dt—i—e, (1.1)

where Y (w) is a real-valued random variable, (X (w,t);t € S) is a continuous time process,
€ is a zero mean random noise, independent of X, with finite variance o2 and B* is an
unknown slope function. Throughout the paper, we assume that X and 3* are in L?(S),
E[||X]|2,] is finite, and S is a compact subset of R?. From (1.1), it is easy to note that for
any s € S, E[YX(s)] = E[(X, ") X (s)] + E[eX(s)] which implies E[XY](s) = (CB*)(s),
where C' := E[X ® X] is the covariance operator. Therefore, the slope function 5* satisfies
the operator equation E[XY] = C* which can be alternately expressed as

B =arg min E[Y - (X, B) 2] (1.2)

The goal is to construct an estimator B to estimate the unknown slope function 5* using
observed empirical data {(X1,Y7), (Xo,Y2),...,(X,,Y,)}. Here, X;’s are i.i.d. copies of
the random process X (w, ), and Y;’s are scalar responses. A general study by taking Y;’s
to be functional responses has been carried out in [35, 22, 4, 12].

One of the initial methodologies developed for estimating the slope function is functional
principal component analysis (FPCA) [7, 24, 5, 20, 40], which relies on representing the
estimator of §* with respect to a basis, for example, a B-spline basis as in [3], or more
popularly the eigenfunctions of the covariance operator. Under a smoothness condition
on the slope function, [14] provided an optimal convergence rate for the FPCA method
using covariance eigenfunctions. Recently, Holzleitner and Pereverzyev [16] explored the
FPCA method under general regularization—the aforementioned works use spectral cut-
off as the regularizer—, for the functional polynomial regression model with general source
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condition. We refer the reader to [37, 15] and references therein for a detailed account of
the FPCA approach.

Another approach for FLR that gained popularity is the method of regularization in
a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS), i.e., an estimator of * is constructed by
restricting it to an RKHS, H (see Section 2 for details about this approach). The goal
of this paper is to investigate this approach, obtain optimality results, and close the gaps
in the literature, thereby obtaining a closure on this approach. Before discussing our
contributions, we first establish the context by discussing the results in the literature.

The RKHS approach for FLR was first proposed and investigated by Yuan and Cai
[38], wherein they developed an estimator of §* based on Tikhonov regularization and
established its optimality under the commutativity of the integral operator, 1" associated
with the reproducing kernel and the covariance operator, C, assuming $* € H. Under
the same assumption of 8* € H, [0, 34] established optimal convergence rates when the
integral and covariance operators do not commute. On the other hand, Zhang et al.
[39] considered a different smoothness assumption of 5* € R(T%(T%CT%)S) and derived
optimal convergence rates for the estimation and prediction errors associated with the
estimator for s € (0,1] and s € (0, 3], respectively, where R(A) denotes the range space
of the operator A. Balasubramanian et al. [2] considered a non-linear extension to the
FLR model, called the functional single-index model (Y = g({X, *)12) + €) where g is a
non-linear function, and showed that if X is a Gaussian process with covariance operator
C, then under appropriate regularity condition on g, the slope function 5* of the single-
index model satisfies the operator equation, E[XY] = C*, which is also satisfied by the
slope function of the FLR model. Therefore, they analyzed the functional single-index
model by analyzing the FLR model, wherein they considered a least squares approach
with Tikhonov regularization (similar to [38]) to obtain an estimator of §*. Under the
source condition of * € R(T®) C L?(S)\H, a € (0, 1)—note that this is weaker than

that used in [35] which uses o = 1, i.e., B* € R(T%) = H—, [2] established convergence
rates for estimation and prediction errors in the commutative setup, extending the results
of [38]. [2] also obtained convergence rates for the estimation and prediction errors in the
non-commutative setting under the assumption that §* € R(T%(T%CT%)S), 0<s<1,
which partially extends the results of [6, 34, 39].

In the context of the above-mentioned results, there are many open questions related
to the RKHS approach for FLR that need to be addressed: (i) the rates for a large
range of smoothness, i.e., &« > 1 (in the commutative setting) and s > 1 (in the non-
commutative setting) is not known, (i) the optimality of the rates is not known in the
commutative setting except for a = %, and in the non-commutative setting for s > 1, and
(iii) the impact of qualification of a general regularization family on the convergence rate
is not known since all the above-mentioned works employ Tikhonov regularization. The
main contribution of this paper is to address these limitations and provide closure on the
RKHS approach for FLR. To this end, we undertake a comprehensive examination of this
approach by using a general regularization scheme (subsuming Tikhonov regularization)
that caters to a wide range of smoothness and obtain optimal convergence rates for the
estimation and prediction errors in the commutative and non-commutative settings. The

details of these contributions are elaborated below.

1.1. Contributions. (i) We propose an estimator of 8* based on generalized regulariza-
tion that subsumes Tikhonov regularization (which was already considered in the litera-
ture) so as to understand the impact of the source condition and the qualification (of the
regularization) on the convergence rates.
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(77) Under the smoothness assumption, 8* € R(T?), a > 0, in Theorems 3.1 and 3.4,
we present the convergence rates for the estimation and prediction errors, respectively,
in the commutative setting (i.e., 7' and C' commute). These results match the optimal

results of [3%] when a = % and improve upon the rates of [2] for 0 < a < § while

2
providing convergence rates for a > % but up to a smoothness index determined by the
qualification of the general regularization. If the qualification is infinity, then Theorems
3.1 and 3.4 provide convergence rates for all orders of smoothness, i.e., a > 0. We would
like to highlight that until this work, the convergence rates are known only for 0 < a < %

1

and the optimality of these rates are known only for o = 5. In this work, we not only

resolve the issue of catering to a > % but also establish the optimality of the rates in the
commutative setting for o > 0 by deriving lower bounds in Theorem 4.3. A summary of
our results in relation to those in the literature is captured in Table 1.

Results Assumption Estimation error Preldiction error
(Regularization) 6% — Bl IC2(8* = B)|I7-
* 1 .t - thrc
Cai and Yuan[38] g e R(T=) = n 20+t =no ttetl

(Tikhonov)

* e —0‘7’570( _%

Balasubramanian AT e R(T?) S trerise Sn TrerE=e)
et al. [2] 1
<1

(Tikhonov) 0<a<sy)

This paper g* € R(TY) < n" Tt < N Tt
Theorems 3.1, _ c 1 _ 1 c
3.4 (General) r=ahNv+iv—3) | r=aAv+s5+r])

__at _ _2at+c

This paper g* € R(TY) 2 THet2at 2 Ttet2at

Theorem 4.3 0< )

Table 1. Convergence rates for FLR in the RKHS framework when the
kernel integral operator T" and the covariance operator C' commute. Here
v denotes the qualification of the regularization and a A b := min{a, b}.

(i4i) We provide convergence rates for the estimation and prediction errors in the non-
commutative setting (i.e., without assuming the commutativity of 7' and C') in Theo-

rems 3.3 and 3.5, respectively, under the source condition * € R(T%(T%CT%)S) where
s > 0. These results generalize those of [2, 6, 39] by investigating rates for smoothness
index, s > 1 since the prior results are known only for 0 < s < 1 for the estimation error
and 0 < s < % for the prediction error. Moreover, the optimality is known only for the
prediction error for 0 < s < % We address this issue by showing the rates of Theorems 3.3
and 3.5 to be optimal by deriving lower bounds in Theorem 4.4. A summary of our contri-

butions in the non-commutative setting in contrast to the existing results in the literature
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is provided in Table 2.

(iv) Since the slope function of a single-index model can be estimated using the FLR
estimator if X is Gaussian (as shown in [2]), our results discussed in (7)— (%) cater to the
single-index model as well, thereby sharpening and generalizing the existing results in the
literature (see Remark 3.6).

