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Abstract. We study the monotone single index model where a real response variable Y is
linked to a d-dimensional covariate X through the relationship E[V|X] = ¥o(ad X), almost
surely. Both the ridge function, V¢, and the index parameter, g, are unknown and the ridge
function is assumed to be monotone. Under some appropriate conditions, we show that the rate
of convergence in the Lo-norm for the least squares estimator of the bundled function ¥o(ag -)
is n'/3. A similar result is established for the isolated ridge function and for the index. Fur-
thermore, we show that the least squares estimator is nearly parametrically rate-adaptive to
piecewise constant ridge functions. Since the least squares estimator of the index is computa-
tionally intensive, we also consider alternative estimators of the index ap from earlier literature.
Moreover, we show that if the rate of convergence of such an alternative estimator is at least
n'/ 3, then the corresponding least-squares type estimators (obtained via a “plug-in” approach)
of both the bundled and isolated ridge functions still converge at the rate n'/3.
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1. Introduction

1.1. The generalized linear model and the single index model

The generalized linear model is widely used in econometrics and biometrics as a standard
tool in parametric regression analysis, see e.g. Dobson and Barnett (2008). It assumes
that the observations are n i.i.d. copies of a pair (X,Y") such that

E(Y]X) = Wo(a] X) (L1)
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almost surely with an unknown index ag € R?\{0} and a monotone ridge function Wy.
In the generalized linear model, ¥ is assumed to be known and the conditional density
of Y given X = x with respect to a given dominating measure (typically either Lebesgue
measure or counting measure) is assumed to be of the form

yl(pu(z)) — Bol(u())
J } (1.2)

where h is the normalizing function, u(x) is the mean, ¢ > 0 is a possibly unknown
dispersion parameter, £ is a given real valued function with first derivative £/ > 0, and in-
verse /~! = B’. The generalized linear model includes very popular parametric regression
models but nevertheless, it lacks the flexibility offered by more robust approaches.

The single index model extends the generalized linear model in order to gain more
flexibility. It is widely used, for instance, in econometrics, as a compromise between
restrictive parametric assumptions and a fully non-parametric setting that can suffer
from the “curse of dimensionality” in high-dimensional problems. It assumes that the
conditional expectation of Y depends only on the linear predictor ol X. Hence, as in the
generalized linear model, we have E(Y|X) = ¥o(ad X) almost surely, however, the ridge
function Vg is now unknown. Furthermore, it is no longer assumed that the conditional
distribution of Y given X takes the form (1.2), making the model even more flexible.

Standard methods for estimating oy and ¥, rely on smoothness assumptions on
Uy, and hence involve a smoothing parameter which has to be carefully chosen, see
e.g. Hardle et al. (1993), Chiou and Miiller (2004), Hristache et al. (2001) and refer-
ences therein. Note also that ag and ¥y are not identifiable if left unrestricted. To see
this, let ||| denote the Euclidean norm of ag, and note that Wo(adz) = ®q(8L )
if By = ao/|laoll and ®o(t) = Wo(||aol|t) for all ¢. Similarly, ¥o(al'z) = ®o(sLz) if
Bo = —ag and Po(t) = Po(—t) for all ¢. This issue could be resolved by assuming, e.g.,
that ||ap|| = 1 and the first non-null entry of «g is positive. Under some additional
constraints on Wy and the distribution of X, the model can be shown to be identifiable.

y = h(y, ¢) exp {

1.2. The monotone single index model

In this paper, we assume that the unknown ridge function in the single index model is
monotone. This is motivated by the fact that monotonicity appears naturally in various
applications, which is one of the reasons behind the popularity of the generalized lin-
ear model. Moreover, the monotonicity assumption has a great advantage. Estimators
based only on smoothness conditions on the ridge function typically depend on a tun-
ing parameter that has to be chosen by the practitioner. The monotonicity assumption
avoids all this by opening the door to non-parametric estimators which are completely
data driven, and do not involve any tuning parameters. To be precise, we assume (1.1)
where oy € R?\{0} is such that ||ag|| = 1, and ¥, is assumed to be non-decreasing.
Note that the assumption made on the direction of monotonicity of the ridge function
replaces the assumption that the first non-null entry of ag is positive in the identifiability
conditions. This can be seen by defining the function ®¢(t) = ¥o(—t) for ¢t € R, which is
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non-increasing if and only if ¥ is non-decreasing. Throughout this paper, we will refer
to this model as the monotone single index model, a term that has been used previously
in the literature.

The monotone single index model, with the additional assumption that ¥ — E(Y|X)
is independent of X, has been considered by Foster et al. (2013), where an estimator
for oy was proposed based on combining isotonic regression with a smoothing method
(which involves a tuning parameter), and also by Kakade et al. (2011), where an algo-
rithm for simultaneously estimating the index and the ridge function is provided under
the assumption that the ridge function is Lipschitz (the Lipschitz constant is a param-
eter of the algorithm). This fits in the setting of Han (1987) with (using the notation
of that paper) F(z,u) = f(z) +u and D(t) = ¢ with f a monotone function. Han
(1987) proves consistency of a non-parametric estimator of the index, which does not
require a tuning parameter. The monotone single index model is also closely related to
the model considered by Chen and Samworth (2016), who in contrast to the approach
followed here, assume that the conditional distribution of Y given X takes the form (1.2).
Chen and Samworth (2016) also consider additive index models where, with £ as in (1.2),
L(E(Y|X)) can be written as a sum of ridge functions of linear predictors, with each ridge
function satisfying a certain shape constraint. The authors show consistency for a slightly
modified maximum likelihood estimator obtained by maximizing the likelihood over the
closure of the set of all possible parameters.

