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By a mixture density is meant a density of the form =,(-) =
[ mo(+) x pu(dB), where (mg)oce is a family of probability densities and
1 is a probability measure on ©. We consider the problem of identify-
ing the unknown part of this model, the mixing distribution u, from
a finite sample of independent observations from 7,. Assuming that
the mixing distribution has a density function, we wish to estimate
this density within appropriate function classes. A general approach
is proposed and its scope of application is investigated in the case of
discrete distributions. Mixtures of power series distributions are more
specifically studied. Standard methods for density estimation, such
as kernel estimators, are available in this context, and it has been
shown that these methods are rate optimal or almost rate optimal in
balls of various smoothness spaces. For instance, these results apply
to mixtures of the Poisson distribution parameterized by its mean.
Estimators based on orthogonal polynomial sequences have also been
proposed and shown to achieve similar rates. The general approach of
this paper extends and simplifies such results. For instance, it allows
us to prove asymptotic minimax efficiency over certain smoothness
classes of the above-mentioned polynomial estimator in the Poisson
case. We also study discrete location mixtures, or discrete deconvo-
lution, and mixtures of discrete uniform distributions.

1. Introduction. Let (X,F) be a measurable space and let (mg)gco be a
parametric family of densities on X with respect to a common measure (.
The parameter # is assumed to range over a set © € B(R?); here d > 1 and
B(-) denotes the Borel sets. For any probability measure p on (©,B(0)), the
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mixture density m, is defined on X by

mul@) = [ molalds).

Here the family (mp) is called the mizands and u is the mizing distribution.
If o has finite support, 7, is called a finite mixture (density). Estimation
of such mixtures from an i.i.d. sequence (X;)i<i<, distributed according to
m,, with the aim of recovering the unknown support points, their weights
and maybe also their number, has a long history and we refer to the mono-
graphs by McLachlan and Peel [18], Titterington, Smith and Makov [20] and
Lindsay [15] for further reading. In the present paper we are interested in
nonparametric estimation of the mixing distribution p. We will assume that
each such distribution under consideration has a density, called the miz-
ing density and denoted by f, with respect to a known reference (Radon)
measure v on (0,B(0)).

The problem of estimating f for mixtures of discrete distributions (X is
discrete) has been investigated, for instance, by Zhang [23] and, for Pois-
son mixtures with v being Lebesgue measure, by Hengartner [12]; see also
references in these two articles. The estimators examined by these authors
are of two sorts. Zhang [23] used a kernel density estimator and adapted
it to the mixture setting to estimate f pointwise. Hengartner [12] used a
projection estimator based on orthogonal polynomials to obtain an estima-
tor of f as an element of L?[a,b], 0 < a < b < oco. Loh and Zhang [16] used
the kernel estimator to derive estimators of f in the two cases f € LP[0,b]
and f € LP[0,00) with 1 <p < oo. The main results of these works are con-
cerned with establishing rates of convergence of the estimators, depending
on smoothness conditions assumed on the mixing density, and with estab-
lishing bounds on the achievable minimax rate for mixing densities within
balls defined by similar smoothness conditions.

The results on both estimators were condensed and slightly generalized
by Loh and Zhang [17], who also carried out a numerical study of their finite
sample performance. A conclusion of their work is that, although both types
of estimators achieve similar rates with similar smoothness conditions on the
mixing density, projection estimators seem to behave much better for finite
samples. As pointed out by Loh and Zhang [17], the rates being logarithmic,
it is not surprising that identical rates do not imply similar performance for
finite sample sizes.

Another important point of the works cited above is that, although the
rates of the estimators are derived over a wide range of smoothness classes,
minimax rate optimality is proved only for particular instances. For example,
Hengartner [12] obtained the rate of the projection estimator over Sobolev
classes with arbitrary index of smoothness, but proved this rate to be min-
imax optimal for integer indices only. Similar remarks apply to the results
of Loh and Zhang [17], but for a family of ellipsoidal classes.
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In this paper we develop a general framework for studying projection
estimators, with the main focus on mixtures of discrete distributions. Let us
denote by II the linear operator mapping a real function A on X to a real
function ITA on ©, defined by

(1) I1R(0) = mph :/ hmg d¢ for all 6 in ©,
X

whenever this integral is well defined. Here we use the classical functional
analysis notation wh := [ hdr. Above we defined 7y and 7, as densities on
X with dominating measure (, but we will also use the same notation for
the corresponding probability measures. Observe that, by Fubini’s theorem,
for all h such that 7,|h| < oo,

2) m= [ o) ( [ mowyulds) ) (d) = i,

The mean 7,h may be estimated by a sample mean obtained using i.i.d.
observations from ,; see also [1], where this problem is addressed for h
within a given class of functions. The basic idea of what we call the projection
estimator is now to estimate m,h for a suitable finite collection of functions
h and then to use (2) to obtain an estimate of p. The precise definition is
given in Definition 1.

Our objective, classical in a nonparametric approach, is to find the asymp-
totic behavior of the minimax risk

®nl(

inf sup ", fin),

fin€Sn pec
where C, [ and S,,, respectively, denote a class of distributions, a loss function
and a set of estimators defined on A" and taking values in a set compatible
with the choice of [; w?” is the distribution of n i.i.d. observations from 7.
It turns out that there is a simple argument to lower-bound this quantity in
a general mixture framework (Proposition 1).

However, for exploiting this lower bound and studying the projection
estimator, we will, as in the papers cited above, consider the case when u
is defined by its density f = du/dv for a fixed v. In this setting we will
likewise write 7y for m,. Furthermore, the density f will be assumed to
belong to the Hilbert space H = L?(v) with scalar product (f,g)m = [ fgdv.
Given an estimator f : X" — H of f, it is natural to consider a risk given
by the mean squared error E¢||f — f||4; here E; denotes integration with
respect to 77?" and || - ||gr is the norm on H. In nonparametric language this
is a mean integrated squared error (MISE). We will notice that, in order to
arrive at interesting results, it is sensible to define the class C above, which
is now a class of densities in H, in accordance with the mixands. In the case
of power series mixtures, this class is closely related to polynomials. Such
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ideas were used already by Lindsay [14] in a parametric framework. Still in
the context of power series mixtures, we will obtain results on minimax rate
optimality of the projection estimator, using classical results on polynomial
approximations on compact sets (Theorem 3).

Having said that, we note that, quite generally, including Poisson mixands,
the mixing density f may also be estimated using nonparametric maximum
likelihood; Lindsay [15] is excellent reading on this approach. The optimiza-
tion problem so obtained is an infinite-dimensional convex programming
problem, and numerical routines for approximating the nonparametric MLE
(NPMLE) can be constructed, at least in certain models. The problem with
the NPMLE is rather on the theoretical side. van de Geer [21] proved a
rate of convergence result in terms of Hellinger distance in a rather abstract
setting, and it still remains to be determined what this result implies for the
problems studied in the present paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give a general lower
bound, in an abstract framework, on the obtainable error over certain classes
of mixing distributions. This result is then specialized to the Hilbert setting
outlined above, that is, we consider the MISE obtainable over smoothness
classes of densities. In Section 3 we define the projection estimator and
give a bias-variance decomposition of its loss. Section 4 focuses on mixtures
of discrete distributions, containing a main theorem that provides a lower
bound on the minimax MISE achievable over smoothness classes related to
the definition of the projection estimator. An upper bound is also given and
we discuss how these two bounds apply in a common setting. In Section 5
we apply these results to power series mixtures and complete the results
obtained by Hengartner [12] and Loh and Zhang [17]. Section 6 is devoted
to translation mixtures, or discrete deconvolution, while Section 7 provides
applications of our results to mixtures of discrete uniform distributions. Fi-
nally, in Section 8 we give some examples in which the general methodology
of the present paper may be valuable, but which we have not explored fur-
ther.

Before closing this section we give some additional notation that will be
used in connection with the above-mentioned Hilbert space H. We write H
for the set of nonnegative functions in H, that is, Hy = {f € H: f > 0},
and H; for the set of functions in H, that integrate to unity, that is,
H; ={f € H;:vf =1}. In other words, H; is the set of probability den-
sities on © which are also in H. For any subset V of H, we write V* for
the orthogonal complement of V in H, f LV if f € V+ and Projy for the
orthogonal projection on V. For two subsets W C V', we shall write V& W
for VAW, A subset V is called symmetric if V = —V, that is, if —f is in
V whenever f is.
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2. A general lower bound. In this section we first give a lower bound on
the obtainable loss in a more general framework, before turning to the set-
ting specified in Section 1. To that end, let (X, F) and (©,G) be measurable
spaces and let the function (0, A) — mp(A) from © x G to [0,1] be a proba-
bility kernel. That is, 7.(A) is measurable for all measurable subsets A C X
and 7y(+) is a probability measure on (X,F) for all § in ©. For instance,
m may be a regular version of a conditional probability P(X =0 =) (we
refer to [19], Section 3.4, for more details).

We let M(X, F) and M(O,G) denote the sets of all signed finite measures
on (X,F) and (O, G), respectively. For any set A, we write 14 for the indi-
cator function of A. As in (1), the linear operator Il maps a real function h
on X to a real function on © defined by Ilh(#) = mph. Considering II act-
ing on bounded functions, its adjoint operator IT* operates from M(©,G) to
M(X,F) and is given by

M p(A) =" puly = pllly for all Ae F.

When g is a probability measure on ©, its image II*u by II* also is a
probability measure; indeed, it is the mixture distribution obtained from
the mixands (mp) and mixing distribution pu.

For any real function h on X, we denote by M) the multiplication op-
erator which maps a real function f on X to the real function defined
by Mpf(x) = h(z)f(z) for all € X. Considering this operator acting on
bounded functions, its adjoint M is an operator on M(X,F) given by
My = pMy,. In other words, My is the measure with density A with re-
spect to .

Finally, we consider a subspace E of signed measures on ©, equipped with
a semi-norm N. We assume that E is endowed with a o-field which makes
this semi-norm measurable. We write S,, for the set of all E-valued esti-
mators based on n observations, that is, the set of all measurable functions
from X" to E. Finally, F is the set of all probability measures that belong
to E.

PROPOSITION 1. Let h be a real nonnegative function on X, bounded
by 1. Let C be a symmetric set included in the kernel of M} oII* and let g
be a probability measure on ©. Then for any number p > 1,

inf sup (AP )
PESn pe (no+C)NEL

(3)
> sup{NP(u): p € C,puo £ pu € Er }(IT" poh)™.

REMARK. An obvious and interesting problem raised by the proposition
is that of optimizing the right-hand side of (3) with respect to h.
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REMARK. One can allow the function h to depend on an index ¢ as long
as C is a subset of the kernel of each M} oII*. Doing so, the second factor
in the lower bound becomes [[; <;<,, II* oh;.

REMARK. The supremum in the lower bound is also that of NP over
CN(Ey — o) N (o — Ey). Since this set is symmetric, the supremum is the
pth power of its half diameter.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1. Write h®" for the function on X™ mapping
(x1,...,2p) to [Tj=q h(x;). Let p be in the kernel of M oIT* such that po+ p
is a probability measure. Then, since h®" is bounded by 1, for all nonnegative
functions g on X",

(IT* (o + 12))*"g > (IT* (o + 1)) " (gh®™)
= (MI* (po + )" g
= (MjIT )" g.

Now pick an estimator i in S,,. Let pu be a signed measure in the kernel
of My oII* such that both p4 := pg & p are probability measures. Applying
the above inequality twice, with g equal to g+ := NP(fi — p+), we obtain

(4) (I ) ¥ g+ () ®g > (M T 0) ™ (g4 + g ).
Furthermore, note that
94 +g- > 2" PNP(2p) = 2NP (),

so that the right-hand side of (4) is at least 2N (u)(II* uph)™. The supremum
in the left-hand side of (3) is at least half the left-hand side of (4), hence,
at least NP(p)(II* uoh)™. This corresponds to bounding the supremum risk
from below by a two-point Bayes risk with uniform prior. We conclude the
proof by optimizing over p. O

We note that Proposition 1 holds for norms such as the LP norms or the
total variation norm in a nondominated context. Our particular interest in
this result, however, is when m9(A) = [, 79 d¢ (what we call the dominated
case) and when F is the set of all finite signed measures with a density with
respect to v in H = L?(v). As this is the main topic of the remainder of
the paper, we now restate Proposition 1 in this context as a separate result.
From now on, &, will denote the set of estimators in H from n observations,
that is, the set of measurable functions from X" to H, where H is endowed
with its Borel o-field.
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PROPOSITION 2. Let fy be in Hy and let h be a real nonnegative function
on X, bounded by 1. Let C* be a symmetric subset of H such that, for -a.e.
x € X, the mapping 0 — h(z)my(x) belongs to C*+. Then

inf  sup  Ef|f - flE
fESn fE(fO+C*)ﬂH1

> sup{||fllf: f €C*, fo £ f € Hi}(mph)".