Results Assumption Estimation error Preldiction error
(Regularization) P 18 = B 1C2(8* — B)II3
Yuan and Cai [(] B* e R(T%) N.A. = T

(Tikhonov)
Tong and Ng[34] B* e R(T%) N.A. < N
(Tikhonov) without Assumption 5
Zhang et al.[39] B* e R(T% (T%CT%)S) ~ n’ubsif%b = n*fiﬁszbs)b
(Tikhonov) (0<s<1) (RKHS norm) (0<s<i)
Balasubramanian | g* R(T%(T%CT%)S) < n’ubsif%b < n*ﬁ (B € R(T%)
et al.[2] ~ ~
(Tikhonov) (0<s<1) (L? norm)
rb
< n 1+bt2rd (b+2rb)
This paper pg* e R(T% (T%CT%)S) (ﬁ‘I?HSH;;I;) N 1612
Theorems 3.3, 3.5 (0<s<v) r=sAv—3)
r=8SAv
(General)
This paper | 3% € RT3 (T2CTH)) | 2 n” woim —
Theorem 4.4 (s >0) (RKHS norm) ~

Table 2. Convergence rates for FLR in the RKHS framework when the
kernel integral operator T" and the covariance operator C' do not
commute. Here v denotes the qualification of the regularization and

a A b := min{a, b}.

1.2. Organization. The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the necessary
background for the regularization method and the FLR model in the RKHS setting and
provides some elementary results that are necessary for analysis. In Section 3, we discuss
our assumptions and provide convergence rates for the estimation and prediction errors in
both commutative and non-commutative settings for the general regularization method.
We provide matching lower bounds for these errors in Section 4, which establish the
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optimality of the general regularization method in the FLR setting. The proofs of all the
results are presented in Section 5, while supplementary results needed to prove the main
results are relegated to Appendix A.

1.3. Notations. L?(S) denotes the space of all real-valued square-integrable functions
deﬁned on S. For f,g € L*(S), L? inner product and norm are defined as (f,g);2 =
Js f(x)g(x)dx and ||f||?. = (f, f)r2. The inner product and norm associated with the
RKHS 7-[ are denoted as (-, )% and || - ||, respectively. For an operator A, R(A) denotes
the range of operator A. For an operator A : L? — L?, the operator norm is defined as
|All2— 2 = sup{||Afllz2|f € L2 ||f|lzz = 1}. Similarly, for an operator A : L? — H,
the operator norm is defined as || A||z2_, = sup{||Aflls : f € L% ||fllz2 = 1}. For two
positive numbers a and b, a < b means a < cb for some positive constant ¢. For positive
sequences (ax)r and (bg)k, ap < by, means a S by < ai for all k. For a random variable
W with law P and a constant b, W <, b denotes that for any 6 > 0, there exists a
positive constant c¢s < oo such that P(W < ¢sb) > 6. For notational convenience, we

define A := T2CT? and Ay =T 2C T3 2, where (), is an empirical estimator of C' (see
Section 2 for the definition of C’n).

2. PRELIMINARIES

A Hilbert space H of real-valued functions on S is called an RKHS, if the pointwise
evaluation functional is linear and continuous. There is a one-to-one correspondence be-
tween an RKHS H and a reproducing kernel k£ which is a symmetric and positive definite
function from S x S to R such that k(s,-) € H and f(s) = (k(s,-), f)n, Vf € H. We
assume that k is measurable and sup,cg k(z,z) < K, where £ is a positive constant. Then
the elements in the associated RKHS H are measurable and bounded functions on S. It
can be easily seen that H is continuously embedded in L?(S) [11]. We refer the reader to
[1, 32, 25, 20] for more details on RKHS.

We define the integral operator T := JJ* : L?(S) — L%(S), where J : H — L?(S) is the
inclusion operator defined as (Jf)(x) = (k(x,-), f)3, Vo € S and J* : L*(S) — H is the
adjoint of the inclusion operator given as J*g = [¢ k(-,t)g(t) dt. It is easy to verify that
T3 isa partial isometry from L2(S) to H, consequently R(T%) = H. Moreover, for o > %,
R(T%) C H. In other words, coefficients of a representation of a function, f € R(T?) in
terms of eigenfunctions of the operator T', will have a faster decay for larger value of .

Motivated by the observation that * solves (1.2), using the given data {(X;,Y;)},
we consider the following estimator of 5*:

n n

B = alrgmlnl Z[ P — (ﬁ,Xi>L2] = arg min 1 Z[YZ — <Jﬁ,Xi>L2]2
=1 =1

BEH M BEH N
(2.1)

n

= argmlnl Z[ T — (B, T X)) 2]
=1

BEH N
Let us define
1 & R

It can be easily verified that the solution of the equation (2.1) can be given by solving the
operator equation

J*CnJB = J*R. (2.2)
Equation (2.2) can be seen as a discretized form of J*CJg* = J*E[XY], which is an ill-
conditioned problem. Regularization techniques have been well explored in the learning
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theory framework to solve such ill-posed problems [3]. A detailed study on the Tikhonov
regularization technique to solve (2.2) has been carried out in [0, 39, 2, 34, 33]. In this
paper, we use the general regularization techniques from the theory of ill-posed inverse
problems to solve (2.2), yielding the regularized estimator

Br = gA(J*Cud) TR,
where A > 0 is the regularization parameter. For simplicity, we remove the subscript A
and write ) as 5. Here gy : [0,7] = R, 0 < XA <5, is the regularization family satisfying
the following conditions:
e There exists a constant A > 0 such that

sup |oga(o)] < A. (2.3)
0<o<n
e There exists a constant B > 0 such that
B
sup Jor(o)] < 5 (2.
0<o<n
e There exists a constant D > 0 such that
sup |1 —ga(o)o| = sup |ra(o)| < D. (2.5)
0<o<n 0<o<n
e The maximal p such that
sup |1 —ga(o)olo? = sup |ra(o)|o? < wpA?, (2.6)
0<o<n 0<o<n

is called the qualification of the regularization family gx, where the constant w,
does not depend on A.

Examples of regularization families include Tikhonov (gx(c) = (o 4+ X)71), spectral cut-off
(gr(0) = 07 1 >)), Showalter (gx(0) = o~ (1 — e~/ 1,40 + A" 11,—9), and Landweber
iteration (g;(c) = S2'21(1 — )% where X is identified as ¢t~1, t € N), with qualification 1
for Tikhonov and oo for the rest, where 1, = 1 if x € 2, and 0, otherwise. We refer the

reader to [21, 13] for more details about the regularization method.

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we present the convergence rates of the general regularization method in
the FLR model for both estimation and prediction errors. First, we begin with a list of
assumptions required for the analysis.

Assumption 1. There evists a h € L?(S) such that * = T%h, where a > 0, i.e.,
B* € R(T).

Assumption 2. There exists a h € L*(S) such that B* = T%(T%CT%)Sh, where s > 0,
ie., B* € R(T2(T2CT2)).

Assumptions 1 and 2, called the source condition, ensure the smoothness of 5* in com-
mutative (7" and C' commute) and non-commutative (7" and C' do not commute) cases,

respectively. Since R(T%) = H [l1], it is clear that Assumption 2 is more stringent
than Assumption 1. We would like to highlight that while both the commutative and
non-commutative cases can be analyzed in a unified manner under Assumption 2, [2]
demonstrated that sharper bounds can be obtained for the commutative case even under
a weaker assumption (i.e., Assumption 1). Hence, we analyze our estimator under two
separate settings of commutative and non-commutative, using the appropriate assump-
tions.
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Assumption 3. For some t,c > 1,
it < <it oand i< <iT¢ VieN,

where (i, ¢;)ien, (&is @i)ien are simple eigenvalue-eigenfunction pairs of operators T and
C, respectively.