Current status regression can also be seen as a special case of the monotone single
index model. In the current status regression setting, the response Y > 0 is subjected
to interval censoring and is not completely observed. Instead, independent copies of
(X,C,A) are observed, where X € R? is the predictor, C' > 0 is an observed censoring
time independent of Y, and A = 1y <¢}. Although not observed, Y is assumed to satisfy
the linear regression model Y = ol X + ¢, where ag € R? and ¢ is independent of (C, X)
with unknown distribution function F,. Let X denote the random vector in R4*+! such
that X7 = (C, X7T), & the vector in R4 such that &} = (1, —al’) and Y = A. Then,
E(Y|X) = Fy(ad X) where Fy is non-decreasing (since it is a distribution function).
Here, the conditional distribution of ¥ given X is Bernoulli, with £(x) = log(s/(1 — 1))
for € (0,1) in (1.2). Note that the particular case where the censoring time C' = 0 has
been widely used in econometrics and is usually referred to as the binary choice model.
The maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) of ag was proved to be consistent by Cosslett
(1983), and Murphy et al. (1999) prove that the rate of convergence is O(n'/?) in the
one-dimensional case (that is, when d = 1). The latter also shows that an appropriately
penalized MLE is y/n-consistent, but the considered estimator is difficult to implement.
Groeneboom and Hendrickx (2016) consider several alternative y/n-consistent estimators
based on a truncated likelihood, where the truncation parameter has to be chosen by the
practitioner.
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1.3. Contents of the paper

In the monotone single index model, we consider the least squares estimator (LSE) which
estimates both the index and the ridge function without the use of a tuning parameter.
We give a characterization of the LSE of (¥g,ap) under the monotonicity constraint
using a profile approach. Furthermore, letting go(z) = E(Y|X = z) = ¥o(ad z), we
prove that, under appropriate conditions, the LSE of gy converges at an n'/3-rate in
the Lo-norm. Then, we consider the LSE of ay and ¥ separately, and also prove their
n'/3_consistency. The n'/3-rate of convergence obtained for the index may be due to our
strategy of proof, as we derive this rate from the n'/3-rate of the LSE of go. Thus, sharper
rates could potentially be obtained using alternative methods. This is however out of the
scope of this work.

We also study the adaptive properties of our least squares approach. To our best knowl-
edge, the first adaptive results for the Grenander estimator appear in Groeneboom and Pyke
(1983), where the asymptotic distribution is obtained exactly. Later, van de Geer (1993)
showed that the MLE of a decreasing density converges at rate n~'/%(log n)'/? in Hellinger
distance when the true density is uniform. Similar (nearly parametric) results for shape-
constrained estimators can be found in Chatterjee et al. (2015); Han and Wellner (2016);
Chatterjee and Lafferty (2015); Kim et al. (2016); Guntuboyina and Sen (2015). Follow-
ing Chatterjee et al. (2015), we study the global convergence rate when the truth ¥y is
piecewise constant. In Theorem 7?7, we show that the rate of convergence to go in this
case is nearly parametric.

The least squares estimator of the index «q is computationally intensive, and hence
inefficient to compute exactly. Therefore, we also consider alternative estimators of the
index taken from earlier literature. Among them, the so-called linear estimator, due to
Brillinger (1983), is especially appealing since it is very easy to implement and converges
at the y/n-rate to the true index under appropriate conditions. We then consider “plug-
in” estimators of g : we first estimate the index using the first pn data points for some
fixed p € (0,1), then plug the obtained estimator &, in the least squares criterion and
finally minimize the criterion based on the remaining (1 — p)n data points over the space
of monotone ridge functions. See Section 3.1 for details. Combining these two estimators
gives an estimator of gg, and we show that if the rate of convergence of &, is sufficiently
fast, then the corresponding estimators of gy and ¥ converge at the n'/3-rate.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we show existence of the LSE of
(Po, ap) and give its characterization. Section 3 is devoted to the description of the plug-
in approach based on alternative estimators for the index, as well as to the description
of such alternative estimators. Our main result is given in Theorem 4.1 in Section 4,
where we establish the n'/3-convergence rate of the LSE of go. Section 4 also gives the
adaptive properties of the LSE. In Section 5, we show under some specified assumptions
that the LSE of oy and ¥y converge separately at the same rate in the Euclidean norm
on R? and the Ly-norm on the set of real valued functions respectively, provided that we
restrict integration to a bounded subset of the domain of Wy. Section 6 studies the rate
of convergence of the above-mentioned plug-in estimators. The proof of Theorem 4.1 is
given in Section 7. Other proofs are deferred to the Supplementary Material.
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2. Existence and characterization of the least squares
estimator

Assume that we observe an i.i.d. sample (X1,Y7),...,(X,,Y,) from (X,Y) such that
E(Y|X) = ¥y(a X) almost surely, where both the index cy and the monotone ridge
function ¥y are unknown. To ensure model identifiability (see Section 1), ayq is assumed
to belong to the d-dimensional unit sphere, S;_1 and the ridge function ¥ is assumed to
be non-decreasing on its domain, which contains the range of the linear predictor ad X.
For technical reasons, in what follows we will extend all functions outside their actual
support by taking the extension to be constant to the left and right of the endpoints of
the original support.
The goal is to find the LSE of (¥, o), the minimizer of the least-squares criterion

(0, a) = zn: (v, -0 (a"x,)}?

over M x Sy_1, where M is the class of all non-decreasing functions on R. Using a profile
least-squares approach, we first minimize ¥ — h, (¥, a) over M for a fixed a, and then
minimize over a. All proofs for Section 2 are given in Section 8 of the Supplement.