ProoF. Take E={Mjv:fe HNLY(v)} and define the norm N(Mjv) =
| fllmr on this space. Note that, for all f in Hy, II*"Mjv = 7y. Thus, for all
feH, if p=2and u= M7y, the expectation in the left-hand side of (1)
equals that in the left-hand side of (5).

Now put pg = M} v and let C={Mjv: f€C*} NM(O,G). From the as-
sumptions on C*, it is clear that C is a symmetric set included in the kernel
of M} oII*. Hence, in order to apply Proposition 1, it only remains to verify
that

(6) {M;V:fe(fo—i-c*)ﬂHl}:(Mo-i-C)ﬂEl,

where F is the set of probability distributions in F, that is, £y = {M;V fe
H, }. By observing that C C {Mjv: f € C*}, we get the inclusion “2” in (6).
For showing the inverse inclusion, pick g € C* such that f:= fy+ ¢ is in Hj.
Since fy is in Hy as well, Mjv € M(0,G). This proves (6). [

()

Re-examining the proof of Proposition 1 in this context shows that it
uses arguments similar to those of the second part of the proof of Theorem
3.1 in [12], but does not use Lemma 1 in [23], where a lower bound on
sup Pg{]| f— fllm > A} is derived, the supremum being over a given subset
of Hl .

3. The projection estimator. Assume that (X;)1<;<y, are i.i.d. with den-
sity 7y with f in H;. We denote by P, the empirical distribution defined
by

1 n
Pnh:/th ==> h(X;) forall h:X —>R.
=1

Let H denote the linear space containing all real functions h which satisfy
mp|h| < oo for all §. For introducing the projection estimator, it is convenient
to consider II defined by (1) acting on H. The definition of the projection
estimator depends on a given nondecreasing sequence (V;;,)m>1 of finite-
dimensional linear subspaces of H. We put d,, := dimV,,, and define Vj :=
{0}. We assume without loss of generality that V,, is included in II(H);
otherwise we let V;,, NTI(#H) replace V,,,. We furthermore assume that, for
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any ¢ in {J,,, Vi, there exists a unique h in H such that IIh = g, and we write
h=1"1g. In other words, we assume that II is one-to-one on II~1(UJ,, Vin)-
This is ensured, for instance, if II is one-to-one on H, which, as observed by
Barbe ([1], Lemma 5.1) simply means that the mixands are complete in the
sense that, if ITh(f) =0 for all #, then h =0 (our IT and H correspond to
Barbe’s P and F, resp.). Moreover, he showed that for location and scale
mixtures identifiability of the mixands in the sense 7, = 7, if and only if
w =/ implies that IT is one-to-one ([1], Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3).

DEFINITION 1. Let fmm be defined as the unique element in V;,, satis-
fying
(7) (]?m,mg)lﬂl =P, g for all g in V,,,.

This estimator is called the projection estimator of f of order m [from n
observations and with respect to (V;,,)].

From the assumptions above, the function which maps g in V;, to P, g
is a linear functional and, thus, (7) completely defines f, ,, by duality of the
scalar product. The projection estimator relies on the following idea. First
observe that in the Hilbert setting (2) reads

(8) mrh = (f,11h)m

and holds for all A such that IIh is in H. Hence, for all g in V,,, by the
law of large numbers, P,II"'g tends to 7¢Il g = (f,IIII"'g)u = (f,g)m as
n — 00, so that fmn is approximately Projy, f for large n. Making m large
as well, Projy, f is roughly f, provided the closure of (J,,~; Vi, contains
f. An important part of the development is thus to find a suitable rate at
which to increase m with respect to n.

In practice, the projection estimator can be expressed using an orthonor-
mal sequence (¢g)r>0 in H such that (¢x)o<k<d,,—1 is a basis of V,,, for all
m > 1. The expansion of the projection estimator in this basis then reads

dm—1

(9) fm,n = Z (PnH_1¢k)¢k

k=0
For any random element g in H such that 7¢||g|| < oo, we define its vari-
ance as vars(g) := Ef||lg — E;g||%. Under the i.i.d. assumption, the MISE of
the projection estimator admits the following bias-variance decomposition.

PRroPOSITION 3. For all f in Hy, the MISE of fmn writes

—~ ] 1 ~
(10) Ellfmn = fIlf = If = Projy,, I+ —vary(f.n).
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PRrROOF. Pythagoras’ theorem gives

| Frun = £1 = 1 Fron = Projus, £l + 11 f — Projy,, £l
From (9) and (8), we have
d'm_l d'm_l

Effmn= > Ef(PaTT ' o)gx = Y (f,0x)uds = Projy, f.
k=0 k=0
Inserting this equality into the next to last display and taking expectations
yields Ef|l fmn — fll& = ||f — Projy, . fll& + vars(fm,n). Using (9) and the
orthonormality of (¢y), we obtain
R dm—1 1 dm=1
(11) Varf(fmm): Z Varf(PnH_1¢k) = — Z varf(Plﬂ_lqﬁk).
k=0 " =0
The proof is complete. [

We finish this section by noting that in many cases the sequence (V) is
defined as Vj,, = Span(Ilhy,...,Ilhg,,_1) for a sequence (hy)r>o in H such
that (IThy)r>o is a linearly independent sequence in H. This constructive
definition of (V;,,) automatically ensures that all the above assumptions are
verified. Observe, however, that the projection estimator only depends on the
sequence (V;,,), whence different choices of (hy) are possible. In particular,
by the Gram—Schmidt procedure, we can construct an orthonormal sequence

(¢r) as

k
dr=_ ®pdlhy,  forall k>0,
(=0

for some real coefficients (P, ¢)x ¢>0 for which we set @y, ,:=0 for all £ > k >
0. The sequence (¢) may then replace (hy) for defining the same sequence
(Vin), and in this context (9) becomes

dm—1 k

(12) Frn =3 3" @y o(Pohe) .

k=0 (=0

4. Application to mixtures of discrete distributions. The basic assump-
tion of this section is

X =Z4 and ( is counting measure.

The case of continuous X seems to require deep adaptations and is left for
future work. In the present setting we write 1y for the indicator function
1x(x) =1(x = k) and take

(13) Vi == Span(II1,0 < k <m).
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Notice that II11; = m.(k). We are hence in the constructive framework of
Section 3 with dimV,, = m, provided that (m.(k))x>0 is a sequence of lin-
early independent functions in H. In this section we thus make the following
assumption.

(IT1;)x>0 is a sequence of linearly independent functions in HN L(v).
(A1)

Obviously, since (1) is a linearly independent sequence in H, so is (I11),
provided II is one-to-one. We recall that this holds whenever the mixands
are complete (see Section 3). Assumption (A1) implies that the projection
estimator fmn is well defined and, as a linear combination of I11;’s, belongs
to L'(v) for all m and n. Hence, it is a good candidate for estimating a
probability density function with respect to v. We elaborate further on this
assumption in Section 4.3.

The results of Sections 2 and 3 may be used for bounding the minimax
MISE inf ;g supsec Efllf — f || for particular smoothness classes C, which
we now introduce.

For any positive decreasing sequence u = (uy,)m>0, any positive number
C and any nonnegative integer r, define

(14)  C(u,C,r):={f cH:|f—Projy, flg<Cup for all m>r}.

Note that, for » > 1, the classes C(u,0,7) do not reduce to {0} but to V.
Also note that one may assume ug =1 without loss of generality, in which
case, recalling the convention Vj = {0},

C(u,C,0)
={feH:| fllu <C,|f—Projy,, fllg<Cup for all m>1}.

Usually we simply write C(u,C) for C(u,C,0). This set can be interpreted
as the ball of functions whose rate of approximation by projections on the
spaces V,,, is controlled by (u,,) within a radius C. Finally, observe that
having lim u,, = 0 amounts to saying that C(u,C,r) is a subset of the closure
of Upy>1 Vi in H.
For any fixed fy in H, we define the following semi-norm on H:
£ (0)]

16 co. fo 1= V-€sssu ,
(16) £l = -esssup ey

with the convention 0/0 =0 and s/0 = oo for s > 0. This semi-norm is not
necessarily finite. Also introduce, for any subspace V of H,

Koo, fo (V) = sup{[|fllco.fo : f € VI fllr = 1}
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Finally, we define for any positive numbers K and C, any sequence u = ()
as above and any nonnegative integer 7,

Cfo(K7u7C7T) = {f EC(U7C7T) : HfHOO,fO < K}
=C(u,C,r)N{f €H: [ flloo,fo < K}
again, just as for C(u,C), we write Cy, (K, u,C) for Cs (K, u,C,0).

(17)

4.1. A lower bound on the MISE under (Al). The following result is
derived from Proposition 2 using the smoothness classes above.

THEOREM 1. Let fo be in Hj, v = (um)m>0 a positive decreasing se-
quence, C a positive number, v a nonnegative integer and K a positive
number such that K <1. Then for any positive integer n, any estimator
fn in S, and any integer m >,

sup Efllf — Il
FE(fo+Cry (K u,Cyr))NH,

(18)

K 2

> A (Cu ) 74,{0,...,m—1H"
(Frmm sy NG (a )
REMARK. For the lower bound (18) to be nontrivial, Ko f,(Vint2 © Vin)

must be finite. Since V42 © V), is finite-dimensional, this is true if || - ||s, £,

is a finite norm on V10 & Vy,.

REMARK. The lower bound (18) can be optimized over all m > r. In
most cases Koo fo(Viny2 © Vi) behaves like K 5, (V;,) and thus increases as
m gets large. Hence, the squared term in the lower bound decreases when
m gets large while, in contrast, 7¢,{0,...,m — 1} increases to 1 as m tends
to infinity.

The proof of the theorem is prefaced by two lemmas.

LEMMA 1. Let fo be in Hy. Then for all f in H,

o 1o
1) 17 lloe.0 =548 (o o

with the convention 0/0 =0 and s/0 =00 for s >0.

PROOF. First assume that there is a Borel subset A of © with v(A4) >0
and such that both fo =0 and |f| >0 on A. It then follows immediately
that the left-hand side of (19) is infinite, and so is the right-hand side (take

g=f1a).
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Now assume that there is no such set A. Using the convention 0/0 = 0,
we then have f = (f/fo)fo v-a.e. Letting po be the measure having density
fo with respect to v, we find that the left-hand side of (19), v-esssup|f/ fol,
equals o-esssup|f/ fo|. Furthermore, p is a o-finite measure. Indeed, since
v is o-finite, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality shows that po(K) = (fo, 1x)m <
| follm(v1g)'/? < 0o for any compact set K. Hence, the space L™ (pg) and
the dual L'(ug)* are isometric (see [9], Theorem 4.14.6), implying that the
left-hand side of (19) equals

poresssup|f/fol = sup |wol(f/fo)gll = sup ol
g: polg|=1 g1 polgl<oo tolgl|

again with the convention 0/0 = 0. It now remains to show that this display
is equal to the right-hand side of (19).