Assumption 4. For some b > 1,

i< <i™b VieN,

where (74, €;)ien s the eigenvalue-eigenfunction pair of operator T2CTx.

Assumptions 3 and 4 capture the decay rate of eigenvalues of operators, T, C and
1 1
T2CT?2, which are employed to obtain convergence rates in the commutative and non-
commutative cases, respectively. Note that when T and C commute, then b =t + c.

Assumption 5. There exists a constant di > 0 such that
E[(X, f)72] < d[E(X, f)T.]% Y f € L2(S).

In Assumption 5, it is posited that the fourth moment is constrained not to exceed the
square of the second moment. An instance of data that adheres to this inequality is the
one that follows a Gaussian distribution.

3.1. Estimation error. We provide error bounds for estimating the slope function, g*
under commutative and non-commutative settings in Theorems 3.1 (proved in Sections 5.1
and 5.2) and 3.3 (proved in Section 5.3) under the source conditions mentioned in Assump-
tions 1 and 2, respectively.

Theorem 3.1 (Estimation error-Commutative). Suppose T and C commute, and As-
sumptions 1, 3 and 5 hold. Let v be the qualification of the reqularization family and

v> L Then, for \ = n"TFers | we have
- 92" ) - ’
(a) ||B* — BHLQ Sp n_1+crﬁ2w, where  r = min{a,v + v — %)}7
tr—3)

(b) ||8* — BHH Spno e where v =min{a,v + fv + %} for a > %

Remark 3.2. (i) The assumption that * € R(T®) enforces a smoothness condition that

influences the properties of the functional space to which the slope function belongs. For
a> L1 R(TY) Cc H, while for 0 < a < 3, R(T*) C L*(S) \ H.

(ii) The results on L? estimation error in the literature mostly deal with o = % [38] and

0<a< % [2]. When o = %, our L2-error rates align with the minimaxz rate established
by [38] (also see Theorem 4.3), while for 0 < a < %, our rates improve those provided
in [2] from n_#f(l—a) to n~Trerma . In fact, in Theorem /.3, we show this improved
rate to be minimax optimal. Moreover, the results presented in Theorem 5.1 cater to
smoothness index o > %, which means faster convergence rates are obtained for smoother
slope function but with the rate saturating at a level that depends on the qualification of
the regularization method.

(iii) As can be seen from Theorem 3.1, we can allow « to go beyond the qualification
v, and still the algorithm can achieve faster convergence rates. In particular, while using
Tikhonov regularization for the commutative setting, we can get faster convergence rates
for our algorithm even if o > 1. This happens since the reqularization is applied to the
operator A while the source condition on [3* is enforced through the operator T'.
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The following result (proved in Section 5.2) presents the estimation error in the RKHS
norm when 7" and C' do not commute.

Theorem 3.3 (Estimation error-Non-commutative). Suppose Assumptions 2, 4 and 5

hold. Let v be the qualification of the regularization family and v > % Then, for A =

n_1+bi2rb, we have
~ b
6% = Bllu Sp n71+b+r2rb, where  r = min{s, v}.

The rate in Theorem 3.3 not only matches with the existing rates of [2, 39] when 0 < s < 1,
but also addresses the case of smoothness index s beyond 1 (but with the rate saturating
at s = v, the qualification of the regularization family). Moreover, in Theorem 4.4, we
show the bound of Theorem 3.3 to be minimax optimal.

3.2. Prediction error. We present the prediction error bounds in commutative and
non-commutative settings in Theorems 3.4 (proved in Section 5.4) and 3.5 (proved in
Section 5.5), respectively.

Theorem 3.4 (Prediction error-Commutative). Suppose T and C commute, and As-
sumptions 1, 3 and 5 hold. Let v be the qualification of the reqularization family and

___t4c
v> % Then, for A =n~ T+et2ir | we have

~ __2rt+c 1
HC%(ﬁ* — B2 Spm 1+ct+2tr, where  r = min {a, v+ 3 + u%} .
The above result matches the results of [2, 35], wherein [33] considers only a = , while
[2] extended the result of [33] under Assumption 1 for 0 < o < . Moreover, Theorem

3.4 obtains a rate for « beyond the above-mentioned ranges, and we show this rate to be
minimax optimal in Theorem 4.3.

The following result, which considers the prediction error when 7" and C' do not com-
mute, is an extension of the results of [2, 6, 34, 39] in terms of the smoothness condition.
[2, 6, 34] have considered the prediction error for non-commutative case with 5* € ‘H. In
[39], authors have extended these results with Assumption 3 but for a restricted range of
0<s< % We extend all these results for all positive ranges of s in Assumption 3.

Theorem 3.5 (Prediction error—-Non-commutative). Suppose Assumptions 2, J and 5
hold. Let v be the qualification of the regqularization family and v > % Then, for A =

b
n_ T2 we have

A _b@r41) 1
HC%(ﬂ*—ﬁ)H%Q Spn 1+b12fb, where r:min{s,u—i}.

Remark 3.6. For an index function g : R — R, the single index model is defined as

Y=g (/SX(t)ﬁ*(t)dt> e

A detailed study of estimating 5* in a single-index model has been carried out in [21, 17,

, 31, 18], In [2], the authors showed that if X is sampled from a Gaussian process, then
under some reqularity conditions on g, 5% in the single-index model satisfies the operator
equation of the FLR model, i.e., E[XY]| = Cp*. This means the results obtained in this
paper will address the question of estimating B* in a single-index model if X is sampled
from a Gaussian process, thereby sharpening and generalizing the results of [2].
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4. LOWER BOUNDS

In this section, we establish lower bounds for each of the cases discussed in the previous
section and show them to match the upper bounds, thereby confirming the optimality of
the proposed regularized estimator of 5*. The idea of the proof is inspired by the work of
Cai and Yuan [0]. To derive the lower bounds, we need to discuss the divergence between
two probability measures P; and P» defined on a measurable space (X, .A). In our analysis,
we use Kullback-Leibler divergence which is defined as :

P
/10g (3]) >dP1 1fP1 < PQ;
’C(Pl,PQ) = Y 2

400 otherwise,

where P; < P, denotes P is absolutely continuous with respect to Ps.

The key concept to derive the lower bounds follows from [36, Chapter 2], where the
major task is to find N + 1 elements {6[,..., 0%} from a hypothesis space such that the
distance between any two of them is at least 2r. Furthermore, associated with each 0},
we have a distribution Pgl and the mean of the Kullback-Leibler divergence between

distributions ng and Py should grow at most logarithmically. Consequently, we get that
for large N, Wlth high probability, the distance between 9; and any estimator 6 will be at
least r. For easy reference, we state the key theorem [36, Theorem 2.5] below.

Let ©' be a non-empty set. Suppose d : ©' x ©' — [0,00) be a semi-distance function
and P = {Py : 6 € ©'} be the set of probability measures on (X,.A) indexed by ©'.

Theorem 4.1. [36, Theorem 2.5] Assume that N > 2 and suppose that the hypothesis
space ©' contains elements 0p,01,...,0% such that:

(1) d(8},6,) > 2r >0 YO0<j<k<N;
(2) P‘93'<<P96 Vi=1,2,...,N, and

N
1
NZ (Py,, Pyy) < ulog N

for some 0 < u < %. Then

v N ( 2u )
inf Py(d(0.0 —2Uu— 4 ——
nf sup Fo(d(0.0) =) 2 7775 U g N

where the infimum is taken over all estimators  of 6 € ©'.

The next lemma, which ensures the existence of N+1 elements in {0, 1} with Hamming
distance at least %, will be helpful to construct N + 1 elements in a hypothesis space with
the desired distance.