Theorem 2.1. For any o € R%, the minimum of ¥ +— h,(V,a) over M is achieved.
The minimizer is not unique; it is uniquely defined at the points oT X;, i =1,...,n.

Next, we search for @, that minimizes

T (@) = \11121/\11/1 hn (0, ) (2.3)

over a € Sg_1. The following proposition shows that the minimum is attained on S,
the set of all a € Sy_1 which satisfy o X; # T X; for all i # j such that X; # X;. This
will prove very helpful to provide a characterization of the LSE, see Theorem 2.3 below.

Proposition 2.2. The infimum Of/f\Ln over Sq_1 is achieved on SX and the minimizer
1§ not unique.

Combining Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 2.2, we prove existence and non-uniqueness
of the LSE. Some notation is needed before giving a precise characterization of the
LSEs. The characterization uses the fact that (thanks to Proposition 2.2) one can restrict

attention to those av € S¥ in the minimization process. Let 21, . .., x,, denote the distinct
values of X1,...,X,,, where m € N is random. We define
n 1 n
ng = z;ﬂxi:u and gy = i ZIYHIXFM (2.4)
1= i=
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forallk = 1,...,m. Let PX be the set of all permutations (i.e. orderings) 7 on {1,...,m}
such that there exists an a € Sy_1 that linearly induces 7 in the sense that

Oszﬂ.(l) <0 < OAT:Z?W(m). (25)

Note that for each o € SX, the a”x;’s are all different from each other and therefore,
there exists a unique permutation 7 on {1, ..., m} that is linearly induced by a, i.e., that
satisfies (2.5). Then, for each m € PX, we denote by df < ... < d7, the left derivatives of
the greatest convex minorant of the cumulative sum diagram defined by the set of points

k k
(070)7 Zﬁﬂ(j)uzﬁﬁ(j)gﬂ'(j) y k= 1,...,m
j=1 j=1

Theorem 2.3. The infimum of (¥, a) — h, (¥, a) over M x Sg_1 is achieved. More-
over, if (U, Q) satisfies the following conditions, then it is a minimizer:

o a4, € 8¥ linearly induces 7, that minimizes 7 = hy () := S p, T (k) (T (k) — A )2
over PX, and R R
e U, is monotone non-decreasing with V., (0} xz, (1)) = di".

To compute a LSE, one can implement the following steps: (1) compute 7 and gy for
allk =1,...,m; (2) compute d7,...,d~, for all 7 in the finite set P~ using, for example,
the pool adjacent violators algorithm (Barlow et al., 1972, PAVA); (3) compute 7,, that
minimizes h,, (7) over the finite set PX; (4) compute @, € S¥ that linearly induces 7,,;
(5) compute ¥, € M such that \ffn(afxﬁn(k)) = d;» for all k (one can consider for
simplicity a piecewise constant function).

The difficulty with the above line of implementation is that it requires that the set
of all linearly inducible permutations P~ be computable (steps (2) and (3)). Also, it
requires that given a linearly inducible permutation, one can compute an index in S¥
that induces the permutation (step (4)). The cardinality of P¥ is known to be on the
order of m?(@=1 see Cover (1967), but we are not aware of an efficient algorithm to
implement (2)-(4).

Therefore, instead of using inducible permutationss, one could use an alternative op-
timization algorithm; for example, stochastic search was used in Chen and Samworth
(2016, Table 4, page 740). When adapted to our setting, the algorithm simplifies as fol-
lows: (1) choose the total number N of stochastic searches to perform and set k = 1; (2)
draw a standard Gaussian vector Z; in R? and compute ay, = Zi /|| Zx||; (3) compute the
ordered distinct values t; < -+ <tz of af X;, i € {1,...,n} and also

n 1 n
n = E HaEXi:tl and y; = m E }/i]lagXi:tl
i=1

=1

foralll=1,...,L; (4) compute dy < ... < dy, the left derivatives of the greatest convex
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minorant of the cumulative sum diagram defined by the set of points

l l
(070)7 anazn]y] ,lzl,...,L
j=1 j=1

using the PAVA; (5) compute Ay, := S iy — i) set k == k + 1, go to (2) if
E < N and to (6) otherwise; (6) compute k that minimizes Ay over k € {1,...,N}.

An approximated value of the LSE (@, V,,) is then given by (az, ¥7), where using the

same notation as in (3) and (4) where k = k, W is piecewise constant function such that
Uo(ty) = d; for alll = 1,..., L. Note that in the algorithm, the variables Zy,..., Zx are
drawn independently from each other.

For completeness, in the Supplementary Material, we also give an algorithm to com-
pute the LSE exactly for the special case when d = 2, see Section 8.4.

3. Alternative estimators

Alternative estimators can be obtained by combining the above least squares approach
with an alternative estimator of the index g, as detailed in Section 3.1 below. As can
be seen from Section 3.1, the main difficulty in computing the LSE in the monotone
single index model lies in computing an estimator of the unknown index «g. Hence, we
consider below various estimators of o from earlier literature on single index models with
a non-necessarily monotone ridge function. For notational convenience, all the considered
estimators are denoted by &,. Among the considered estimators, the linear estimator of
Section 3.2 is of particular interest since it is very easy to compute and converges at the
v/n-rate in the monotone single index model, see Theorem 3.1 below.