To do that, notice that, for any ¢ in H, (f,g)m =v(fg) = pol(f/fo)g] and
(fo,|lg))m = 1olg|. Thus, the right-hand side of (19) is the supremum of the
same ratio as in right-hand side of the last display, but over g in H rather
than over g in L'(po). However, these suprema are, in fact, identical, which
concludes the proof. To see the equality, first observe that since puglg| =
(lgl, fo)m < |lgllml| follm for any ¢ in H (Cauchy—Schwarz), H is included in
L'(po). The inverse inclusion does not hold, but, by optimizing the sign
of g in the two suprema, we may replace f by |f| in the numerators and
restrict the suprema to nonnegative ¢’s and then use the result that any
nonnegative function g in L!'(yg) can be approximated by an increasing
sequence of functions in H [e.g., by (g1jg<ar)m>0]. O

LEMMA 2.  Adopt the assumptions of Theorem 1 and denote by C* the
set Cpy (K, u,C,r) N V. We then have the upper and lower bounds

(20) sup{||fllm:f€C*, fox feHi} <Cup
and
(21) sup{||fllu: f €C* fot f €M1} > Ctipsy A r
sup H - »JO 15y =2 CUm+1 Koo,fo(Vm+29Vm)'

PrROOF. We start with the upper bound (20). Pick f in C*. Since f is
then in C(u, C,r), ||f — Projy,  fllu < Cuy, for m > r. However, because f is
also in V-, Projy, f =0, and, thus || f|jm < Cuyy,.

We now turn to the lower bound. Let (¢ )r>0 be an orthonormal sequence
in H such that V;,, = Span(¢o, . .., ¢m—1) for all m > 1 (see Section 3). Using
the fact that ), ~II1; =111 =1, monotone convergence provides

Z(Hléaﬂlk)]ﬂl = (ng, 1)]1-]1 == I/ng for all ¢ > 0.
k>0
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The right-hand side of this equation is finite by (Al). Since ¢; is a linear
combination of (IT1)o<s<;, we obtain

(22) Z |(¢pe, 15 )m| < o0 for all £>0.
k>0

We shall now prove (21) by constructing a function f in C* satisfying
fo=£ f € H; and whose norm equals the right-hand side of (21). To that end,
note that, by (22), we can find two numbers « and § such that

(23) ad ($m Mg)u+ B (dmi1, M)z =0
E>0 E>0

and, putting f := a¢y, + Bomart,

K

24 = (a® + )12 = Ctgni1 A :
(24) £l = (a7 + 5%) T Ko o (Vg2 © Vi)

To finish the proof, we need to show that f € C* and fy + f € Hy. To
start with we note that f lies in V,492 and that f L V,,. Therefore, |f —
Projy, fllm = 0forall p>m+2. Moreover, || f —Projy, ., fllm= 8] < Cum+
and, since (uy,) is decreasing, || f —Projy. f|u = (a?4B%)1/2 < Cuy, for all p =
7,...,m. All this implies that f lies in C(u, C,r). Using (24), we also see that
| flloo,fo < IfllHK 50, fo (Vint2 © Vin) < K, so that f belongs to C(K,u,C,r).
Thus, feC*.

Finally, as a finite linear combination of L'(v) functions, f is in L'(v).
Hence, dominated convergence and (23) yield vf =3 ~o(f,1I1x)m = 0. By
Lemma 1, we also find that, for all g in H, -

(fO +fvg)]HI > (fO)g)H(l - ||f||oo,f()) > 07

where we have used K < 1. Taking g = (fo + f)— := —(fo + f) V0 yields
—[(fo+ f)=|lm > 0, whence (fo+ f)— =0 and fo+ f € H. Together with
vf =0, this shows that fy+ f € Hj. The same arguments hold true for fo — f
and the proof is complete. [

PrROOF OF THEOREM 1. Take C* as in Lemma 2 and define h: X —
{0,1} by h(z):=1(0 <z <m). Then any mapping 0 — h(z)mg(x) is either
identically zero (if x > m) or equal to mp(z) =111, (when x < m). Since
such a I11, trivially lies in V,,, it is orthogonal to C*. Thus, the conditions
of Proposition 2 are met. Proposition 2, Lemma 2 and the trivial observation
C* CCy)(K,u,C,r) now prove the theorem. [
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4.2. An upper bound on the MISE under (Al). We shall now derive an
upper bound on the MISE in the same context as above, by bounding the
MISE of the projection estimator. The bias in Proposition 3 is trivially
bounded within the smoothness classes defined above, so what remains to
do is to bound the variance term uniformly over the same classes.

In the following we denote by R,, the m x m upper-left submatrix of the
infinite array [(I11;,111;)m];;>0. Under (Al), R,, is a symmetric positive
definite matrix for all m > 1. For f in H, we denote by Ay, the m x m
diagonal matrix having entries 71, = (f,II1;)m on its diagonal.

THEOREM 2. Let foo be in Hy, u= (um)m>0 a positive decreasing se-
quence, K and C' positive numbers and r a nonnegative integer. Then for
any positive integer n and any integer m >r,

~ K _
(25) sSup Efom,n fHH (Cum) _tr(leAfoo,m)'
feCro (Ku,Cr)NHy

REMARK. The upper bound (25) can be optimized over all m > r. As
expected, the bias term decreases and the variance bound increases as m
Srows.

PROOF OF THEOREM 2. Pick a probability density f in Cs (K, u,C,7)
and depart from Proposition 3, noting that the squared bias term is bounded
by (Cuy,)?. Regarding the variance term, it is sufficient to consider n = 1. Let
f denote the column vector of coordinates of fm 1 in the basis (II1y)o<k<m
of Vp,. By Definition 1 and the definition of R,,, fm =R,'P 1(m) where
10™) is the column vector function with entries 1, 0<k <m. Then

var(fm1) =Efll fn 1 IF — 1By fm,1 Iy
<Ef,T Rk — 0
=E ((P11"™)T RN (P11M))
= tr(R, w1 M1 T,

The proof is concluded by observing that, as a positive definite symmet-
ric matrix, R, ! has positive entries on its diagonal and by noting that
mpl LT = A g < || flloo foo A oo O

REMARK. Our objective here is only to provide an upper bound that is
uniform over a given class of densities. For power series mixtures (Section 5)
and mixtures of uniforms (Section 7), the bound on the variance var f(fmJ)
will be made more explicit by using orthogonal sequences. These bounds will
then be derived directly from (12). However, they are closely related to the
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upper bound derived above. Indeed, let ®,,, denote the matrix (®y ¢)o<k r<m.,
where @, is as in Section 3. Observing that (¢, ¢¢)m = (P Rin®L ), for
all 0 < k,¢ < m, we obtain R} = ®L &,,. This relates (25) to orthonormal
sequence techniques.

4.3. FExistence of smooth densities. Theorems 1 and 2 provide lower and
upper bounds, respectively, on the MISE. The classes over which these
bounds apply are different in structure though; the class in Theorem 1 is a
ball centered at fj, while that in Theorem 2 is centered at 0. Therefore, the
two bounds are not immediately comparable. The purpose of the following
result is to show that under some conditions the former class is included in
the latter one, thus implying that the lower bound is indeed smaller than
the upper bound.

PROPOSITION 4. Let fo be in Hy, u= (tum)m>0 @ positive decreasing
sequence and r a nonnegative integer. Assume that we have a density fo in
Hy and a nonnegative Cy such that fo belongs to C(u,Co,r).

Then for any positive K and K' satisfying K'/(1 4+ K) > || follso,f. and
any nonnegative C and C' satisfying C' — C > Cy, the inclusion

(26) Jo+Cpo (K, u,Cyr) CCp (K u,C,r)
holds.

PRrROOF. This follows from the inclusion C(u, Cy, r)+C(u,C,r) C C(u, Co+
C,r) and the inequality || fo + flloo, foc < (14 [ flloc.fo)l[folloo,foc- O

In the case where the inclusion (26) holds, the lower and upper bounds
of Theorems 1 and 2, respectively, apply in a common setting. Hence, it
is important to be able, given a smoothness class, to find fy satisfying the
assumptions of Proposition 4. Under (Al), given any sequence u = (),
it is always possible to find a nonnegative number Cjy such that the class
C(u,Cy,r) contains a probability density fy for all nonnegative r. Take fo=
111y /v1I1g; we then trivially have fo € Hy and fo € C(u, Cy,r) for all Cy >0
if >0, or for all Cy > || follm otherwise. This choice will indeed be made
in the case of a power series mixture in Section 5. In general, this fy does
not guarantee the norm || - ||oc ¢, to be finite on the sets (V};,)m>0, however,
which is crucial for the lower bound (see the remark following Theorem 2).
In the rest of this section we provide a general construction of f; which
satisfies this constraint.

Define

H, := {ZakﬂlkeH:ak>0 for all kzO}.
k>0
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By > k>0 axIlly € H, we mean that Y h—oaxllly converges in H as n tends
to infinity. Note that the series having nonnegative terms, by the monotone
convergence theorem, this is equivalent to saying that

/(Zakﬂlk>2du < 00.

k>0

Of course, H, is contained in H, and for any function f =73 ,-0Il1; €
HL., we have ||TT1 o < oy ! for all k; consequently, || - [|oo.f is a finite norm
on every V,,. We now show the existence of a “smooth probability density”
fo in H,, given any smoothness sequence u = ().

PROPOSITION 5. Assume (Al). Then H, and Hy have a nonempty inter-

section. Moreover, for any positive decreasing sequence (un,), the following
holds:

(i) For any positive Cy, there are elements in H, NH; which also belong
to C(u,Co,1) and, hence, to C(u,Cy,r) for any positive integer r.

(ii) There exists a positive constant Cy such that there are elements in
H, NHy which also belong to C(u,Cp).

PrROOF. The linear independence part of (Al) implies vI11; # 0 for
all k. For any positive sequence (ay), a simple sufficient condition to have
>op oIl in H is absolute convergence, that is, >, a|[TI1x||m < co. More-
over, by the monotone convergence theorem,

v Z aplll, = Z apvII1g.
k>0 k>0

Hence, we may pick (ay) with ag > 0 for all k& and such that >, o111 is
both in H and in L!(v). It is then also in H; by normalizing appropriately.
Hence, the first part of the proposition.

For any f =), a;lll; € H,, since ka:_ol apllly € Vi, and since Projy,  f
minimizes ||f — g||lm over g € V,,,, we have

Z o I11,

k>m

< Z o |11 || for all m > 0.
H k>m

If = Projy,, flla <

Hence, for having f in C(u,C,r) NH, NHy, it is sufficient that (ay) satisfies

(27) Z apvllly =1 and Z ar|Mg||x < Cup, for all m >r.
k>0 k>m

The second constraint simply says that the aj’s cannot be too large for
k>r. If r > 1, the first constraint is then met by adapting the values of ay,
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for k=0,...,r— 1. If r =0, then C must be taken large enough for both
constraints to be compatible. We now formalize these ideas.

Let (v)m>0 be a positive decreasing sequence such that vy, < u,, for all
m >0 and lim v, = 0. Define a sequence (i) by

Bre = (v — vprr) (MLl v vIIL,) 0 for all k> 0.

Then, by construction, (k) is a positive sequence and, for all m >0, both
Y kesm BklM1gllm and >~ BkvIlly are less than wu,,. Now pick a posi-
tive number C. Take aj, = A3, for all k>0, where 0 < A < C and A\ <
(Y=o BkrIIl;) 7t Then the second part of (27) holds with r =1 and we
may choose g > 0 for insuring the first part of (27). It follows that fy:=
Yoparllly € H, NH; NC(u, C,1). This proves (i).

For the case r =0, define Cp:= (3~ BkvII1))~1; this a finite positive
number by the definition of (8). Putting oy, = Cyf3 for all k >0, (27) holds
for C > Cj and r = 0. This proves (ii). O

4.4. Minimaz optimality. By optimizing the bounds (18) and (25) over
m >r in a common setting (as detailed in the previous section), we obtain
lower and upper bounds on the minimax MISE over classes Cs_ (K, u,C,7)
under the simple assumption (A1l). Depending on how these bounds com-
pare, we may obtain the minimax rate and possibly the asymptotic constant
of the MISE achievable over such a class. However, this is not guaranteed.
A crucial step for the lower bound is the computation of K, r,, which will
be possible only for particular smoothness classes. Concerning the upper
bound, we will need to find a tractable bound on the variance, and this will
only be possible in cases where orthonormal sequences are easily obtained.