Lemma 4.2 (Varshamov-Gilbert bound [36]). Let M > 8. Then there exists a subset
0=1{00 ... 601 c{0,13M such that 6©) = (0,--- ,0),

/ M /
H@ﬁ)>§n VO#£0 €0,

M
where H(9,0') = Z(Gl —0,)? is the Hamming distance and N > 2% .

i=1
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The following result (proved in Section 5.6) provides lower bounds associated with The-
orems 3.1 and 3.4, i.e., estimation and prediction errors, respectively in the commutative
setting.

Theorem 4.3 (Lower bound-Commutative). Suppose Assumptions 1 and 3 hold. Then

for a > %, we have

t(af%)

lim lim inf sup P{HB — B[y > an_m} =1.

a—0n—oo B B*ER(T)

Further for a > 0, we have

lim lim inf sup IP’{HB — B2 > (m—Hf‘—ij} =1
a—0 n—o0 B B*eR(TQ)

and

lim lim inf sup P {E(B — ﬁ*,X>%2 > an—li‘iiéit} =1,
a—0 n—oo 5 ﬁ*ER(Ta)

where the infimum is taken over all possible estimators.

The following result (proved in Section 5.7) provides lower bounds on the estimation and
prediction errors in the non-commutative setting. Combined with Theorems 3.3 and 3.5,
Theorem 4.4 ensures that the convergence rates achieved in the non-commutative setting
are optimal.

Theorem 4.4 (Lower bound—Non-commutative). Suppose Assumptions 2 and /j hold.
Then for any s > 0, we have

- sb
lim lim inf sup P48 —8%|lx > an” 1+b+2sb} =1
a—0n—oo 8 1
B*ER(TZ A%)

and
b(2s+1)

lim lim inf sup P {E(B — 5*,X>%2 > an” 1+b+2sb} =1,
a—=0n—oco 3 1
B*ER(TZ A%)

where the infimum is taken over all possible estimators.

5. PROOFS

The proofs of the main results of Sections 3 and 4 are provided in this section.

5.1. Proof of part (a) in Theorem 3.1. The proof involves decomposing ||3 — 5*|| 2
into several terms and bounding each of the terms separately. We start by considering the
error term

18 = B2 =178 — B*|l12 = 1T gr(J*Coud) J* R — B*| 2
:HT%gA(An)T%R — 8%z (by Lemma A.1)
< T2 ga(A)(T2 R = T2Co8) 12 + | T2 g (An) T2 CouB* — B*| 2.

Term-1 Term-2
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Bounding Term-1:
1A 1 A o
T2 g (Rn) (T2 R = T2C %) 2
1 A 1 _1
< T2 gx(An) (A + )QHLML?H(A + A1) 72 (A + A7 g2y e
Lot i
XA+ AD)7Z(T2 R = T2Co )| 2
SITHA+ A1) 2, QLQH<A+M>%<An SR S
A+ ADZgAR) R+ AD2 (g2, 2 ll(A + AD) (T2 R = T2C,87)|| 1
(%) . .
ST A+ ML) 2 | g2l (A + AD72 (T2 R = T2 G2,
where we used Lemma A.6 and the regularization properties (2.3),(2.4) in (x). Next, we

apply Lemma A.2 to conclude that

1a 1h_ i
[T2gx(An)(T2 B —=T2Cpnf5)|| 12 Sp

HT A+ AD)73 |2 g

a?N(N)

)

<\ 3G+e)
n

where the last inequality follows from the fact that

, 3
HT%(A—i— )\I)_%HLQHLQ = <sqp M';Z‘i‘)\D (T" and C commute)
it 2 5.1
S <sup ﬁ‘) (by Assumption 3) (5.1)
A A

t—(t+c)

SATEFT =\ G (by Lemma A.9).

Bounding Term-2: As the bound on this term will depend on the source condition, the
estimation has been considered under two cases over the range of a.
Case-1: Suppose a € (0, %] Consider

T2 ga(A)T2 G 8" — 57 12
(A,
N

<||T (gx(An) — M) NT2 6B |2 + T2 (Ry + M) TIT2CoB* — 57|12
<|IT2 ((An + A % CuB* — (A + AD)'T3CHY)| 12
Term-2a
+ 172 (ga(An) — (R + A1) ™)T2C B 2+ |IT2 (A + M) "' T2CB* — B .
Term-2b Term-2c

Bounding Term-2a: Define 3 := (A + )\I)*lT%Cﬂ* and T := 81220 pep

2(t+c) *
T2 (A, + M) LT3, ﬁ* — (A4 ADT'TECBY) | 12
=72 (A, + M) "HT2C " — AnB — AB) 12
=72 (A, +AD)HT %< Co)(T25— B))|lp2  (since MG = T2CB* — AB)
<3 (R + AD) 75 | g2y 12l (An + M) 3T (C — C)(TEF — 5712
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From equation (5.1) and the observation that T3 B—pB* = —A(A + AI)~18*, we have
175 (A + AD) T TR Co™ — (A + AT TECBY)]| 12
ST (A, + AD)72T2(C — C) (A + A~ B 12
SVANTZE|(A + AT)"ETE(C — Cp) (A + AT)"2T% 2, 2B 2 (5.2)
SVINTET T2~ (A + A1) YT (A + A ™G 0(C = Co) (A + ML) 72T 22
<VANTTEI AT (A + AN~ = G (A + ADTEOTY o g,

By using p = (3 — T) in Lemma A.4, we get

1—2at

A\ 2(t+0)

Vn

172 (R + ADTTICLB" = T2 (A + M) 7' T2CE" 12 5,

Bound of Term-2b: Consider

172 (ga(An) — (A + A1) T C 5] 2

=2 (A + AD) " (An + ADgr(An) — DT 265712

<IT% (A + A" (Rnga(An) = 1) + Aga(A) T2 6 7 12 (5.3)
<72 (A + A1) 72 gy 2l (A + A2 (Ag + AD 72| oo | (A + A1) T2 T2 G 57 12

% [[(R + AD)72 (ra(Rn) + Aga(An)) (Rn + A2 |2y 12

Using equation (5.1), Lemma A.6 and the regularization properties (2.3), (2.4), (2.5) and
(2.6) in (5.3) yields

1% (g(An) = (A + A1) T3 2
S AT [|(Ay, + AT)ET2C, 872
<N TTE 9 [[(Ap + A1) 72 (A + A || 2 p2 ([ (A + M) 72 T2 0B 12
A+ AD 72 (A + ADTITEC,B* — (A + A" T2CB%)| 12).

(5.4)

Similar to (5.1), we can see that

[(A + AD)“ET3CB% || 2 <|[(A + AD)"2T2CT|| 1o, 12|l 2

3
2 2at—2t—c
< [ sup S AT
%

IT% (gr(An) — (An + AD)"NTZC, 7| 12
VAN |(Ay + AL TITEC, B — (A + D) ITECB 1 + Al

2‘7%(15(044’%)4’6)

i—(t+e) 1\

thereby yielding

Using similar ideas from (5.2) to bound the norm term in the r.h.s. of (5.5), we get

_1-2at
)\ 2(t+c) at

T2 gr(A)T2C* = T3 (R + M) ' T3Co 812 S
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Bounding Term-2c: Consider

T2 (A + A" T2CB* — B*|| 12 = | T2 (A + M) T2CT*h — T°h|| 2

1+« fe
pi & _ Ap 2/ 7\2
piki + A Z(Ni&' + A) (@1 h) ]

2

1) (i h>2] =

1
2

>

i

)
—at

e i
<As L h <\ S
< ﬂ;p [Ml& )\} 1hll2 < Slz}p |:,L-(t+c) A

] Al < AES.