3.1. Plug-in estimators

First, randomly split the sample into two independent sub-samples of respective sizes nq
and na, where ny is the integer part of pn for some fixed p € (0,1) and ny = (1 —p)n. Let
&y, denote some appropriate estimator of the true index g using the n; data points in
the first sub-sample. Next, we consider the “plug-in” estimator ¥,, := W of Wy, where
for all a, U is the minimizer of

Vs ST - vl X)) (3.6)
i€ly

over ¥ € M, where {(X;,Y;),i € I,} are the observations from the second sub-sample.

Once @&, is given, the estimator ¥,, is easy to compute using again the PAVA. Indeed, it
follows from Barlow et al. (1972, Theorem 1) that any ¥,, € M such that ¥,,(Z) = d, is
a minimizer. Here, Z, < --- < Z,, denote the ordered distinct values of dei,i € I, and
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d; < ...<d,, are the left derivatives of the greatest convex minorant of the cumulative
sum diagram defined by the set of points

{(0,0)7 (Z Tarx, <z, ZYingxi<2k> yk=1,... ,m}.

i€lo i€ls

Below, we consider several estimators &, that could be used in this plug-in procedure.

3.2. The linear estimator

The linear estimator goes back to Brillinger (1983), who also considered a single index
model (1.1) with an unknown, not necessarily monotone ridge function ¥y. This estimator
is exactly what one would use if the regression model were known to be linear. To be
precise, based on observations (X1,Y1), ..., (X,,Y,) where the Y;s take real values
whereas the X;s take values in R?, the linear estimator of g is defined as follows:
Gpn = Qn/||Qn| where here,

n

Q, = argmin da Y, — ol X, — )_(n 2 3.7
acR
i=1

with X,, = n=2 3" | X;. The linear estimator can therefore be easily computed using
standard tools from linear regression. Moreover, it typically converges to the true index «y
at the square-root rate and is asymptotically Gaussian, even if the linearity assumption
is not valid. Typical assumptions required for these results to hold are that the variables
Uo(ad X) and ol X are correlated, and that the conditional expectation of X given af X
is a linear function of ol X. The latter condition is met under elliptic symmetry of X
(which holds in particular if X is Gaussian, see Chmielewski (1981)), a condition that
has been considered for instance by Li and Duan (1989) and Goldstein et al. (2016). It
turns out that the condition Cov(¥o(ad X ), ad X) # 0 is met in our setting where ¥y is
monotone and not constant, whence the linear estimator is y/n-consistent and asymptot-
ically Gaussian. The precise statement is given in the following theorem, which is a close
variant to earlier results in the literature on linear estimators. Here, the distribution of
X is assumed to be continuous since g is not identifiable under a discrete distribution
of X. The assumption on boundedness of ¥ ensures existence of the above covariance.
For completeness, the proof is provided in Section 9.1 of the Supplementary Material.

Theorem 3.1. Let (X1,Y1),...,(Xn,Yyn) be an i.i.d. sample from (X,Y) such that
E(Y|X) = Vg(ad X) almost surely where ag € Sq—1 and Vg is bounded and non-
decreasing such that there exists a monempty interval [a,b] in the domain of of X on
which W is strictly increasing. Suppose furthermore that X has a continuous elliptically
symmetric distribution with finite mean u € R% with a positive definite d x d covariance
matriz ¥, and E(||X||?Y?) < oo. Then v/n (&, — ag) converges weakly to a centered
d-dimensional Gaussian distribution.
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Note that by definition of &,,, we necessarily have that a,, = i;ln_l Dy Y (X;—X,),
where 3, = n~! S (X — X,)(X; — X,)T. If the X,’s were known to be centered
with identity covariance matrix, one would merely consider the estimator n~! S VX,
which is precisely the estimator considered in Section 1.2 of Plan et al. (2016). Under
the assumptions that (in our notation) X is standard Gaussian and Y is independent
of X conditionally on o X, and E(||X||?Y?) < oo, (Plan et al., 2016, Proposition 1.1)
shows that their estimator is equal to Aag + Op(y/d/n) in the case |ag|| = 1, with
A= E(Yal X). As explained in Section 7 of that paper, this result can be generalized to
non-standard Gaussian covariates. In fact, if X has a Gaussian distribution with finite
mean p € R? and covariance matrix ¥ such that ||| < K and all eigenvalues of %
belong to [K_, K] for some positive K, K_, K| that do not depend on d, then this
result can be extended to prove that our &, is equal to A*ag + O,(1/d/n) uniformly in
d,n, with \* defined as in Section 9.1 of the Supplementary Material. This implies that
the convergence rate of the linear estimator &, depends on the dimension like y/d/n. As
mentioned by a referee, this rate is optimal as it is the rate one would obtain if the ridge
function was equal to the identity.

3.3. Additional estimators

In the following we discuss other possible ways of index estimation in the present model. A
well-known estimator in the monotone single index model is the so-called maximum rank
correlation (MRC) estimator; see Han (1987). This estimator is defined as the location
of the maximum of S,,(«) over « € S4—1 where

-1
n
Sn(a)—< 2 > Y Msvplarxsarx;y + Lyierliarxi<arx,y] -
1<i#j<n

Strong consistency of a variant of the MRC estimator is proved in Han (1987) under
the assumption that (a) the noise Y — F(Y|X) is independent of X, (b) for a given
h € {1,...,d} the component h of o is in absolute value greater than a given n > 0,
and (c) the distribution of X behaves “nicely”. Hence, the variant of the MRC estimator
is defined as the location of the maximum of S,,(«) over the set of all @’s in S;—; whose
component h is in absolute value greater than 7. This implies in particular that one
would need to know both h and 7, which is quite unrealistic in our opinion.