In Section 5 these steps will be carried out for power series mixtures, re-
sulting in minimax rates over smoothness classes as defined above. However,
we will also give examples of mixands with different characteristics. In the
setting of translation mixtures or deconvolution, treated in Section 6, an
upper bound applies uniformly over all f in H;. We will then derive a better
adapted lower bound of the same rate. In the setting of mixtures of discrete
uniform distributions examined in Section 7, II1} is not in L!(v) for the
most natural choice of v. We will then choose (V;;,) different from (13) and
adapt the proof of Theorem 1 to this choice. Finally, in Section 8 we give
situations in which how the lower and upper bounds compare is an open
question.

5. Power series mixtures. Let (a;)r>0 be a sequence of positive numbers
with ag =1, and let R, 0 < R < 0o, be the radius of convergence of the power
series

Z(t) = at".

k>0
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Obviously, Z(0) =1 and Z is an increasing function on [0, R). Put Z(t) :=
1/Z(t). For all 6 € [0, R), the discrete distribution 7y is defined by

(28) mo(k) =T14(0) = ar0*Z(9)  for all k > 0.

In particular, the Poisson and negative binomial distributions are obtained
using, respectively, ar = 1/k! and aj = (”+]lz_1). It is without loss of gener-
ality to assume ag = 1, since any constant multiplier of (a;) does not alter
.
Recall that H = L?(v), where v is a Radon measure on ©; in the case of
the above power series mixture, O is a Borel subset of [0, R). Let us first give
sufficient and necessary conditions on v for our previous results to apply,

that is, for assumption (A1) to hold. These conditions are as follows.

PROPOSITION 6.  For mizands given by (28), (A1) is equivalent to having
both the following assertions:

i) Jo 0k Z(0)v(d6) is finite for all nonnegative integers k;
(ii) v is not a finite sum of point masses.

ProOF. Condition (i) exactly says that II1 is in L'(v) for all k. Since
Z is bounded by one, it also gives that [g 028 Z2(0)v(df) < oo, that is, IT1;,
is in L?(v) for all k. Hence, (i) is necessary and it is sufficient for having a
sequence in both L'(v) and L?(v).

We now claim that the sequence (II1j)x>¢ is linearly independent in H
if and only if (ii) holds. First note that if (ii) does not hold, then H is
finite-dimensional and cannot contain an infinite sequence of linearly inde-
pendent elements. To prove the converse implication, assume that (ii) holds,
so that the support of v is infinite. Pick a nonnegative integer p and let
(Ak)o<k<p be scalars such that 3 o<, ArI11y is the zero element of H, that
is, > o<k<p MTo(k) =0 for v-a.e. 6 € ©. Since 7.(k) is continuous on © for
all k, {0 € ©:3 <<, Mmg(k) =0} is a closed set (in the relative topology
on O). Consequently, it contains the support of v and, thus by (ii), p+ 1 dis-
tinct points 6, € ©,7=0,...,p. As Z> 0, it follows that > o<r<, )\kakﬁf =0
for i =0,...,p, which in turn implies A\, =0 for kK =0,...,p. This shows
that (II1y)o<k<p are linearly independent for all p > 0, which completes the
proof. [

The objective of the remainder of this section is to carefully apply Theo-
rem 1 to power series mixtures when v is Lebesgue measure on a compact
interval, and to find upper bounds on the MISE for the projection estimator.
This is organized as follows. We first provide computational expressions for
the projection estimator in Section 5.1. We then examine the smoothness
classes defined by (14), (15) and (17), and how these classes intersect H;
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(see Section 5.2). In this context and under a submultiplicative assumption
on the sequence (ay), we find that the upper and lower bounds on the MISE
have the same rate, the minimax rate. A closer look is made when R < oo
and also for Poisson mixtures (for which R = 00). These results are stated
in Section 5.3, where they are also compared to previous results found in
similar settings.

5.1. Computations based on orthonormal polynomials. In this section we
shall elaborate on the use of orthonormal polynomials in connection with
the projection estimator and power series mixands. These polynomials will
serve two purposes: being building blocks for numerical computations of
the projection estimator and being a mathematical vehicle for establishing
bounds on its variance.

The projection estimator may be computed using the techniques of Sec-
tion 3. More precisely, since V;,, = Span(I11;,0 < k < m) and P,1, is the
empirical frequency of ¢ in the sample (X;)i<i<n, (12) translates into

m—1 k mln
(29) =Y P (Paly)y == ZZ%X(%
k=0 (=0 " =0 i=1

recall that @, ¢:=0 for £ > k. In the case of power series mixtures, we may
use orthogonal polynomial techniques for constructing the sequence (¢y).
Let P, be the set of polynomials of degree at most m (with the convention
P_1={0}). In view of (28),

(30) Vin ={pZ:p € Pm_1}.

Define the measure v/ on © by dv/ = Z2dv and let H' = L2(v/). Then for
any two polynomials p and g, (pZ,qZ)H = (p,q)w . Hence, if (qkl)kzo is a
sequence of orthonormal polynomials in H’ with

k
(31) g (t) =it
=0
then the sequence (¢y)r>0 defined by
b Q%
or(t) = qf (t ZQk it Z(t Za—l’ﬂt(l)

=0 =0

is an orthonormal sequence in H such that (¢g)o<k<m spans V,,. Thus,
Oy = (QZ:l/al)l(l < k) in (29). This shows that fmn is the same estimator
as the one defined by Loh and Zhang ([17], equation (18)) with weight
function w = 1. However, it differs from the one studied by Hengartner [12],
since the latter is a polynomial, and ours is in V,,,. The coefficients Q%:l may
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be obtained using standard methods to compute orthogonal sequences of
polynomials; a particular method is described in the Appendix.

Let us also derive another estimator, denoted by f,,, and belonging to
the space Vim 1= {pZ:p € Py—1}. In analogy with Definition 1, this estimator
is defined as the element of V,, satisfying

(32) (fm,nag)H = PnH_lg for all gc Vm
Observe that (fm,n,g)H = (Z}Emn, Zg)m, so that (32) is equivalent to
(33) (Z )i =PI Y (Zp)  for all p € Pp_y.

Since P,I1~ (Z ) is a linear functional on P,,_1, this uniquely defines Z fm n
in Pp,_1 and thus fm n-

We see from (32) and (7) that fmn = Projy, fmn Therefore, by linearity,
fm,n Effm n= PrOJVm(fmn Effmvn). Since projections do not increase
the norm, taking the squared norm and expectation gives
(34) varf(fm n) <vary(fimn) for all f e Hj.

We will use this property below to bound the variance of fm n- At the mo-
ment let us note that this bound indicates that fmn does not behave as
well as fmm, even though, for brevity, we leave aside the problem of the
bias. Nevertheless, the estimator fmm has the appealing property that it
may be expressed by using a sequence (g} )x>0 of orthonormal polynomials
in H = L?(v) that does not depend on the sequence (ay) but only on v. To
see this, let us write, as in (31),

k
V(t) = Z Qi it

Again, by convention, we extend the Values of @y, to the domain [ > k by
zeros. An algorithm for computing Q7 s given in the Appendix for © = [a,b]

and certain choices of v. Let us now express fmm in terms of this sequence.
By (33), as II"'(Z(¢)t)) = 1~ (x.(1) /a;) = 1;/a;, we obtain

S Ny
(me,n7QII;)H:Z—7Pn]-Z-
=0 ¥

Since Z fmm belongs to P,,_1, we conclude that the right-hand side of this

display has the coefficients of the expansion of Z fmn in the orthonormal
basis (¢f). Thus,

m—1

. k Z Zm—l n QZ,Xi ,
(35) fmm:ZkZZ P 1£ g Z . qg-

Below we will use this expression to bound the variance of fmn
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5.2. Approximation classes. Recall the definitions (14), (15) and (17)
made in Section 4. These smoothness classes are closely related to those
used in previous works on power series mixtures, as will be shown in this
section. The discussion will be devoted to the case

v is Lebesgue measure on [a,b] with 0 <a <b< R.
Hence, H is the usual L? space of functions on [a,b]. Let, for any positive a,
u®:=((1+ n)_a)nZO‘

It turns out that, for these particular sequences, the classes C(u®,C') of Sec-
tion 4 are equivalent to classes defined using weighted moduli of smoothness.
This, in turn, will relate them to Sobolev and Holder classes, classes that
were considered by Hengartner [12]. To make this precise, let || - ||, be the L?
norm over [a,b], define the function ¢(x) = \/(x — a)(b— x) on this interval
and let A} (f,x) be the symmetric difference of order r, that is,

T

Bifa) =3 () (1) S+ (- r/2)h)

im0 !
with the classical convention that A} (f,z) is set to 0 if x 4 (¢ — r/2)h is

outside [a,b] for i =0 or r. Then for any function f on [a,b], the weighted
modulus of smoothness is defined as

36 O t), = AT (F) -
(36) wy (f,t)p Oiggtll ho() ()

The effect of the weight ¢ here is to relax the regularity conditions on f at
the endpoints a and b. Finally, for all positive numbers « and C, define the
classes

(37)  Clo,C):={f €H:||fllm < Oy (f,t)2 < Ct* for all £ >0},

The following result shows that these classes are, in a certain sense, equiva-
lent to C(u®,C).

PROPOSITION 7. For any positive number «, there exist positive con-
stants C1 and Cy such that

(38) C(u”,C1C) C C(a,C) CC(u®,C5C)  for all C > 0.

Before giving the proof of this proposition, we explain the point of this

result and of defining the classes C(«, C). Recall that the standard modulus
of smoothness

wr(f, t)p = sup 1AL, e



22 F. ROUEFF AND T. RYDEN

provides definitions of semi-norms for Besov and Sobolev spaces (see, resp.
equation (2.10.1) and Theorem 2.9.3 in [4]). In particular, the classes defined
as in (37) but with the weighted modulus of smoothness (36) replaced by
the standard one with the same parameters r = [a] + 1 and p =2 are balls in
the Besov space B (L?[a,b]). Now using Theorems 6.2.4 and 6.6.2 in [4] and
the fact that || f|[wr ) < || fllwy, from [4], equation (6.6.5), we have that, for
a constant Cy > 0 only depending on p and r,

w?(f,t)p < Cowr(f,t),  for 0<t<(2r)~L.

Furthermore, bounding w?(f,t), by |||, up to a multiplicative constant for
t > (2r)~! as in [4], equation (6.6.5) shows that C(a, C) contains Besov balls
Ul Be (£2[a,p)) < CoC} for a constant C, but is not contained in such balls.
Using inequalities between Holder, Sobolev and Besov semi-norms, it also
follows that C(a, C) contains balls of the Holder space C*[a,b] and of the
Sobolev space W' and, of course, converse inclusions are not to be found.
In view of Proposition 7, since C (a, C) contains Besov, Holder and Sobolev
balls as just described, so does C(u®,C).

These inclusions are helpful for comparing our results to those of Hengartner
[12], where minimax rates are given for Sobolev balls with integer exponents
and conjectured for Holder balls. In his paper, as well as the present one,
rates for the projection estimator are obtained using properties which hold
over the classes C(a, C') and, consequently, over smaller ones such as Sobolev
and Holder balls. Minimax bounds, however, are obtained using different
methods. Our approach takes advantage of the whole class over which the
rate applies, whereas Hengartner [12] only used subclasses to derive minimax
bounds. This “closer look” allows us to derive minimax bounds applying to

C(a,C) for all «> 1, not only integers, and to obtain results on the asymp-

totic constant when refining the class C(«,C) to C(u,C,r).

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 7. Write the equivalence relationships (38) as
C(u®,") =Cla,).
We start by relating C(a, C) to classes of the form

C(u,C) = {f cH: inf |f—pl|u<Cu, for all m> 0};
PEPm -1

recall that P, is the set of polynomials of degree at most m. Theorem 8.7.3
and equation (8.7.25) of [4] show that, for all & > 0 and all > «, there exist
constants C] and C% such that, for all C' >0 and f € H,

igPWf(f,l/t)thSC = sup inf ||f—pllam” <C1C,
_T m

m>4r P

sup inf [|f —plam® < ChC = supw?(f,1/t)st* < C.
m>r PEPm t>r
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Here C{ and C% may depend on « and r. Taking r = [a] 4+ 1, observ-
ing that (1 +m)* =< (m — 1)® for m > 2 and using ||f|jm for bounding
infpep, , || —pllm and w?(f,1/t)s in cases not covered by the above impli-
cations, we obtain C(a,-) =< C(u®,-). Thus, also ZC(a,-) =< ZC(u®,-), where
ZC(a,C):={Zf: fe C(a,C)} and SO on.