Case-2 : Suppose o > % Let v be the qualification of the regularization family and v/
be the greatest integer less than or equal to v. Consider

~

IT20\A)T3 G — B2 = | T3gA(A) T2 CUT AT 3h — T3 T %
=T (An) T 2 ]| 2
= T2r\(Ap)(An + MDY (Ay + M)~ (A 4+ AT)Y

< (A + AN~ (Ry + MDY T 2 k|2

<IT2ra(An) (An + A (A + M)~V (A + AT

$ (A4 AN Ry + M)V TO 2h — (A + M) VT 2h + (A + M) ~“T* 2h)| 12

SN A+ AD )Ry + M)V T 2h — (A + M) YT 2k 2
Term-2d
F T2 (An) Ay + MDY (R + M)~V A + MDY (A + A VT 24|12,

Term-2e

where the last inequality is obtained by using Lemma A.6 and the qualification property
(2.6) of the regularization family.
Bounding Term-2d: Note that

MM+ A1)~ Ry + AD ™' T* 2 h — (A + M) ™VT 3| 2 (5.6)
N N(Ap + XDV T 3h — (A + M) ™/ T* 2R 2. '

Using Lemma A.3, we get

I(Ap + )™Y' T 2 h — (A + AI) ™ T 2h)| 2
<A + A" D [(Ay + M) T 2h — (A + AI) " T2 h)| 12

v -1
1D (R +ADTHA = An)(A -+ A1) I
i=1
1 .
SWH(ATL + )‘I)_lTa_% - (A + )‘I)_lTa_% HL2%L2
vl 1 1 1 1 1
+ ; Em“(/\n + A2 (A= An)(A+ A2 T2 | 2y 2
1.

[(An + M) 72 (A — Ap) (A + AD) 72| 12y .



14 N. GUPTA, S. SIVANANTHAN, AND B. K. SRIPERUMBUDUR

By using p = % and o = % in Lemma A.5, we get

2
« oL o1 1 )\*mic)
(A + A1)V T 2h — (A+AI)7" ‘T 2h| 2 < S SR
Using this bound in (5.6) yields
Noa , 1 1 A2
(A 4+ XD ™CV (A, + MDY T 2 h — (A+ A 7VT 2 h)| 2 S, NG (5.7)

Bounding Term-2e:
IT2r\(An) (A + MY (Ap + MDD (A + XD (A + M) VT 2 h| 2
<|IT2 (A + AD)72 g2 | (A + A2 (Ap + A1) 72| 2y 2
X [[(An + A1) Zra(An) (A +M)”‘5HLML2H(A+M) (=)o 3|
 |[(Ap + A2 (Ay + M)A + MDY (A + A2 2 o

MI»—‘

Using (5.1), Lemma A.6, Lemma A.2 and the qualification property (2.6) of regularization
family, we get

1T %3 (An) (A + A" (A + A1)~ (A 4+ AD? ™ (A + AT) /T 31| 2
Sp AN (A AL TR 2k,
where

(A + AN~ =DT 3 b 1o < [[(A + AN~ =T 3| o, 1o |[A]| 12

1
“=3 '7t(afl) rtfzf(tJﬁc)(Vfl)
ez 1 2 2 2
< sup e =) B2 < sup |— o=y Te ,
i (& + N i | (it + A

for r = min{o,v + $(v — 3)}, where the last inequality follows from Lemma A.9 with
(a,m,p,q,l) = (%,t,a,t +ecv— %), resulting in

T35 (An) (A + A1) (A + A=) (A + AT)" Y (A + M) T 31| 12

<p AT
Combining all the bounds we get
_1-2at
PGB LA (U NPV +% if 0<a<i
~ c lc
18* = Bllze Sp § A7=wFa /2N 4 3 4 2 A if I<a<v+ew-1),

c (R A )] -5
T O o N()\) VMTE\TT 2" A 2(t+o) . 1
A F [ ms N e + 7 if a>v+3(v-—73)

where the effective dimension N (\) can be bounded as

Mi§Z ~(t+o)

N(\) = trace(A(A+A)7Y) = p )\NZTH AT

Therefore,

N (c+1)
2(t+c) rt
+ \t+e < n- 1+c+2rt

N A
18 = 8"z Sp
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___the
for A = n~ T+et2rt and the result follows.

5.2. Proof of part (b) in Theorem 3.1. We start by considering the error term in
RKHS norm and applying Lemma A.1.

18 = B*ll3 =[178 = 8|l = 1T ga(J*CoT)T* R = B* |12
= T2 ga(An)T2 R — (|3 = T2 ga(An)T2 R — TOhll3
<73 | pesspelga(R)TER — T 3h 2 (IT3|| 29 = 1)
<Nga(An) (TR — T2C %) 2 + ga(Rp) T2 Co* — T2 12
<(llgn(An) A+ AD2 | 22l (A + A 72 (A + AD) 2| 2oy 12
X (A + AD)73(T2R — T3C, 5 12) + lga(An) T2 C 8" — T2 | 2.
From Lemma A.2, Lemma A.6 and regularization property (2.4), we get
L
S }) T lor (An)TH G

Now we bound the second term in the above inequality as

_1
18 = B*llx < — T 2h|| 2.

lgr(An) T2 CruB* — T 3R 12 = ||Ira(An) T 2Rl 2
—[lra(An) (An + AD)Y (Ayy + AI) ™' T 2 b 12
:Hm(An)(AnH Y (Ap + A~V A+ AT

A+ XD (A, 4+ AV T 2|12
=lra(An)(An + ADY (A + A1) ™A + A1)
< (A AN Ry + MDY T*2h — (A + M) VT 2h + (A + M) VT 2h)| 12
SN A+ M)~ (A, + M)V T2 h — (A + M) T 2k 12
Term-1
N (A + M) "VT 2h)| 2 .

Term-2

—~

The last inequality follows from Lemma A.6 and the qualification property (2.6) of the
regularization family.

Bounding Term-1:
1A+ M)~V (A + XDV T 2h — (A + M) VT 2 hl| 2
<5l Ba +AD ™ T3k — (A + )™ T 2 h| 2.
From (5.7), we get
[A + MDY Ay + )Y T* 2h — (A + AI) T 2 h| 2

__1 1
< 1 / 1/ A 2@+o) )\_V)\ 2(t+c) .
“PAC= N/ NG
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Bounding Term-2: We apply Lemma A.9 with (a,m,p,q,1) = (%,t,a,t +c,v) to get

A 4+ A VT 1 b < M;‘*% - Z-ft(af%) < )\t('rf%)f(tﬁ»c)u
+ AT 2 sup | ——— sup | —— — — ke
— i 1
where r = min{a, v + v + 5}.
Combining the bounds on Term-1 and Term-2, we have
A 2(t1+c) t(r—3)

lox(An) T2 o™ = T 2hllx2 = Ira(R)T 22 Sp = + AT

resulting in
1
-3) 1 A\ 2o

1B - ﬁHHNpA“C +ﬁ T

The result follows by choosing A =n"~ TFerat

5.3. Proof of Theorem 3.3. Consider
1B — B*ls = 178 — Bl = 1T ga(J* Cud)T*R — B* 3¢
= T2 gA(An)TZ R — 5|3,
< T2ga(An) (TR~ T2Co 8" gy + | T2 g0 (An) T2 CB* — 5l

The first term on the r.h.s. can be bounded as

T2 gn(An)(T2 R — T2 Co5*) |
<72 el (An) (R + >%||Lw||<An +AL) 73 (A + ADE| 2 p2
%< (A + AD)”3(T2R — T3C,8°)| | 2.
Using regularization properties (2.4), Lemma A.6 and Lemma A.2, we get

2/\/()

1 A~ 1 A 1 A
T2g\(Ap)(T2R=T2C,8")[[n S
| (An)(T BNw <p f

Now we consider
T2 g(Ap)T2CnB* — B |l = | T2ga(An)T2C TEAh — TZAh|3,
1 ~ ~ 1 N
=|T2 (gr(An)Ar — DA®hllyy = | T2 ra(An)A°h| %
=T rA(Rp) (A + A1) (A, + M)—(”—”’)(A + )™ Ay

= T2r(An)(Ay + AD)¥ (A, + )\I) YA+ M)
S (A + A"V (R + MDY Ah — (A + M)V A%h + (A + AI) "V A*R] ||
O MA + MDY (A, + MDY Ah — (A + M) 7VA%h| 12
Term—3
+ N(A+ M) TVAR| e,
Term—4

where we used Lemma A.6 and the qualification properties (2.6) of the regularization fam-
ily in the last equality.
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Bounding Term-3:

A 4+ M)~V (A, 4+ M) 7Y Ah — (A + M)V A®h|| 2
NN+ M)~ ) (A + ATV Ah — (A + M)V AR)|| 2
AN[(Ap + MDY AR — (A + M)V A®h|| 2.