Building upon the Isotron algorithm of Kalai and Sastry (2009), Kakade et al. (2011)
propose an iterative algorithm in the monotone single index model, called the Slisotron,
which finds estimators of the index and monotone ridge function under the additional
assumption that the latter is Lipschitz. More precisely, in the updates of the isotonic
estimator, the Slisotron algorithm looks for the least squares monotone estimator which
is also Lipschitz. Slisotron produces estimators for both the index and ridge function,
and in view of the current discussion we are interested here in the former. Theorem 2 of
Kakade et al. (2011) shows that the both true and empirical mean squared errors are of
order n=/3logn with large probability for some appropriate iteration of Slisotron. This
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indicates that their estimator of the index converges, ignoring the logarithmic factor,
at the n'/® rate, which is significantly worse than the cubic rate achieved by our least
squares estimator of the index, see Corollary 5.3 below.

Assuming again that the ridge function is Lipschitz, and assuming also that the re-
sponse variable takes values in [0, 1], Ganti et al. (2015) provide an estimation method
that applies even for the case of high-dimensional covariates. Their “SILO” method can
be viewed as an extension of the linear estimator (described above in Section 3.2) to the
high-dimensional case: similar to the linear estimator, the SILO estimator of the index
does not take into account the ridge function. Other estimation methods can be found
in the compressed sensing literature (some of them are designed for the case of binary
response variables), see e.g. Plan and Vershynin (2013); Plan et al. (2016).

There are several other alternatives which return an estimate of the index in the
single index model with a non necessarily monotone ridge function, and these could also
be used here. For example, one could use kernel-based methods, discussed for example
in Hérdle et al. (1993); Chiou and Miiller (2004); Hristache et al. (2001). Although these
methods yield an estimator which is y/n-consistent, they do rely on smoothing parameters
(the bandwidth) for their estimator.

4. Convergence of the LSE for the regression function

We consider the same setting as in Section 2, however, we now also assume that X has a
continuous distribution. This means that we observe an i.i.d. sample (X;,Y;),i =1,...,n
from a pair (X,Y’) where, with probability one, all the X;’s are different from each other
(hence, in the notation of Section 2, n = m and n; = 1 for all i = 1,...,n). It is assumed
that E(Y|X) = ¥y(al X) almost surely, where both the index ag and the monotone
ridge function ¥, are unknown, so the regression function is defined by

go(z) = \Ilo(ag:r) (4.8)

for (almost-) all x in the support of X and its least-squares estimator (LSE) is given by
Gn(@) = U, (a5 ) (4.9)

for (almost-) all z in the support of X, where (¥,,,a,) is a LSE of (¥g, ag) as studied in
Section 2. For convenience, we consider below a solution \/I\/n that is left continuous and
piecewise constant, with jumps only possible at the points a2 X;, for i = 1,...,n. Hence,
\T/n is uniquely defined whereas &, is not unique (@, denotes an arbitrary minimizer of
ﬁn, in the notation of Section 2). In this section, we are interested in the consistency and
rate of convergence of g,, in the Lo-sense.

We begin with some notation and assumptions. Let X be the support of the random
vector of covariates X. Let P be the joint distribution of (X,Y’), P, the conditional
distribution of Y given X = x, and QQ the marginal distribution of X. Theorem 4.1 below
will be established under the following assumptions.
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(A1). X is a bounded convex set of R?,
(A2). there exists a constant Ky > 0 such that |go(x)| < Ky for all x € X,
(A3). there exist constants ag > 0 and M > 0 such that for all integers s > 2 and = € X

/Iylsle’z(y) < ags!M*?, (4.10)

(A4). there exist § > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that with respect to the Lebesgue measure, for

all « € Sg_1, the variable a7 X has a density that is bounded from above by § and
bounded from below by g.

Assumption (A1) ensures that for all a € Sy_1, the set {a’z, z € X'}, which is the
support of the linear predictor a? X corresponding to «, is convex (i.e. is an interval).
Hence, we consider functions of the form ¥(a?X) where a € S;_1 and ¥ is a non-
decreasing function on its interval of support {a’z, x € X}.

Assumption (A3) ensures that conditionally on X = x, the response variable Y is
uniformly integrable in x. This assumption is clearly satisfied if Y is a bounded random
variable. It is also satisfied if the conditional distribution of Y given X belongs to an
exponential family, see Proposition 9.2 in Appendix 9.8 for more details.

Assumption (A4) makes all distributions of o’ X, with a € Sy_1, equivalent to the

Lebesgue measure. For instance, if Q is the distribution resulting from truncating a
Gaussian distribution so that it is supported on {x, ||z|| < R}, and if A\_ > 0 and A+
are the smallest and largest eigenvalues of the covariance matrix of the original Gaussian
distribution, then we can take g = (2rA_)~"/? and ¢ = (2mA;)~/Z exp(—R?*/A_).
The following theorem proves the n'/3-rate of convergence of the bundled estimator
gn under the above assumptions, i.e. under the assumption of a continuous design dis-
tribution Q. The case of a discrete distribution with finite support will be considered in
a separate paper. In this case, a \/n-rate of convergence can be proved. We conjecture
that in the case when some of the components of X are continuous, and the other ones
are discrete, the rate of convergence is still n'/3. Another case where the \/n-rate of
convergence emerges (up to a logn-factor) is when the true ridge function is constant.
This case also will be studied elsewhere.