Next we proceed to study ZC(u®,C). By (14) and (30),

C(u,C) = {fGH: eglf |f —pZ||lu < Cuy, for all mZO}.
pPeFm—1

Since Z is positive and decreasing on [a, b],

(39) ZOflla < Zfllm < Z(a)| fllm  for all f in H.

This shows that ||f — pZ||m = || Zf — plu, whence C(u®,-) < ZC(u®,.). Re-
calling that ZC(a,-) < ZC(u®,), we thus see that in order to prove (38) it
is sufficient to show ZC(a,-) = C(a, -).

The remainder of the proof is thus devoted to showing that there are
constants C] and C% such that f € C(a,C) implies Zf € C(a,C1C) and
ZfeC (o, C5C). Since b < R, Z is bounded away from zero and infinity on
[a,b] and both Z and Z are thus infinitely continuously differentiable on
this interval. Having made this observation, both of the desired implications
follow from the claim that, for any [a] 4+ 1 times continuously differentiable
function g on [a,b], there exists ¢ > 0 such that

(40) feCla,C) = gfella,cC).

To prove this claim, pick an f in C(a,C) and let r:=[a] + 1. Recalling
that C ( ) =< C(u%,), we see that the union Ju C(a, ) coincides with
Ue=0C (u ), and is, hence, increasing as a decreases. As the union can

be written (J.~q 5((1,6’0), there exists a positive ¢/, depending only on «,
such that C(a,C) CC(a—r+i,J/C) foralli=1,...,r. Since f is included in
all these classes and r = [a] + 1, we find that w; (f t)o = Wi r+z]+1(f t)e <

' Ct~" for these i, and also for i = 0 with the usual convention w{ (f, )2 =

1 |-
Now the equality (obtained by standard algebra)

T

A (fg,2) = (:) Al (f,x+ (r—i)h/2) Ay (g, z —ih/2)

i=0
and the bound |A} (g, x — ih/2)| < Hg(“i)HLw[a,b} (rh)" ¢ for all 0<i<r
and z € [a, b] yield

W (f9.1) 2<Mz() (f,)a(rt)~
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where M := maxo<;j<r Hg(j)HLoo(a,b). Since, as shown above, wf(f, t)gt" "t <
dCt*, the claim (40) follows with ¢=¢(1+r)"M,. O

Let us now consider the smoothness classes Cy, (K, u,C,r) defined in (17).
We take fy such that, for two positive constants ¢; and cs,

(41) c1 < fo(t) < e for all ¢ € [a,b].
Under this condition the norm (16) satisfies
1 1
(42) —eSSSUP!f( )< W flloo.so < — esssup[f(#)].
C2 a<t< C1 a<t<b

Thus, as in (38), the classes defined by (17) are equivalent to classes defined
by the weighted modulus of smoothness and a bound on the sup norm.
Indeed, with C(K, o, C) := {f € C(a,C):esssup,<;<p | f(t)| < K},

(43) Cso(K/ca,u,C10) CC(K,a,C) C Cyo (K /e1,u”,CoC).

Another important consequence of (42) is that for bounding K. 5, (Vin)
we may use the Nikolskii inequality (see, e.g., [4], Theorem 4.2.6). This
inequality states that there is a universal positive constant C' such that, for
all nonnegative integers m,

1
Sup{ sup |p(t)|:p€73m_1,/ |p(t)|2dt:1}§0m.
-1

—1<t<1

Also recall (30), that is, V;, = {pZ : p € P,_1}. Combining these observations
with (39) and the Nikolskii inequality yields, for all m > 1,

(44) Koo,fO(Vm) < C’,me
for a positive constant C,; depending only on (ay), a, b and cz.

The following useful result says how the class C(a, C') intersects Hj.

LEMMA 3. Let a be a positive number. If C' < 1/v/b— a, then the in-
tersection of C(a,C) with Hy is empty. Furthermore, the intersection of

C(a,1/vb—a) with Hy is the singleton set {110/ —a)}.

ProoF. Pick f in Hy. Applying Jensen’s inequality Eg(Y) > g(E(Y))
with g(t) =12, Y = f and probability measure dt/(b — a) on [a,b] gives

Hm Hz/abﬂtzzdt:bia

so that || f|jm > 1/v/b — a. Hence, the first part of the lemma. Now, using the
strict convexity of the square function, equality in the above relation implies
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that f is constant. Thus, to prove the second part of the lemma, we need to
check that the uniform density 1f,; /(b — a) belongs to C(a,1/vb—a) for

all a > 0. This is trivially true since w,(f(l[a,b} ,t)2 =0 for all £ >0 and k> 0.
U

We conclude this section with a remark on the somewhat more general
case when © = [a, b] and v(dt) = dt/w(t) for a weight function w, investigated
by Loh and Zhang [17]. In this case the classes denoted by G(a, m, M, w)
in [17] are included in the classes C(u®,C,m) as

G(a,m, M,wy) CC(u*, MiM,m+1) for all >0,
G(a/,m, M,wy) D C(u®, Mo M, m + 1) for all a > o’ >0,

for positive constants M; and My depending on m, o and o'. Hence, our
setting is very close to the one adopted by Loh and Zhang [17] in their Sec-
tion 3, where they provide lower and upper bounds on the MISE over these
classes. However, all their results in this section rely on special conditions,
namely, their (19) and (20), which imply restrictions on the parameters «
and m defining the classes G(a, m, M,wp) (see their Remark 3). In partic-
ular, the rate optimality in these classes is only obtained for integer o (we
refer to the closing comments of Section 3 in [17]). As remarked above, a
similar restriction applies in [12], where minimax rates are proved in Sobolev
classes with integer exponents. In contrast, the lower bound of Theorem 1
will provide the minimax rate for all @ > 1 in our classes and we will also
obtain results on the asymptotic constant.

5.3. Minimaz MISE rates. The following result is concerned with the
asymptotic properties of the projection estimator and lower bounds on the
MISE over the approximation classes of Section 5.2.

THEOREM 3. Assume that v is Lebesgue measure on [a,b] with 0 <a <

b<R, and let \:=v+ V7> +1 with y=(2+a+b)/(b — a). Then the fol-
lowing assertions hold true:

(a) Let a and C' be positive numbers, r be a nonnegative integer and (my,)
be a nondecreasing divergent integer sequence. If there exists a number \q
larger than A such that

1 k
(45) “XEn max — =0 as n— oo,

n 0<k<my G
then

sup  Efl| frnn — fllf < C%my 2 (1+ o(1)).
feC(u>,C,r)NH;y
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(b) Let a>1, C be a positive number, r be a positive integer and (m),)
be a nondecreasing divergent integer sequence. Put

(46) Wy =N Z vIl1,, for any positive integer n.
k>m],

If (wy,) tends to zero, then

(47) inf sup Efllf — flE > C?ml 2 (1 4 o(1)).
fESH feC(ux,Cr)NHy

(¢) Let a«>1 and C > 1/3/b— a. If there exist sequences (my,) and (ml)
satisfying the conditions of (a) and (b) and such that liminf,,_, . m,/m/, >

0, then the minimaz MISE rate over C(a, C) NHy is m,,2* and it is achieved
by the projection estimator f,, n.

Before giving the proof in Section 5.4, we make the following remarks and
examine the particular cases of mixands with R < oo and Poisson mixtures:

(i) The condition on C' in (c) is necessary since otherwise the class is
empty or reduces to one element; see Lemma 3. In contrast, under the as-
sumptions of (¢), a direct application of (a) and (b) provides the same min-
imax rate over C(u®,C,r) NH; for « > 1, r>1 and C >0.

(ii) The same lower and upper bounds apply to classes defined by adding
a bound on the uniform norm. For instance, part (c¢) holds when replacing
C(a, C) by C(K,a,C) for any K > 1 (for K < 1, this class is empty or reduces
to the uniform density as for a too small C'). This can be verified easily by
reading the proof.

(iii) The o-terms in parts (a) and (b) can be made more precise. In part
(a), m,;2*(1 4 o(1)) can be replaced by (m,, + 1)72% + k€~™n where £ > 1
and k > 0 depend only on (ag), a and b and the inequality holds for m,, > r.
In part (b), m/72%(1 4 o(1)) can be replaced by (m/, + 2)~2%exp(—+r'wy,),
where £’ > 0 depends only on (ay), a and b, and the inequality holds for n
sufficiently large. R

(iv) The estimator fy,,  in (a) depends only on (m,,), which is fixed
by (ax), a and b through (45). Thus, it is universal in the sense that it
does not depend on C or «, although, under the conditions of (c), it is rate
optimal in C(o, C) NH, for all &« >1 and all C' > 1/vb— a. However, an
interesting problem, which is left open in the present work, would be to
build an estimator which adapts to an unknown [a,b] C [0, R).

(v) Clearly, one can always find two sequences (m,,) and (m/) satisfying
the conditions of (a) and (b), respectively. In contrast, for obtaining (c), it
remains to show that these sequences can be chosen equivalent. This requires
further conditions on the asymptotics of (a).
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A condition addressing the issue of item (v) above is the following:

There exists a positive constant cg such that axi; < copara
for all nonnegative integers k and [.

(A2)

This condition holds in various important situations including Poisson
and negative binomial mixands. In Proposition 8 below we show that it
ensures that Theorem 3(c) applies. The condition says that (aj) is sub-
multiplicative up to the constant c¢g. Mimicking the argument of the sub-
additive lemma (see, e.g., [3], page 231, and Exercise 6.1.17, page 235),
L =lim, oo n"'loga, exists and is given by L = inf,>1 n~(logco +logay).
Thus, coa, > el for all n > 1. Note that L = —co is possible. Since a,, =
O(e™E+9)) and e = O(a,,) for all positive ¢, L is related to the radius of
convergence through the relation Rel =1, that is, L = —oo if and only if
R =00 and L = —log R otherwise. In addition, for R < oo, we see that the
series 3" af* is divergent at # = R.

A first simple application of this assumption is the following lemma:

LEMMA 4. Under (A2), we have, for any nonnegative integer m,

Z Il < coam/tmu(dt).

k>m

PROOF. A direct application of (A2) with (28) shows that, for all k > m,
IM1(t) < coamt™1y_,,(t). Thus, by monotone convergence and the obser-

Z vl =v Z I, < coam/tm Z 14 (t)v(dt) = coam/tmy(dt).

E>m k>m k>0 U

PROPOSITION 8.  Under (A2) there ezist a sequence (my)n>0 satisfying
the conditions of Theorem 3(a) and a number n > 1 such that, by setting
m}, = [nmy], the sequence (ml,)n>0 satisfies the conditions of Theorem 3(b).
Hence, Theorem 3(c) applies.

We note that, with m/, := [nm,], the asymptotic constants of parts (a) and
(b) of Theorem 3 differ by a factor n?®. Thus, up to this factor, the projection
estimator is minimax MISE efficient over classes, C(u®, C,r) NH; with a > 1
and r > 1. How large 1 needs to be taken depends on the model through
(ak), a and b. The following result is a sharpened version of Proposition 8 in
the case where R < oo, obtained by optimizing with respect to 1. We refer
to the proof for details. The proof of Proposition 8 in the case where R = oo
is postponed to Section 5.5. It provides an explicit, although more involved,
construction of (m,) and 1 in a way making 7 > 2 necessary.
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COROLLARY 1. Let v be Lebesque measure on [a,b] with 0 <a <b< R.
Assume that R is finite and that (A2) holds. Let « >1 and C > 1/(b— a).
Then the minimaz MISE rate over C(o, C) NHy is (logn)~2*. This rate is
achieved by the projection estimator fmn with my, := [T logn] for any positive
7 less than 1/log{\2(1 V bR)}. Moreover, if o> 1, then for any positive C
and any positive integer r,

(48) lim sup(logn)® sup Ef||fmmn —fllg <t *C
n—00 feC(u>,C,r)NHy

and

(49) linrr_1>i£f(log n)® inf sup Efl|f — fllm > (log(R/b))“C.
fE€Sn feC(ux,Cyr)NHy

PROOF. Put Tyay := 1/log{A\?(1VbR)} and consider (45). We will make
use of the properties derived above from (A2). First we note that, since
ar > cgte* = cg'R7F for all k, we have

1)\2m bk<1)\2m bRk_l/\2m 1\/me—l

W G S AT 0 B, PR = A el VRRYT
Thus, the log of the left-hand side of this equation is at most mlog(A2(1 Vv
bR)) —log n+log co, so that for m,, = [rlogn] with 7log(A?(1VbR)) < 1, (45)
holds. Combining this condition with the requirement \; > A, we obtain the
bound 7 < Tyax. Hence, for such (my,), Theorem 3(a) applies and gives (48).