Using Lemma A.3, we get

[(Ay 4+ M)V ASh — (A 4+ XI) ™" A%h|| 2
A DN(Ay 4+ AD)TIAE — (A + M)A 2
v'—1 . ' . '
D (R 4+ M) THA = Ap) (A + A1)~ TN,
=1

_%

L2
A EDN(A, 4+ MDA = A (A + M) 7 A% |2 g2

v —1
1 1 N A
+ 3 IR + ADTEA = A) (A + AN 77 2y g2
= =2\ +1l-i—3
1
-y ~ _1 N 1 71/)\7E
SAT (A + A T2 (A = Ap) (A + M) 72 a2 Sp A Wa

where the last inequality follows from Lemma A.5.
Bounding Term-4: We apply Lemma A.9 with (a,m,p,q,l) = (0,b,s,b,v) to get

AN+ ADTYA°R| L2 < N7[[(A + A7 A g2 2|l 2
-—sb

v
(i7 4+ )

S
7

(1i + )Y

rb—bv

< NATFE =

<A sup

)

~

< M sup
i

where 7 = min{s, v}.
Combing all the bounds, we get

e L [PNOY A
I8 = Bllw Sp 5 T X

N(N) =trace(A(A + \I) ) = Z[ Ti } < Z [i] <A

8l

where

T+ A
resulting in
18 = B* I3 Sp——F=—+ A"
The result follows for A = n~ 1+bi2fb.

5.4. Proof of Theorem 3.4. Consider

162 (8 = 812 =C2(JB = 812 = C2 (Jgr(J*Cud )T R = B°)| 2.
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Using Lemma A.1, we get

ICZ(B — B2 = O3 (TEga(An)T %R—mum

<|C3(T2gn(A)T 2R — T2 g5 (A)T2C )| 12
+H02<T29A< T2 G — 6|12

=|CET2gy(A)(TER — T2C, %) 12 + |CZ (T2 gx(A) T2 8* — )12
=|AZgy(Aa)(T3 R - T3C, 5" >HL2 + O3 (T2ga(A) T2 0B — 57) 12
<JAZ (A + AD) 72| 2o 2 ll(A + A2 (A + A1) 73|22

% (A + ADZga(Rn) (A + AD)Z | 2, 2

% (A +AD)TE(A + AD)2 |2 g2 [(A+ AD "2 (TR — T3C, 8|12

+ (102 (T2 ga(A)T2Cn " — 57)]l 2.

t\.’)\»—l/\

MI»—‘

Using Lemma A.6, Lemma A.2 and regularization properties (2.3), (2.4), we get

1
A 2(t+o)

1035 = 12 Sp = +ICHTI AT =)o (59)

Since B* appearing in the second term on the r.h.s. of (5.8) depends on the source condi-
tion, we split the analysis into two cases depending on the value of «.

Case-1 : Let a € (0, 3].

1C3 (T2 g7 (M) T3 Co* — 7)1z
<|IC3T3 (ga(Rn) — (An + AT 268" |12 + | C3 (T3 (A + AT T2CB* — )| 12
Tt ’
+IC2TE((Ay + N 1T2C,8% — (A + M) T2CBY) | 12 -

Term-7

Term-6

Bounding Term-5:

13T (g (Ay) — (A,

A)TYTEC, B
<||A2 (A, + ML)~y (A ) T:C,8*
+

BNz 4+ MAZ (A + M) Lgr(An)T2Cr 87|12
A A 3
D% z2spe + Al (A + AD 203 (An) (A + AD) 3|, 2|
X A2 (A + A1) 7% |22l (A + AD)Z (A + AD 72 2 o | (R + A1) T2 TEC 8712

~

S A + AD "2y (M) (A,

From Lemma A.6 and regularization properties (2.3), (2.4) and (2.6), we get

10272 (ga(An) = (B + A1) T2 Cu" |z SpAlI(R + A1) 72 T2 2.
Using similar steps of (5.4), we get
l—c—2tx
A 20t+e) at+§

IG5 T3 (ga(Rw) = (A + ADHTECn 12 Sp = + A e
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Bounding Term-6:
|C3(THA+ AT TACB" = 8)|pz = ICH(TH (A + AD T T CTh = T*h)| 2

=

I+o % 1 A %
= | S e | = |2

- — i + A
1 i c
UE? i) at+§
<As —=— 1 ||h]lr2 S A ———— | |||z S A e

Bounding Term-7:

~

IC2T3 (A + M) "' T2C, 8" — (A + AI) ' T2 CB%)| |2
=[|AZ((Ay + M) 7IT2C,B* — (A + M) IT20BY)| 2.
Using the similar steps of (5.2), we get

_ 1—c—2ta

A 20+

NG

IC3T3 (A + M) T2C, 8" — (A + ADT'T208") 12 Sp
Combining all the bounds, we get

_1—c—2ta
A 20+9) at+§

O3 (TR gA(Rn)T2Co" = )12 Sp = + AT
Case-2: Suppose o > % Let v be the qualification of the regularization family.
|C3 (T3 g7 (A T2 CoB” = )2
—|C2 (T2 g\(Ay)T2C T2 T 2h — T2 T 2h)|| 12
=[|C=T2rA(A) T2 hl| g2 = [|A2r7 (R T2 A 2.
Following the steps of Case-2 in Theorem 3.1, we get

1

N A tte rt+c
IC3 (8= 832 Sp e + A0,
where r = min{a, v + § + v¢}.
Combining all the bounds, we get
1
~ Aim 2rt+c
ICH (B = 83 Sp —— + AT

and the result follows by choosing A =n"— TRera

5.5. Proof of Theorem 3.5. Consider
1 4 % 1 A * 1 * A * 1 *
1C2(B = B)l 2 =IC2(JB = B2 = [|C2(Jgr(J*Crnd ) " R — B7)| 12
Following the steps of Theorem 3.4, we get
1% (B = B2 Spll(A+AD73(T2 R = T2C,) 12
+[1C3 (T3 g5 (An)T2
Using Lemma A.2 yields
1, . A" F R L
1C2(B = B2 Sp NG + [C2(T2gx(An)T2CLB" — B7)| L2

19
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Now consider
1 1 A~ 1 ~ 1 ~
1C2 (T2 gA(An)T2Cn " = 57|12 = [[A2rA(An)A®h] 2.
Following steps similar to those of Theorem 3.3, we obtain
|3 (T2 gA(R)T2CuB” = B)l2 Sp e + N IA + AL~ DA 12
< AT,
\/—

where r = min{s,» — 4}. Combining all the bounds, we get

o=

+ )\27’—1—1

1. . A
IC2 (8 = B>
and the result follows by choosing A =n"~ e

5.6. Proof of Theorem 4.3. To establish the lower bound, without loss of generality, we
assume € ~ N(0,02) since the lower bound for a special case guarantees the lower bound

1
for the general case. Let M be the smallest integer greater than cogne for some constant
co > 0 and ¢ > 0, which will be specified later. For 6 € {0,1}*, define

M
f@ = Z HkMiéTa(ﬁkjLM.