Theorem 4.1. With go and g,, defined by (4.8) and (4.9) respectively, where U, is the
same piecewise constant function described above, and under assumptions (A1)-(A4) we
have

1/2
( / @n(w)—go(x)ﬁd@(w)) = 0,(n1/3). (4.11)
X

Remark 4.2. o If instead of assuming (A4) we only assume that there exists a
q > 0 such that with respect to the Lebesque measure and for all o € Sq—1, the
variable o X has a density bounded above by G, then we obtain a rate of convergence
n~1/3(logn)>/3 instead of n='/3, see Section 7.1 below for details.
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12 Balabdaoui, F., Durot, C. and Jankowski, H.

e The convergence rate obtained above depends on the dimension d. A closer look at
the proof reveals that this dependence takes the form of O, (d(1++/GR)n~"/3(logn)5/3),
see Theorem 7.3 below. Note that the constant R may hide a dependence on d since
in the case where X is the loo-unit ball in R we have R = V/d.

e Suppose that we relax assumptions (A1) and (A4). That is, instead of assuming
(A4), we only assume here that there exists ¢ > 0 such that with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, for all o € Sq_1, the variable o X has a density that is bounded
from above by G. Moreover, instead of assuming that X has a bounded support, we
assume that X has a sub-Gaussian distribution. This means that there exists o > 0
such that for all vectors u € Sy_1, and all t € R, with T = uT X we have

P(T — E(T) > t) < exp(—t?/(20%)) and P(T — E(T) < —t) < exp(—t?/(20?%)).

Then, for all € > 0 there exists A > 0 such that with probablity larger than 1 — ¢
we have

/X (Gn(2) = 90(2)*dQ(z) < AV/qd"*(log(n v d))"/*n~ /3 (logn)*/*(4.12)

see Section 9.2 in the supplement for details. If d does not depend on n then this
yields a rate of convergence n_1/3(log n)23/12.

5. Convergence of the separated LSE estimators

We now derive from Theorem 4.1 convergence of @, to ag and \Tln to Wy. Moreover, we
are interested in the rate of convergence of the two estimators. Convergence can happen
only under uniqueness of the limit so first we prove identifiability of ¥y and ay under
appropriate conditions.

5.1. Identifiability of the separated parameters

Let (X,Y) be a pair of random variables, where X takes values in R? and Y is an
integrable real valued random variable such that (1.1) holds for some oy € Sz—1 and
Uy € M. Identifiability of the parameter (g, ¥o) means here that if we can find § in
Sa-1, and h in M such that ¥o(ad X) = k(87 X) a.s. then 8 = ag and h = ¥q on C, =
Cs, where for all a € Sg—1 we set C, = {aTx,2 € X} with X being the support of X.
Although identifiability can be derived from Lin and Kulasekera (2007) when assuming
that W is non-constant and continuous, for completeness we state below identifiability
under a slightly less restrictive assumption, namely left— (or right—) continuity instead
of continuity. A proof can be found in Section 9.3 in the Supplement. Since X’ is convex,
it follows that C, is an interval for any a. Moreover, recall that monotone functions on
an interval can be extended to monotone functions on R.
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Proposition 5.1. Assume that X is conver with at least one interior point. Assume
also that X has a density with respect to Lebesgue measure which is strictly positive on
X, and that (1.1) holds for some oy € Sq—1 and ¥y € M that is not constant on Ca,,
and either left- or right-continuous on Cq, with no discontinuity point at the boundaries
of Coy. Then, (Po,ap) is uniquely defined.

5.2. Convergence of the separated estimators

We begin by establishing consistency of (&, \T/n) where U,, denotes the left-continuous
LSE of ¥ extended to R and @,, is a minimizer of h,, defined in (2.3), see Section 9.4 in
the Supplementary Material for a proof.

Theorem 5.2. Assume that assumptions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and that there exists a
G > 0 such that for all o« € Sq_1, with respect to the Lebesgue measure, the variable o X
has a density that is bounded above by q. Assume, moreover, that Wq is non-constant
and left-continuous with no discontinuity points at the boundaries of Cq,, and that X has
at least one interior point. Assume also that X has a density with respect to Lebesque
measure which is strictly positive on X.

1. We then have &, = ag + 0,(1), and for all fized continuity points t of Uy in the
interior of Cay, Un(t) converges in probability to Wo(t) as n — oo.
2. 1If, moreover, ¥y is continuous, then

sup W (t) = Wo(t)| = 0,(1) (5.13)

for all compact intervals I C R such that K_ < Wo(t) < K4 for all t € 1. Here,
K. and K_ denote the largest and smallest values of Wo on Ca, -

Next, we establish rates of convergence for @, and \/I\fn To show that both @,, and \/I\fn
inherit the n'/3 rate of convergence from the joint convergence established for the full
estimator g,(.) = ¥, (aZ-), some additional assumptions are needed.

(A5). There exists an interior point zg € Cq, such that ¥y is continuously differentiable
in the neighborhood of zg, with ¥{(zg) > 0.

(A6). The density of X, ¢, is continuous on X'.

Let ¢ = inf C,, and ¢ = sup Cn,. Our main result here is the following. It is proved in
Section 9.4 in the Supplement.

Corollary 5.3. Assume that WUy is non-constant and left-continuous with no discon-
tinuity points at the boundaries of Cy,, that X has at least one interior point, and that
(A1)-(A6) hold. Then, ||a, —aol| = O,(n~=Y/3). If moreover, Wy has a derivative bounded
from above on Cq,, then

ctuon

=, 1/2
( / (\Tfn(t)—wo(t))2dt> = 0,(n"1/3) (5.14)
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14 Balabdaoui, F., Durot, C. and Jankowski, H.