Now consider part (b) of Theorem 3. Lemma 4 shows that Y~ vII1; =
O(am,b™). Moreover, for any & > 0, it holds that a,, < (e/'/(1—¢))™ = (R(1—

g))~™ for large m. Thus, with m/ = [pm,] and (w,) defined as in (46),
log wy, <logn + nmylog(b/(R — ¢€)) up to an additive constant. Hence, we
may choose n > —1/(7log(b/(R —¢€))) > 0 such that w, — 0. This achieves
the proof of the minimax MISE rate by applying Theorem 3(c) with the
chosen sequences (m,,) and (m},). Theorem 3(b) gives a lower bound on the
MISE asymptotically equivalent to C?(n7 logn)~2%. Optimizing with respect
to n7 under the above constraints and letting € tend to zero gives (49). O

We note that Loh and Zhang [17] proved the rate (logn)® to be minimax
over different smoothness classes, but also under different assumptions on
(ag). Corollary 1 extends their results to other classes and mixands, but only
for b < R < .

We now consider the Poisson case. We already know from Proposition 8
that we can find a universal projection estimator whose rate is optimal in
classes C(a, C'), which complements the results of Hengartner [12] and Loh
and Zhang [17]. This does not address asymptotic efficiency, however, which
includes computations of asymptotic constants. It turns out that a direct
computation of (m,,) provides the following precise result for C(u®,C,r).
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COROLLARY 2. Let v be Lebesque measure on [a,b] with 0 <a<b< R
and suppose that ap =1/k! (Poisson mizands, R=00). Let « > 1 and C >

1//b—a. Then the minimax MISE rate over C(a,C) N Hy s
(logn/loglogn)~2%. This rate is achicved by the projection estimator fmn
with my, := [T logn/loglogn] for any positive T < 1. Moreover, if a > 1, then
for any positive C' and any positive integer r, the projection estimator fmn

defined as above with T =1 is asymptotically minimax efficient (including
the constant) over C(u®,C,r):

. logn \¢ &
hmsup<7> sup Ef”fmn,n_f”H
n—oo \loglogn feC(u>,C,r)NHy

o logn \* . ;
=liminf{ ———— ] inf sup Efllf = fllu
n—oo \loglogn/ fes, rec(ue,cr)nm,

=C.

PROOF. Consider (45). By Stirling’s formula, maxo<g<n,(b*/ax) =
O(m™c™) for a positive c¢. Since m,, < Tlogn/loglogn for 7 in (0,1], a
simple computation yields

log nlogloglogn

log(m"c™ /n) < (1 —1)logn — (T + o(1)) Tog log — —0

Condition (45) follows for any A\; > A (indeed, A; simply multiplies ¢).

Now assume 7 =1 and consider part (b) of Theorem 3. Use Lemma 4
once again to see that > ., vII1; = O(a,,b™). In the present case a,b"™ =
O(m~™c™) for a positive ¢ (not the same as above). For any o in (0,1), it
holds that m,, > ologn/loglogn for large n. As usual, we set m/, := [nm,,]
for a positive number 7 to be optimized later on and define (w,) as in (46).
Thus, if no > 1, then up to an additive constant,

log wy, <log(n(nmy,)~ ") < (1 —no+ o(1))logn — —oo.

The conclusions of the corollary now follow by applying the various parts
of Theorem 3. In particular, the lower bound on the asymptotic MISE,
normalized by the rate (logn/loglogn)?®, is obtained upon observing that
we may choose ¢ and, hence, also 7, arbitrarily close to 1. [

We recall that, in contrast to Corollary 2, Hengartner [12] did not consider
constants and the exact rate was proved for Sobolev classes with entire
exponents only. Likewise, Theorem 5 in [17] does not provide constants,
and optimal rates are obtained only in cases similar to Hengartner [12] (cf.
the paragraph ending Section 5.2 above). By determining the asymptotic
constant, we also answer a question raised by Hengartner ([12], page 921,
Remark 4). He suggested that the optimal 7, in terms of the asymptotic
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constant, may depend on the smoothness class under consideration. The
above result shows that, at least not over a wide range of classes, it does not.
Furthermore, Loh and Zhang [17] proposed an adaptive method to determine
7 in the formula m,, = 7logn/loglogn for fixed n, but the behavior of this
adaptive method was not proved to be better than for 7 constant. Corollary 2
shows that such an adaptive procedure is not needed and that 7 can be taken
equal to one.

The final part of Corollary 2, saying that the projection estimator is
asymptotically minimax efficient in the Poisson case, is a theoretical ar-
gument corroborating the conclusions of the empirical study of Loh and
Zhang [17]. Indeed, in a simulation study they compared the projection
estimator to a kernel estimator and found that the former performed signif-
icantly better for finite sample sizes. Both estimators achieve the optimal
rate, but the kernel estimator does not exploit the polynomial structure of
the classes C(u®, C,r); this probably introduces a nonnegligible constant in
its asymptotics.

5.4. Proof of Theorem 3. Throughout the proof we denote by K; some
constants depending only on (ax), a and b.

We start by proving (a). Take f in C(u®,C,r)NH;. In the bias-variance
decomposition of Proposition 3, the first term is then bounded by C?(m +
1)=2« for all m >r. We now bound the second term in the right-hand side
of (10). Using (34) and (35) and recalling that the ¢} are orthonormal in H,

o~

varf( fm,1) is bounded by

-« m—1 Q% < 2
Eyll il < Z0)Ey| Y- =g
k=0 X1 H
(50) V
=20 3. (%) Tl
0<i<k<m l
Moreover,

Tl = / ' F(0)a;0'Z(0)do < arb' Z(a).

Finally, using the bound on Zl(QZ’lV given by Lemma A.1, we obtain, for
Ao > A (recall that A > 1 depends only on a and b) and m > r,
. B Kl )\2m bk
B F o — flI% < C2 1)-2 0 o
£l fmn = fllig < CZ0m A+ 1)77 4 — 7= max
Taking A¢ in ()\,)\i/ 2), this proves (a) [see also remark (iii) following the
statement of the theorem].
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Next we prove (b). Let fo = clllg = em.(0) = cagZ with ¢ > 0 such that
fo is in Hy. Observing that the conditions given in Proposition 6 are sat-
isfied for our choice of v, we can apply Theorem 1. It remains to verify
that (18) implies (47) in this context. Since fy is in all V;,, for positive m,
fo+Cp (K, u*,C,r) CC(u*,C,r) for any K >0, say K =1 and any positive
r. Thus, (18) provides a lower bound on the left-hand side of (47). Next we
lower bound the right-hand side of (18). Note that, for this choice of fy, (41)
holds for ¢; and cg depending only on (ag), a and b, so that, by (44) and
the observation Ko f,(Vint2 © Vin) < Koo, fo(Vin42), we find that, for all m,

1 AC < Ky
U
Koovfo(vm+2 © Vin) m = m+2

Since we have assumed « > 1, the right-hand side of this expression equals
C(m+2)~« for large m. Regarding the second factor in the right-hand side
of (18), we note that since fj is bounded on [a, b], there is a positive constant
K3 such that 7yh < K3ITh for all h > 0. Thus, 7z {0,...,m), —1} =1 —
Zk>m/n Tl >1— Ksn~'w,, so that, under the assumption w, — 0,

(51) AC(m+2)~.

74 {0,...,m;, — 1} > exp(nlog(1 — Ksn ™ wy,)) ~ exp(—Kzw,).

By applying Theorem 1 as explained above, the two last displayed equa-
tions prove (47), with the more detailed lower bound claimed in remark (iii)
following the statement of the theorem.

Finally we show (c). The rate of the projection estimator follows from
part (a) already proved, and the equivalence relationship (38) between the

classes C(u®,C) and C(a,C )~ We now turn to proving optimality of this rate
for aw > 1. Optimality over C(«, C) is established as in the proof of (b), but
taking fo(t) =1/(b —a) for a <t <b: we apply Theorem 1 and verify that,
for this choice of fp, (18) implies the lower bound

inf  sup  Eg|lf - flf 2 Kam,*

fE€Sn feC(a,0)nH,y

for large enough n. Here are the details. Since fj is in 5(@,1/\/b: a) (as
pointed out in Lemma 3) and w?(f,t), is a semi-norm in f, fo + C(a,d) C
C(a,g) whenever § + 1/v/b—a < C. By Proposition 7, fy+ C(u®,C16) C

fo+C(a,0) for all 6 >0, where C is as in (38). Adding a constraint on the
supremum norm makes an even smaller class, whence fy+ Cy, (K, u®,C10) C

q (o, C) for any K >0, say K =1, provided ¢ is sufficiently small. Thus, the
lower bound of Theorem 1 applies. Using the same arguments as in the proof
of (b), we find that this lower bound behaves as Kj((m/, +2)72% A (m!, +

2)~2), which has same rate as m,,?* for all a > 1. This completes the proof

of ().
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5.5. Proof of Proposition 8. We first note that, for R < oo, the proof is
completely contained in the proof of Corollary 1. Thus, we here consider the
case R = o0 only. Then the conclusions drawn from the subadditive lemma
[the paragraph following (A2)] are not helpful, as we can only conclude that
aj, = O(c¥) for any £ > 0; the latter is indeed implied by R = oo alone. Thus,
a more refined analysis is necessary, as in the proof of Corollary 2.

First we note that, since b < R, it holds that a;b* = O(¢¥) for any ¢ > 0.
Thus,

bk akbk 1
max -— = Inax —5 = O 3
0<k<m ag 0<k<m ay, mMINg<k<m Ay,

and, consequently, the condition (45) on (m,,) is implied by rather requiring
2mn
1 AT

52 A B
( ) nMmMMp<k<ms, CL%

— 0.

The reason why (52) is not used in Theorem 3 is that one would lose the con-
stant derived for the Poisson case in Corollary 2. Moreover, using Lemma 4,
we see that for (w,) to converge to zero with m/, = [pm,,], it is sufficient
that

(53) na[nmn}b"m" — 0.

It remains to check that there exist Ay > A, n >0 and (m,,) such that (52)
and (53) hold true. We will do this by a constructive proof.

To this end, take A; > A arbitrary. The cornerstone in the construction is
the following claim, to be proved below: we can find 7, a positive number
Cy and K in (0,1) such that, for all m >0,

2(m+1) —nm

. al 5 < Cleb !

ming<g<m+1 g, A[nm)]

Given that (54) holds, put

(54)

2m
)‘1

M),
ming<k<m Ay,

my, = max{m :

Since A1 > A > 1 and K < 1, the sequence )\%m/minogkm az x K~™/2 is non-

decreasing in m and tends to infinity. Thus, m,, is finite for all n and (m,,)

is nondecreasing and tends to infinity. Moreover, A7 /ming<g<m, a; <

nK™ /2 and (52) follows. On the other hand, from the definition of m,,
and (54),

2(mn+1) —NMnp,

ne Al S (mnt)/2 <ClK(mn—1)/zb_

ming<k<mn+1 4, B Alipman]
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for large n. Hence, (53) follows and the construction is complete.
It now remains to prove the claim (54). To do this, let (ry,)m>0 be a
sequence such that a,,, = ming<g<,, ax. Applying (A2) yields

co min ai :coa2

Jm o > A2, for all m > 0.
<k<m

Now put s =27, 41 and ¢t = [pm] and note that since 27,11 < 2m, for any
1 > 2, it holds that ¢t > s. In addition, fix p sufficiently large that cpa, <1
and cpapb? < 1. The latter can be done since, as noted above, apb® = O(e*)
for any € > 0. Applying (A2) repeatedly, we easily obtain that there is a
constant ¢; > 0 such that

Using 27,41 < 2m again, we find that [(t —s)/p] > (t —s)/p—1> {(n —
2)m —1}/p— 1. Recalling that cpa, < 1, together with the two last displays,
this yields

. 2 —2)m—1)/p—1
Alym] < CoC1 (0<1?i1£+1ak> (coay)(1=2m=1)/p

)

0<k<m+1 (coap)Q/P
for a positive Cy. Then with

((coap)'/Pb)"

K = \?
! (COap)2/p

we see that (54) holds for a positive C;. Finally, since (coa,)'/Pb < 1, we can
choose a large enough 7 such that K < 1. The proof is complete.