k=1
Let Py denote the n-fold product of joint probability distributions for {(X;,Y;) : 1 <i < n}
with 8* = fg. Then the Kullback-Leibler divergence between Fy and Py is
K(PQ,PGI) = @HCQ (fg - fe’)HLQ

for 0,0 € {0,1}M . Using the representation of fy and [y, we obtain

2

n
K(Py, Fy) = 55

M
S Ok — 0)M O3 T Gy
k_

Lo

n

M
=52 Z O — 0)* M 1% pr€hsns < —M YR H (6,0)

IN

iTLM lM QQtM CM< d Mq 2at— C
o? o2c}
In the last inequality, we used conq < M. To get ,C(Pg, 1) < wulog(N) for some 0 < u <

1
g, we choose ¢ —2at —c=1 and ¢y = cou 7, where CO is a large enough constant. So we
have g =1+ 2at + c.
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Next, for o > %, by considering the error term in the RKHS norm, we have

M 2 2

M
1 / _1
fo = fy 3 = )M 2T r| = Vi D Ok = 0T 2 by ua
k=1 H k=1 Lo
1 < )2 2(a—3) 1 2(0t He o —2t(a—1)
:MZek—ak L 2 MTYH(0,0") 1 > MMM 2
k=1
- 2t(a—1 ) Q) t(2o:171)n_t(2o:171)7
where we used Lemma 4.2 in () and the fact that & < conq in (1). Hence,
t(o 2) t(a—2)
er — f& HH > ylfct2at ™ 1+ct2at (5.9)
Next, we consider the estimation error term in the L? norm as
M 2 M
Ifo = foll, =D _(0k — )M IRy =M (0 — 0,) 13
k=1 Lo k=1
20t _ 2at
> M UH (0,0 )28, > MMMt = M2t > 5y
Therefore, we get
||f9 _ fg ||L2 2 ul+c+2atn 1+cojrt2at (5_10)

Next, we consider the error term for the prediction error:

2

IC2(fo — )32 =

M 1
Z O, — )M 2 C2 Ty
k=1

Lo

=M Z — 0)212% s 2 MTYRM) TN QM) TCH (0,0') 2 MT2ete

2at+c _2at+c
>u 9 n q
Hence,

ct+2at

HC2 (fg — fe )HL2 Z u1+1_+2atn Tfct2al (5.11)

The desired results are obtained by applying Theorem 4.1 to equations (5.9),(5.10) and
(5.11).

1
5.7. Proof of Theorem 4.4. Let M be the smallest integer greater than cone for some
constant cg > 0 and ¢ > 1+ b. For 6 € {0,1}M we define

1

ZekM T3 (T2CT?) dpoyar.
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Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.3, consider the Kullback-Leibler divergence between
joint probability distributions Py and P :

M 2
K(Fo, Py) = 5= 202 H %(f‘g_fe)”[/g_ Zek_ek M~ 3CETEA® A rym
k=1 Lo
M & 2_142s d/ “p(142s) _ @ —b(1+2s)
=z > (0 — 03)°T, Tl < —5nM = —nM
k=1

d'
be(1+2s)+q
= 0%

1
In the last step, we used that cone < M. To satisfy the condition on Kullback divergence,

;o 1 /
we take ¢ =14 b(1 + 2s) and ¢y = cyu 7, where ¢, is a large enough constant.
Next, we consider the error term in RKHS norm:

1fo = fy 7 = M~ Z Ok — )5 2 M~ 733, H(0,6)

(;) ML) A — g b2s) (T>) u%n—%’

where we used Lemma 4.2 in () and the fact that & < conq in (). Applying Theorem
4.1, we obtain
lim lim inf sup P{|B — B* I3 > an71+bs+b2sb} =1.
a—0n—o0 3 1
BreR(T2(A)?)
The error term for prediction is given by

l —
”CQ(fG - fg/)H%z > M 1H(979 )7_21]\4225
> py00+2s) > u%n,%

)

where applying Theorem 4.1 yields

b(2s+1)
lim lim inf sup P{E(ﬁ 3 X>L2 > an Tt} = 1.
a—0n—o00 B 1
B*ER(T2(A)%)
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APPENDIX A. SUPPLEMENTARY RESULTS

In this appendix, we present technical results that are used to prove the main results
of the paper.

Lemma A.1. For any bounded linear positive operator A : L*(S) — L?(S), we have
Jga(J*AT)J* = TY2g, (T2 AT2)T/2.

Proof. Let (m;, ¢;); be the eigensystem of the operator J*AJ : H — H. It is easy to verify
that (my, %":J@), is the eigensystem of T'/2AT'/? since

TV2AT'VPTV2AT¢; = TVPAT AT ¢ = TV2ATT* AJ i = mi T2 AT ¢,
and for any i,j € N,

TYV2AT g TY2ATH; _ <AJ¢i T.AJqﬁj> _ <AJ¢¢ JJ*.AJqﬁj>

) L2 7 . L2 ) L2

m; mj my m] m; mj

J AT J AP, mip; m;ip;
:< ) ] ! = f’# :<¢Z’¢]>7‘l:61]
m; m; H m; m; H
Therefore, using the spectral representation of J*AJ, it follows that for all f € L?(S),
T1/2 . T1/2 .
TY2g\ (T3 AT=)TY2f =3 ga(my) <T1/2f, 7AJ¢’> T/ <7AJ ¢’>
7 L2

my;

= aa(mi) <f7 TAJ¢i> e > ga(mi) <f7 JJ*AJ¢¢> JT*AJ$;
A L2 p 12

=Y oami)(f, Jdi) 2T b = > aa(ma) ([, di)a T di = Jga(J*AT)T* f

and the result follows. O

Lemma A.2. For any § > 0, with at least probability 1 — §, we have that

A A 2A(\
A+ A FTH (R~ Gl < | T,
n
Proof. For i = 1,2,--- ,n, define Z; := (A + )\I)féT%[YiXi — (X; ® X;)B*]. Since the
slope function §* satisfies the operator equation C'5* = E[Y X], the mean of the random
variable Z; is zero, i.e.,

E[Z] = (A + M) 2T2[E[Y X] — CB*] = 0.
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By Markov’s inequality, for any ¢t > 0

1 n
IP’( E;Zi

>t < EH% Z?:l Zi||%2
L2 - - t ‘

Note that
n 2 n n n
E|LS 2] = S Bz = 5 Y Bl 2+ 5 S Bz = T
i=1 2 ij=1 i#j i=1
and by taking t = E”ZnI(JPﬂ , with at least probability 1 — §, we have
JA+ AT (R = ) 12 < \/ EllcA + ”)_%T%ﬁf — (X084
Consider
E[|(A+ M) 7272 (VX — (X @ X)8%)|[3]
=E[|(A+ M) T2T2(Y = (X, 8)12) X [13]
=E[(Y = (X, 8 2)?|(A + A1) "2 T2 X 3]
—E[e2((A+ \)"2T2X, (A + \)"2T2X) 2]
—E[e2trace((A + A) T2 (X ® X)T2)
=E[e?]trace((A + AI) "' T2CTz)
—=ctrace((A + AI)7'A) = 2N (N).
The result therefore follows from (A.1). O

Lemma A.3. For any n > 1, we have

(A + XD — (A + A =(A,, + A" Y[(A, + X)L = (A 4+ AD)7Y
n—1
+ ) (An + AD)THA = Ag) (A + )~

i=1
Proof. Define
Ayi=A+A)T and Ayi= (A + D)7

Consider
In the last step, we have used the fact that AAT = A;\l_l — AA?, Vn € N. Therefore,
AL — AY =Ax(A — R)AL + Ay (A2 — AT,

Doing similar step n — 1 times, we get
n—1 '
§ - AL =A3 R - A+ DAL - AagH
=1
and the result follows. O
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Lemma A.4. Suppose T and C' commute and Assumptions 1, 3 and 5 hold. Then for all
choices of p such that 2p(t + ¢) > 2at + ¢, we have