Table 1. Values of the empirical covariances matrices for the case d = 2 of nl/Q(an — ap) and
n'/3(&, — ap) with entries 3%1,832,612 = Co1. The sample size n € {102,10%,10%,10°} and
ag = (cos(0o),sin(0p))T with 0y € {r/4, /3, m/2}. The obtained estimates were computed based on
100 replications and the model Y ~ N ((od X)3,1) and X ~ U[0,1] x U0, 1].

6o Rate n afl 352 C12
nt/2 100 1.1806089 1.1672180 -1.1626274
1000 2.2595533 2.2470109 -2.2470183
10000 4.4150436 4.3392369 -4.3737141
100000 6.663009 6.604052 -6.632743
w/4
nt/3 100 0.2543545 0.2514695 -0.2504805
1000 0.2259553 0.2247011 -0.2247018
10000 0.2049282 0.2014095 -0.2030098
100000 0.1435502 0.1422800 -0.1428981
nl/2 100 3.142922 1.109797 -1.836072
1000 5.404810 1.700261 -3.011534
10000 7.078401 2.418188 -4.132608
100000 7.564632 2.512762 -4.359389
/3
nt/3 100 0.6771219 0.2390985 -0.3955698
1000 0.5404810 0.1700261 -0.3011534
10000 0.3285503 0.1122424 -0.1918187
100000 | 0.16297505 0.05413582 -0.09392019
nl/2 100 6.73971007 0.13244680 0.06656768
1000 | 11.633011584  0.051489821 -0.047274111
10000 | 12.110197275 0.0139769985  -0.1955363777
100000 | 10.90404143 0.000736231  -0.0112769835
w/2
nt/3 100 1.45202652 0.02853480 0.01434157
1000 | 1.163301158 0.005148982 -0.004727411
10000 | 0.562105564  0.0006487548  -0.0090759947
100000 | 0.2349204513  1.586162e-05  -2.429552¢-04

for all sequences v, such that nt/3v, — 0o and ¢+ v, < ¢ — vy,

Remark 5.4. The above result holds under Assumption (A1) on the support of the
covariate X. The result can be made stronger under additional reqularity conditions on
the support X. For example, when X is a ball in R¢ centered at the origin and of radius r
then the above result holds with v,, = 0. Indeed, in this setting the support of the linear
predictor oT X, for any «, is [—r,7]. Therefore, in the proof, Cz, = [—r,r] and hence
v, = 0,6 =1 and ¢ = —r in inequality (9.64) of the Supplement. Notably, Kakade et al.
(2011) consider this choice of X with r = 1.
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The n'/3-rate obtained in Corollary 5.3 for convergence of the LSE @,, towards the
truth raises the question whether this convergence actually occurs at a faster rate, for
example n'/2. In order to investigate this question, we have performed simulations for d =
2 and two different monotone single index models: the first one is a Gaussian model where
Y ~ N((af' X)3,1), whereas the second one is a logistic regression model where Y ~
Bin(10, exp(ad X)(1 + exp(al X))™1). In both settings, the two-dimensional covariate
X ~U[0,1] x U[0,1] and ag = (cos(bp),sin(6p))T with 6y € {r/4,7/3,7/2}. From each
of these monotone single index models we have drawn 100 times n i.i.d. pairs (X;,Y;)
and computed the LSE @, for n € {10%,10%,10%,10°}. Based on these 100 replications
we computed the empirical estimates for the covariance matrix of n'/3(a, — ap) and
n'/2(@, — ap). The main idea behind is that the correct rate of convergence should yield
estimates that are more or less stable for large n. Our simulation results for the Gaussian
and logistic model are reported in Table 1 and Table 2 respectively. For the settings we
have chosen, the variances 07, and 03, as well as the absolute value of the covariance
|€12] seem to increase with the sample size n if n'/? is the stipulated rate of convergence.
This picture is completely reversed for the rate n'/3. This first investigation can only
allow us to conclude (for the chosen models, true monotone link functions and indices)
that the convergence of our LSE occurs at a rate that is faster than n'/? and slower than
n'/2. Tt is clear that more computations are needed to get a better idea about the actual
convergence rate for a general dimension d > 2. Proving the exact rate of convergence
of @, is an interesting question but goes beyond the scope of this work. We believe that
in establishing this exact rate, under suitable assumptions, it is necessary to overcome
the difficulty of non-smoothness of ¥,,, the monotone estimator of the true link function
P and the fact that @, and ¥,, are intertwined. Consequently, a useful device such as
Taylor expansion cannot be used. Also, when this ¥,, converges at the cubic rate (as it
is the case under our assumptions), it is not immediate how to show that &, converges
at a faster rate as both ¥,, and &,, depend on each other. We intend to investigate these
questions in a future work.

6. Convergence of alternative estimators

We now consider convergence of plug-in estimators of Section 3.1: we randomly split
the sample into two independent sub-samples of respective sizes n; and no, where nq
is the integer part of pn for some fixed p € (0,1) and ny = (1 — p)n, we compute an
index estimator d, based on the first sub-sample, and then compute ¥,,, the minimizer
of (3.6) over ¥ € M, where o = &, and {(X;,Y;),7 € Iz} are the observations from the
second sub-sample. Note that arguing conditionally on the first sub-sample, &, can be
considered as non-random when studying the limiting behavior of U,. In the sequel, we
set gn(z) = \i!n(dzgc) for all z € RY. We prove below that, provided that &, converges at
the n'/3-rate (which is the case of the linear estimator of Section 3.2 and some estimators
from Section 3.3 under appropriate assumptions), g, also converges at the same rate.
The complete proof is given in Subsection 9.7 of the Supplementary Material. Below, we
implicitly assume that g is identifiable.
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Table 2. Values of the empirical covariances matrices for the case d = 2 of n1/2(an — ap) and
n'/3(&, — ap) with entries 3%1,832,612 = Co1. The sample size n € {102,10%,10%,10°} and
ag = (cos(0o),sin(0p))T with 0y € {r/4, /3, m/2}. The obtained estimates were computed based on
100 replications and the model Y ~ Bin(10, exp(ad X)/(1 + exp(ad X)) and X ~ U[0,1] x U[0,1].