6. Discrete deconvolution. In this section we take X' = © =7 and let
¢ be counting measure. Let also p be a fixed and known probability mass
function on Z and consider the mixands 7y(-) = p(- — #). Another way to
view this setup is the following. Take independent random variables ¢ and
U, both in Z, with probability mass functions p and f, respectively, and put
X =U +¢. Then the probability mass function of X is the convolution (f %
p)(-) =>gp(- —0)f(0) of f and p, which we can also write as Y 5 my(:)f(6).
Our interest in recovering f from i.i.d. observations from X can thus be
phrased as a deconvolution problem. Note that this setting includes the case
of € being zero, that is, we estimate a discrete distribution.

Observe that, for all integer k, I11; = p(k — -). Applying the general ap-
proach of Section 4, we take Vy = {0} and, for all m > 1, V},, := Span(II1 : |k| <
m). This, of course, defines an increasing sequence of linear spaces. It remains
to choose the measure v or, equivalently, the space H = L?(v). A natural
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choice is to let v be counting measure, that is, H = (?(Z). Then, since p is
square-summable, (V},,) is a sequence of subspaces of H. It is practical to
define the projection estimator using Fourier series. Thus, let

p*(A) = Zp(k)e_ik)‘ for all A € (—m, 7]
keZ

be the Fourier series with coefficients (p(k))rez. Then p* € L?(—7, 7] and,
because p is a density, p* is continuous with positive L? norm. The Fourier
series with coefficients (IT1j)rez simply reads p*(—M)e ¥}, Because there
necessarily is an interval on which p* is nonzero, {p*(—\)e **},cz is lin-
early independent and assumption (Al) then follows immediately. Hence,
the projection estimator is well defined and the results of Section 4 apply.

Let us derive the expression for the projection estimator f,,, through
the Fourier series fn’ﬁm with Fourier coefficients (fmn(k;)) kez- Let PY be the
Fourier series associated to the coefficients (P, 1x)kez,

Pr(A) =Y "(Py1p)e ™ for all X e (—m,7].
keZ
Then applying Parseval’s formula to (7) with g = 11, f;,im is the unique
element in Span(e~**p*(—\) : |k| < m) which satisfies, for all k = —m, ..., m,

L™z - 1 |
b 7T .

21 Jr

Here we will treat the special case where the following condition holds:

™ 1
56 K. ::/ —— d)\ < o0.
(56) el BPTVE

This condition implies that p* may only vanish on a Lebesgue null set, and
in a singular way (it cannot have a finite derivative where it vanishes). It
is, of course, verified, for instance, if |p*| is bounded away from zero, which
includes the case of estimating a discrete distribution (¢ =0). If (56) holds,
there is a function in L?(—n, 7] such that (55) holds for all k € Z. Indeed,
since P, is a probability, | P¥| is bounded by one so that P} /p* is in L?(—, 7]
and satisfies (55) for all £ whenever (56) holds. This amounts to taking the
definition of the projection estimator to its limit m = oo; hence, we put
foon =P /p* or, equivalently,

n L (™ Py(N) ika
(k)= — [ WM for all k € Z.
Foom(k) %/_Wp*me A\ forall ke

To compute the expectation of foo’m first apply (8) and then Parseval’s
formula to obtain

E/Pr(N) =) mplze*
kEZ
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= Z(f,Hlk)He_ik)‘ =f*(N)p*(\) for all A in (—m, 7],
keZ

where f* is the Fourier series with coefficients (f(k))rez. The two last equa-
tions give

7 LT EpPI(N) ik
Effoon(k)==— —— e AN = f(k for all k € Z,
(67) Egfanl)=g [ LRSS aA=f)  foral ke
where, as | P} /p*| < 1/|p*| is integrable, we applied Fubini’s theorem. Hence,
foon is unbiased, as expected, since it corresponds to m = oo. Furthermore,

~ 1 ~ 1 oA K
(58)  vary(Fom) = varg(Fron) < 5By [ IFL WP aAS 2
As shown by the following result, we are in a case where the minimax
MISE rate is achieved by f , over any reasonable subclass of H;. This
is a degenerate case compared to the general setting of Section 4, because
smoothness conditions of the form (14) do not improve the minimax rate.
To formulate the result, we define the line segment [fy, f1] between fy and

fias [fo, fi] ={(1 —w)fo+wfi:we0,1]}.

THEOREM 4. Assume that (56) holds. Then the MISE of the projection

estimator foon has rate n~t over Hi, and this rate is minimaz over any

class C included in Hy and containing a line segment [fo, f1] for distinct fo
and f1 in Hy. More precisely, for any fo and fi in Hy and any positive
integer n,

co(K1+ Kaern) ™' < inf  sup Efl|f — £l
f€Sn f€[fo,f1]

~ K
< sup Eg foon — flln < =2,
feH, f” 00,n H]HI onn

where K1 and K are universal positive constants, co = 17 (f1(1) — fo(1))?
and ¢1:=3 ez, ‘Wfl (1) — 7 fo 01

REMARK. Observe that the lower bound may reduce to a positive con-
stant only when the model is not identifiable, that is, if there exist fy and
f1 in Hj such that ¢; = 0. In this case (56) cannot be fulfilled.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4. Since .]/C\oom is unbiased, the upper bound simply
is (58).

The rate n~! of the lower bound on the MISE generally holds for any
regular parametric statistical model. Here we derive it via a Bayes risk
lower bound. Consider the parametric model {7(1_u)fy+wy, 1w € (0,1)}. Put
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any continuously differentiable prior density » on w € (0,1) which is sym-
metric about 1/2: r(1/2 + w) = r(1/2 — w). Let Z(w) = Eq_y)fotwf X
[(0w 108 T (1) fo 4w fs (X))?] and Z(r) = fol 7(w)?/r(w) dw. Then, for any es-
timator f from n observations,

sup Efllf — fl&
felfo,fil

1 X

> [ Bcurun 1 = (1= w) o+ wh) Far(w) du
(59) 1

= /0 Y E(—w) forwn [(F(R) = (1= w) fo(k) + wfr (K)))?]r(w) duw

kEZ
(f1(k) = fo(K))*

i Jy Z(wyr(w)dw +I(r)’
Here the first inequality is the Bayes risk lower bound on the minimax risk

and the second one is the van Trees inequality (a Bayesian Cramér—Rao
bound); see, for example, [11]. We easily compute

e (5 (k) — 7o (K))?
I(w) = Ig (ms (k) + 75, (K) /24 (w—1/2) (g, (k) — 7py (K))

with the convention 0/0 = 0. Using the symmetry of r, we obtain
1
/ Z(w)r(w) dw
0

/1 |7 g, (K) = 75y (R)|r(w) duw
o (s (k) + 7 (k)/Qlmp (k) =75 (K)]) + (w = 1/2)

kEZ

1
< |m (k) —wfo(k)|/ wlr (w) du,
keZ 0
where we simply used a + b > |a — b| for any nonnegative a and b for the
inequality. Hence, (59) gives the required lower bound, where K; = Z(r)

and Ky = fol w™lr(w)dw are fixed once a particular choice of r is made.
O

REMARK. There is a tradeoff between K7 and K5 when the prior density
r is chosen for optimizing the lower bound for finite n. Asymptotically, the
lower bound is equivalent to cy/(Ka2cin), and it is easy to see that the
infimum of possible values of K3 is 2 (let r tend to a point mass located at
w=1/2). Hence,

. . p Co
liminf inf sup nEf|f— flF> .
N0 feS, felfo.fi] 2¢1
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The right-hand side depends on fy and f; and should be compared to the
asymptotic upper bound K,/(2m).

The statistical literature on deconvolution is vast, but it is primarily con-
cerned with continuous random variables having densities with respect to
Lebesgue measure, often on R. Some key references on achievable minimax
rates of convergence over suitable smoothness classes in that setting are
[2] and [6] for pointwise estimation of the mixing density, and [5, 7, 8, 22]
for (weighted) LP loss. The difficulty of the estimation then depends on
whether the characteristic function of ¢, that is, essentially our p*, vanishes
algebraically or exponentially fast at infinity, these cases being referred to
as ordinary smooth and supersmooth error densities, respectively. With an
ordinary smooth error density, the optimal rate of convergence is algebraic
in n, whereas it is algebraic in logn when the error density is supersmooth.

In the discrete setting considered here, the notions of ordinary smooth
and supersmooth error densities are void, since p* is defined on a compact
interval, the unit circle. The MISE rate n~! of Theorem 4 is also faster than
what is obtained in the papers cited above; it only appears as a limit in
the ordinary smooth case when the unknown density f has infinite smooth-
ness. In the discrete case, the rate n~! may not hold when (56) fails; some
additional remarks on this issue are given in Section 8.

7. Mixtures of uniform discrete distributions. We now take © =N :=
{1,2,...}, X =7, and let ¢ and v both be counting measure. Thus, H =
12(0). Consider mixands given by the family of uniform discrete distributions
on {0,1,...,0 —1}; that is, II1;(0) = mg(k) =07 for 0< k<0 —1 and 0
otherwise. Observe that, for all k£ > 0, I11;,(§) = 0~ for large 6 so that IT11; is
not in *(0) and (A1) does not hold. Then letting the space V;, be spanned
by (II1j)o<k<m as in Section 4 would yield an estimator fmm that is a linear
combination of nonintegrable functions and, hence, a poor estimator of the
mixing density. It is possible to circumvent this problem by replacing v by a
distribution such that ((146)~1)s>q belongs to L (v), but then the difficulty
would lie in the definition of the smoothness classes (14). Indeed, in this case
a different choice of V,,, provides a much simpler definition of smoothness
classes. For all k£ >0, we let hy = (k+1)(1x — 141), which yields

Ihy = (k + 1)1 — M1gq1) = 1gs1.

Hence, (IThy)g>0 is itself the orthonormal basis denoted by (¢) in Section 3.
It follows that

Vi = Span(Ihy,0 < k < m) = {f € 1>(©): f(8) =0 for all § >m},
the projection estimator is

Fmm(k) =kP,(1p_1 —1)1(k<m)  forall k>1,
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and the smoothness classes of Section 4 read

(60) Clu,C,r)= {f cl?(0): Z (k) < C*u?, for all m > 7‘}.
k>m
Since var f(hx) < (k+1)%(ms(k)+7s(k+1)) for any f in Hy, Proposition 3,
along with (11), gives, for all m,

m—1
(61) Egllfon— FIZ < X 200+ 3 (k1) (ms(k) + gk + 1))
k=0

0>m

As in Section 6, this implies that the MISE rate n~! is achievable as soon as
7 has finite second moment, that is, ;- k?7 (k) < 0o. Moreover, it holds
that 7 has finite second moment for any f in C(u,C,r) NH; whenever
u = (uy,) satisfies S m3/2u,, < co. Indeed, as a simple consequence of the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, 7(k) = O({k™" Sgoy F2(0)}/2) = O(k™/?uy)
for such f. The interesting cases are thus those when (u,,) decreases slowly,
and Corollary 3 below provides such an example.

THEOREM 5. Let u = (uy,) be a positive sequence decreasing to zero,
C' a positive number and r a positive integer. Then for all sufficiently large
m7

2 n
(62) inf sup Efllf — fIIE > (%) (1 _ @Cumﬂ) 7
fesn fEC(U,C,T)ﬂHl 2 2’[’]’1,

and for any integer m >r,

; 2 2, 2m?
(63) sup  Ell fnn = fllin < (Cum)” + —.
fec(u,Cor)NH; n

PROOF. The upper bound (63) follows from (61) and the bound 3>} ' (k+
1)27Tf(]€) S m2.