- : _ 1 | lidp(te)—(datt2e)
[(A+X)7PT(C = Co)T*(A+ M) 7P| 22 Sp 7)\ Ster
n

Proof. Consider
(A + AD)PT(C — Co)T(A + AP 2,2
= sup (b, (A+A)PTYC — C)T(A+ M) Ph) 2

hillhll 2 =1
= sup (TYA+MN)7Ph, (C — Cp)T*(A+ X)Ph) 2
hillh 2 =1

Using the spectral representation of T' and C, we get
(T*(A 4 M) "Ph, (C — C,)T*(A + M) "Ph) 2
15 (hs 95) L2 w3 (h, ) 12 A
= 05, ) T, (O = Gk
<§ (585 + AP ;21 (ki + A)P L
1§ g (hs @5) L2 (hs k) 12

:1%1 (i€ + AP (ure + AP (95:(C = Cn)r)ee

2a0, 2 2

Hi A )
j%l (1€ + A)?P (i + A)?P (@), (C = Cn)dw)z2 | [IPlL2,

where we applied Cauchy-Schwartz inequality in the last inequality. Therefore,
EJl(A + A PT*(C — C)T(A+ A1) P12,

N?a/‘ia | . , 2
2 Ty TNt T 0 (€ = Cdoliz |

Jk=>1

which follows through an application of Jensen’s inequality. Now we consider

n

B(65,(C — Cu)on)3e = By, ~ D(C — X1 ® X)ouis
i=1

2
_ %Z@j, C-X;® Xz‘)¢k>L2] < %E@ja (X @ X)or) 1

i=1
= SE(X, (65 © 1) X2

By Karhunen-Loeve expansion, we have X = ) z;¢;, where E[z;z;] = §;;¢;. Let ¢; @¢y =:
['jx. Then we have

E(X, (¢ ® 1) X)72 = E(X,Tj.X)72 = <Z$z¢17lerjk¢l>

i>1 >1

= B¢ Tinoi)iz+ Y EfE[f)(di Tindi) 2 (01, Tjndr) 12

i>1 1,0>1,0#1

NZ 1‘2 (bu ]k¢z>L2 §J2‘5kja

i>1
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yielding
E[|(A+A)TPT*(C = Cu)T* (A + M) 7P| 2, 2]
1 1
oL i N1 (o e )
SV A2y G+ NP (i + A Vi \ & ( t+c + A)4
By Lemma A.10, for 2p(t + ¢) > 2at + ¢, we get
N 1 _ 1+4p(t+c)—(4at+2c)
BlI(A+ )T (C = CT (A4 M) o] S X 0w
n
The result follows from an application of Markov’s inequality. O

Lemma A.5. Suppose Assumptions 2, / and 5 hold. Then for p > 3 5, we have

JA+ADP(A = Ra)(A + AD Pl g2 Sy %Ai

Proof. Following similar steps as in Lemma A.4, we have

E[[(A+AL)7P(A = Ap) (A + AL) P20, 2

1 A
S E(ej, (A — Ap)er)]
- j%l (7j + )% (ke + M) (e ( Je)iz |

where (75, e;); is the eigensystem of A. Note that

N 1
Ee;, (A — Ap)ep)2, = E1[-3<T%X, (e; ® ex)T2X)2,

Since E[T%X ® T%X] = A, by Karhunen-Loeéve expansion, we have T:X = > x;e;, where
E[z;x;] = 0;;7;. Then using the similar ideas as in Lemma A.4, we get

E(T7 X, (e; @ ex) T2 X)%2 S 726

So we have that

N

~ R - 1
(A + M) P(A = A (A 4+ D 7P |22 S NG 277'3 W

J

—2b
< L PP < L
T\ =GN Y Vn
provided p > % O

Lemma A.6. Let § € (0,1) and A > csn™" for some positive constant cs. Under Assump-
tions 4 and 5, with probability at least 1 — 9, the following holds:

(@) (An = D) (A +AD) |22 < 5

(b) (A + MDAy + M) 22 <2, VIEE[0,1);

(c) (A + D)7 A, + AD 22 < (B)) WL [0,1].
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Proof. We start by considering
(A = AYA+AD a2 = [[(A + D) (Ag = Al 2o 2

= sup A+ ADTEg (A +AD)TE(A, — A)B)pel.
h,g:|lhllp2:llgll 2 =1

Using the fact that h = Zj21(h, ej)r2e; and g = Zj21(g, ej)r2ej, we get
(A+AD)72g, (A + A1) 72 (A, — A)h) g2

_ <Z (-ci)izes 5 {hen)ialen (o — A)ek>L2el>

j>1 (75 +A)2 ki>1 (i +A)2

(g,€ej)r2(h,er) 2 “
= Z jT] gy (ej, (An — Nex) 2

L2

Applying Cauchnychwartz inequality yields

1 A

I+ ADT A= Mlleczs < | 3 g tes (A= A

s T; + A)?

Now taking expectations on both sides and applying Jensen’s Inequality, we have
1

2

From Lemma A.5, we can see that

A 1
E(e;, (An — A)€k>%2 < —7"25jk-

Nn]

Therefore, an application of Markov’s inequality yields

S

O 2y
1 jf2b % _L
T\ D) s

j>1
and the result in (a) follows under A\ > n~?. As a consequence of part (a), we get
1A+ XD (A + M) o2 = [[[(An = M)A +A) T+ 17 |2 2
1
< -
L= [[(An = M)A+ M) 72y g2

and part (b) follows from combining (a) with Lemma A.7 (Corde’s inequality). For part
(¢), note that

A+ M) Ry + A2 2 = — (A = M)A+ M) g g2

ST [(An = M)A +AD) g e

<3 Wz,

<2

- )

VYA > nl

and applying Lemma A.7 (Corde’s inequality) yields the result. O
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Lemma A.7. [10, Lemma 5.1] Suppose Ty and Ty are two positive bounded linear operators
on a separable Hilbert space. Then

ITPTE| < TV T3], when 0 <p< 1.
Lemma A.8. [2, Lemma A.6] For any 0 < a < 3,

T a=f
ap |[— | < A%, v aso.
aup | ] <

Lemma A.9. Let a,m,p,q and l be positive numbers. Then for r = min{p, lmq +a} and
a < p, we have

i~ (p—a)ym (r—a)ym—ql
?élg m <\ q , VA>0.
Proof. Consider
i~ (p-aym -7 T\’
wen TN | (?ZE@ R > ‘

If p < lﬁq +a,ie., (p—a)F < g, then it follows from Lemma A.8 that

j—(p—a)m
(i=7+ )

(p—a)m—ql
sup q

1€N

If p > lmq +a,ie., (p—a)T > q, then

i—(p—a)m i—a ! GEE !
sup | =———~7| = |SUP | 7T v sup |t ! <1,
ien | (i79+ ) <ieN [(2 a +)\)D <ieN [
where the last step follows from Lemma A.8 and the fact that m —q>0. O

Lemma A.10. Fora > 1, 8> 1, and ¢ > %, we have

¢ _14+Bg—a
——— <A B,V A>0.
iEZN (i~ + N)a

Proof. Consider

o Z’Qﬁ*a 00 xqﬁfa ligf-a 0o yqﬁfa

Note that

™[R

o) qf—a o) B4~ o) 1
Y
/ L 5 qdy=/ (q,)g adyé/ = dy
o (1+y9) 0 (T+y8)"5(14y8)s 0o (1+yP)e

1 1 o0 1
=/ 7ady+/ —=dy
0 (1+yB)» 1 (1+yB)s

For y > 1, ﬁ < y% and therefore, [} (1+;B)%dy < [Py @dy = =L On the other

hand, |, ! L__dy < 1. The result therefore follows. O
O (1+y?)?
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