The lower bound (62) is obtained along the same lines as the lower bound
of Theorem 1. We apply Proposition 2 with h(k) =1(k <m),

V = Span{h(k)r.(k),k € X}
= {f €1?(©) : there exists X\ € R such that f(6) =X~! for all § >m}

and C* := V1 NC(u, %C,T). Thus, the assumptions of Proposition 2 are im-
mediately satisfied. To arrive at (62), we still need to find a suitable probabil-
ity density fo such that fo+C* CC(u,C,r), and a function g in C* such that
fo+£ g are in H; to bound the supremum in the lower bound of Proposition 2
from below.

In order to do this, let g in [?(©) be one of the two sequences satisfying
the three equations
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(i) g(0) =0 unless 6 =m, m+ 1 or m + 2;

m+2 m+2
(ii) Z g(#)=0 and Z 01g(0) =0;
(iii) Z 9*(0) = (3Cupmi)*.

Then ||g||u = §Cum+1-
Let fy be such that fo(6) =]|g(6)| for # > 1 and fy(1 )_1—Zm+2f( ).

Then for m sufficiently large, >7"2 fo(0) < V/3(X572 ¢%(0))'/% = %Cumﬂ
is less than one. Hence, fy belongs to H; for large m. Using (60) and the
result that (uy) is nonincreasing, one readily checks that fy is in C(u, £C,r).
It is then immediate that fy+C(u, %C’, r) CC(u,C,r), and thus also fo+C* C
C(u,C,r).

We now proceed to checking that g belongs to C* and that fy £+ g are
in Hy. The latter follows from Z g(0) =0 and |fo| > |g|. The former is also
true as g both belongs to C(u, C r), which is checked as for fj, and is
perpendicular to V', which follows from item (i) and the second part of item
(ii) in its definition.

Hence, Proposition 2 gives

inf  sup  Ey|lf — flIE > llglfn{0,1,...,m—1}.
fESn feC(u,Cyr)nH,

We easily compute
7,40,1,...,m —1}
=1—fo(m+1)(m+1)" =2f(m +2)(m+2)""

V5

21— —/glu,
m

and (62) follows from the two last inequalities. [

COROLLARY 3. Let a and C' be two positive numbers and r a nonnegative
integer. Then the minimaz MISE rate over the class C((log™*(1+n)),C,r)

is (logn)~2%. This rate is achieved by the projection estimator fmnn with
My, = [TTLB] for any positive number T and any positive B less than 1/2.
Moreover, this estimator is asymptotically MISE efficient up to a factor

4/p3%.

PrROOF. Put u,, = (log(14+m))~“. Use the lower bound (62) with m =n
to obtain the asymptotics (Cu,/2)?. Then use the upper bound (63), with
m, = [tnf] and B € (0,1/2), to obtain

B A 2m?2
w2 osup Byl fon — fllE < C? S0

M,
feC(u,Cyr)NHy mp

=C? +o(1).
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Finally, (Cum,)?/(Cu?/2)? — 4/3%*. The proof is complete. [

8. Open problems. In Sections 5 and 6 we have investigated some par-
ticular cases for which (A1) is satisfied and, thus, both Theorem 1 and
Theorem 2 apply. The upper bounds were, in fact, obtained directly with-
out using Theorem 2, but are essentially similar (see the remark following
the proof of Theorem 2). We have also seen in Section 7 that, in certain sit-
uations when (A1) does not hold, this approach could be adapted. However,
only in the case of power series mixtures and in the adaptation of Section 7
could we compute explicit lower and upper bounds giving rise to identical
rates. In the case of discrete deconvolution of Section 6, we even gave an
alternative lower bound which gives the optimal rate in the degenerate case
where the projection estimator f, , can be defined for m = co. In this sec-
tion we outline a few open problems for which the framework of the present
paper is potentially applicable, but in which we do not attempt to compute
the bounds.

8.1. Multivariate power series. Proposition 6 shows that Theorem 1 ap-
plies for a large range of dominating measures v. Condition (i) is a simple
reformulation of the requirement of having 7.(k) both in L!(v) and in L?(v)
for all k, and easily generalizes to other mixands. Condition (ii) also general-
izes when 7. (k) is related to a well-known sequence of linearly independent
functions (here the polynomials). For instance, it trivially generalizes to
multivariate power series mixands (see [13], Chapter 38). A slightly differ-
ent setting concerns the bivariate Poisson distributions ([13], Chapter 37)
given by, for all § = (01,62,612) in © := (0,00)3 and all nonnegative integers
r1 and xo,

T1AT2 9:01—7;01‘2—7;67;
— (0140214012 1 2 12
mo(x1,22) = ) ; ol i)

In this case (i) is modified to [g [0|Fe™(1702+012)1(d9) < oo and (ii) is un-
changed. This is easily seen upon observing that {92492 (7 (21, 29) }4, 2050
is a collection of trivariate polynomials in 6 = (61,602, 6012) that are linearly
independent as the term 67'65* only appears in mg(z1,z2). The rest of the
proof above applies similarly.

Although Theorems 1 and 2 apply, the rates they provide are not known
explicitly.

8.2. Power series mizing distributions with noncompact support. Let again
mp be the Poisson distribution with mean 6, and let © = R,.. Thus, we have
power series mixands with ax = 1/k!, but with © being unbounded. Take v
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as Lebesgue measure, so that H = L?(R, ). Applying (12) [see also (35)], we
find that, for all f in Hy, the variance term in Proposition 3 is bounded by

m—1
(64 Efnfm,lu]%ﬂzxaf(z @ﬁ,Xl) -y e,

k=0 0<I<k<m

which should be compared to (50). For A\; > 2+ +/17/2, this bound, along
with Lemma A.2 in the bias-variance decomposition, shows that for any
positive number C, any nonnegative integer r and any sequences (u,) and
(my) satisfying N[™ /u,,, = o(n'/?),

. ) N 2
limsupw,,, sup Byl fu,,.n— flu
n—o0 feC(u,C,r)NHy
<limsupu,2 (C*u2, +n 'Ki\]™) =C2
n— o0

For sequences u® the obtained root MISE rate is (logn)~® by choosing
my, = [T logn] for small 7. This is better than when b < oo (see Corollary 2).

Concerning lower bounds on the MISE, Loh and Zhang [17] give such
a one in their Theorem 4 over particular classes related to ours, but their
assumptions do not apply in the case considered here because they corre-
spond to a weight function w = 1g, with infinite L' norm. Hence, it is still
to be found if the logarithmic rate of the projection estimator is optimal in
this case. Theorem 1 applies and Proposition 5 shows that C(u,C,r) N H;
is nonempty for a positive r or for large C. The next problem, which we
have not solved, rather consists in finding fy in this intersection such that
um = O(1/ K, fo(Ving2 © Vi), which is the key in our method for showing
that the minimax MISE rate is (u2, ).

mn

8.3. Discrete deconvolution with vanishing characteristic function. Let
us return to the setting of Section 6. If condition (56) is not satisfied, our
analysis must be refined. It is indeed possible that the optimal rate is slower
in this case, and the behavior of p* at its zeros may then yield the optimal
rate of convergence.

To our knowledge, this problem has not been studied. A possible approach
would be to mimic that of Section 5.1 by observing that the projection esti-
mator can be easily defined using a sequence of orthonormal trigonometric
polynomials in L*(v) with /(dt) = |p*[*(¢)1(_x | (t) dt, and to express Fom
using such a sequence. However, in contrast to power series mixands, the
behavior of the projection estimator here should be driven by the measure
V', that is, by using precise assumptions on its zeros when (56) fails.
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APPENDIX

Recurrence relations for orthonormal polynomials. In this appendix we
give some further results for the orthogonal polynomials (¢¥) in H and (¢')
in H', introduced in Section 5.1. For any measure vy on R, one can construct
an orthogonal sequence of polynomials (ry);>0 with increasing degrees in
L?(1p) using a so-called three terms recurrence relation,

Tt (t) = (t — ag)ri(t) — Beri—1(t) with 7_1 =0 and rg =1,

where (ay,)r>0 and (Bk)k>0 are sequences depending on 1. Moreover, putting
Bo = ||rol|%, one has ([10], equations (1.13))

k 1/2
(65) Ni = |rkllm = (H ﬁJ-) for all k> 0.

j=0
Let the polynomials have coefficients 7y (t) = >°; Rgt and put
(66) Q% = Riy/Ny  for all k,1>0.

The latter coefficients are those of an orthonormal sequence corresponding
to Q%J and Q%J for vy equal to v/ and v, respectively. The three terms
recurrence relation can be written

(67) Rk+1,l = Rk,l—l — OékRkJ — BkRk—l,l for all k,1 >0, with R070 =1

and the convention Ry ;=0 if [ <0 or [ > k. Hence, by (65), (67) and (66),
we see that knowledge of (oy)r>0 and (Bk)k>0 provides a simple algorithm
for computing the coefficients Q)" recursively at a low computational cost.

Let us now derive the coefficients ay and B for particular choices for vy.

A.1. Legendre polynomials. Let vy be Lebesgue measure on [—1,1]. In
this case ay =0, By =2 and S, = 1/(4—1/k?) for k > 1 ([10], equation (2.1)).

A.2. Translated-scaled Legendre polynomials. Let vy be Lebesgue mea-
sure on an interval [a,b]. Denote p:= (a+b)/2 and 0 := (b—a)/2. Replacing
t by (u— )/ in the three terms recurrence relation for Legendre polyno-
mials, one obtains an orthogonal sequence for vy satisfying

() = (45 e (5) - (57)

Multiplying by 6**! and identifying (6% ((u — u)/9))s with a new orthog-
onal sequence, the previous equation gives the following coefficients in this
case: o, = —[1, o =20 and By = 6%/(4 — 1/k?) for k> 1.

The following result serves for bounding the variance of f,, , [see (34)]
when v = 1.
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LEMMA A.1. Let Ao be a number larger than X =~ + V> +1 with
= (2+a+b)/(b—a). Then Y(Q)? = OONZ).
PrOOF. It follows from (67) that
[Rrrall < (1 + [ox )l Rl + Bl Rr—1 [l

where ||Rg| := (3, R%’l)l/? Consequently, dividing by N1 as given above,
we obtain

1+ || B
68 S O 4 4 | ——1|Q%° 4 ||.
(63) Qi1 < IO+ 310 )
Note that
lim L+ Jou = 201+ ) and ﬁk <1 for all £ >1,
k=00 \/Bri1 0 k+1

and that the positive solution of the quadratic equation

2(1 -
x2—%x—1:0 Withu=a+band5:b2a

is X\. The lemma follows. [0

(69)

A.3. Laguerre measure. Let 1 be the measure with density e~* with
respect to Lebesgue measure over ¢ € (0,00).
In this case oy, = 2k +1, By = 1 and B, = k? for k > 1 ([10], equation (2.4)).

A.4. Squared Laguerre measure. Let finally 1y be the measure with den-
sity e=2! with respect to Lebesgue measure over ¢ € (0,00).

This corresponds to v/ in the case of Poisson mixands, a; = 1/k! and
Zz(t) =e¢7 2. We have a result corresponding to Lemma A.1, but we now
study H' rather than H as in the case of compact support and Lebesgue mea-
sure, as our interest lies in the coefficients @5, = Q}/a; (see Section 5.1).

LEMMA A.2. Let \; be a number larger than 2++/17/2. Then Y, (ID%J =
Qi /a)? = OAF).

ProOOF. Dividing (67) by a; one obtains

(Z Qi l)

;W

T+ o QVO2 B onzll 2
= vV Brt1 (zl: a ) +\/ﬁk+1 zl: a ’

(70)
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where ry, := maxg<;<x(a;—1/a;). By arguments similar to the ones used for
the translated-scaled Legendre polynomials, ap = k+1/2, By =1/2 and By =
k%/4 for k > 1. Since ay = 1/k!, rj, =k in (70). Moreover,

lim k+|ak|—4 and — <1 for all k> 1.

koo \/Brr1 Bry1 —

The positive solution of the quadratic equation 2% — 4z —1=0is 2 +/17/2.
Hence the result. [
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R all originate from the large scope report of one of them. We are grateful
for all these comments and suggestions. Other valuable ideas present in the
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