6o Rate n afl 352 C12
nt/2 100 1.291103 1.330393 -1.300230
1000 2.981480 2.977000 -2.97093
10000 5.718460 5.600101 -5.654135
100000 7.1398327 7.1803650 -7.1591489
w/4
nt/3 100 0.2781598 0.2866244 0.2801261
1000 0.2981480 0.2977000 -0.2970937
10000 0.2654274 0.2599337 -0.2624417
100000 0.1538230 0.154696 -0.1542392
nt/2 100 3.398950 1.082636 -1.884304
1000 5.250277 1.788438 -3.047276
10000 9.769384 3.307230 -5.675153
100000 13.0589943 4.42027715 -7.59624187
/3
nt/3 100 0.7322815 0.2332469 -0.4059610
1000 0.5250277 0.1788438 -0.3047276
10000 0.4534546 0.1535080 -0.2634173
100000 0.2813475 0.09523198 -0.16365607
nl/2 100 6.68905651 0.12717579 -0.04501911
1000 7.582699 0.02960793 -0.12527002
10000 9.22021866 0.004287974  -0.014856708
100000 | 13.35415000  0.0008918812  0.0076945903
w/2
nt/3 100 | 1.441113539 0.027399193 -0.009699074
1000 0.7582699 0.002960793 -0.012527002
10000 | 0.4279646395  0.0001990301  -0.0006895873
100000 | 2.877064e-01  0.0000192150  0.0001657749

Theorem 6.1. Assume (A1)-(A4). Assume, moreover, that Uy is non-constant and
Lipschitz continuous, and that &, = ag + Op(n~1/3).
With g, as above we then have

(/X (Gn(x) = go(x))” dx)w = 0p(n~17?). (6.15)

Furthermore, if (A1)-(A6) hold, and Uy has a first derivative that is bounded from above
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on Cq,, then

ct+v,

C—Un 1/2
(/ (T (t) — \Ifo(t))th> = 0,(n~1/3) (6.16)

for all sequences v, such that /3, — 0o and ¢+ vy, < T — vy,

Remark 6.2. Similarly to Remark 5.4, the result can be made stronger under additional
reqularity conditions on the support X. Moreover, similar to Remark 4.2, if instead of
assuming that X has a bounded support we assume that it has a sub-Gaussian distribution,
then the rate of convergence is only inflated by the factor (logn)>/3.

7. Proof of Theorem 4.1

As the proof of Theorem 4.1 is quite long and technical, we first give the main ideas of
the proof of this theorem in Subsection 7.1 below. Here, we give two preparatory lemmas
and an intermediate rate theorem (Theorem 7.3). The latter compares to Theorem 4.1
but with an additional logn term in the rate of convergence. The proof of Theorem 7.3
requires entropy results that are described in Subsection 7.2 and proved in subsequent
subsections. The proof of Theorem 4.1 is finally completed in Subsection 7.9.

7.1. The main steps of the proof of Theorem 4.1

By definition of the LSE, g, maximizes the criterion

n

Mg = 23 {vigx) - 250 (7.17)

over the set of all functions g of the form g(z) = ¥(alz),z € X with a € S;_1 and
¥ € M. It would have been easier to prove Theorem 4.1 using standard results from
empirical process theory if the LSE were known to be bounded in probability by some
constant which is independent of n. Unfortunately, we do not know whether this holds
true. Instead, the following lemma can be established (see Subsection 7.3 for a proof).

Lemma 7.1. We have

i <7y, < .
i Vi <Gn(x) < [max. Yk (7.18)

for all x € X. Moreover, under assumptions (A2) and (A8) we have

o < Vil = O,(ogn).
jggIgn(:v)l 1r§n,§§><n| | p»(logn)
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Note that under the more restrictive assumption that Y is a bounded random variable
(so that maxy |Y%| is bounded), we obtain that g, is also bounded. This is the case for
instance in the current status model which, as explained in the introduction, is a special
case of the model we consider with Y € {0, 1}. For this reason, the arguments developed
in Groeneboom and Hendrickx (2016) in the current status model cannot be directly
adapted to our setting.

Now it follows from Lemma 7.1 that, with arbitrarily large probability, g, maxi-
mizes M, g over the set of all functions g that are bounded in absolute value by C'logn
for some appropriately chosen C' > 0, and take the form g(z) = ¥(a’2),2 € X
with (a, ¥) € S;—1 x M. Denote by P,, the empirical distribution corresponding to
(X1,Y1), ..., (X0, Yy), and let fo(z,y) = ygn(z) — G2(2)/2 for z € X and y € R. Since
M, g = P, f with

fx,y) = yg(a) — g*(x) /2 (7.19)

for all z € X,y € R, this means that, with arbitrarily large probability, fn maximizes
P, f over the set of all functions f of the form (7.19) for some function g that is bounded
in absolute value by C'logn and takes the form g(z) = ¥(aTz),z € X with (o, ¥) €
Sg—1 X M. Hence, classical arguments for maximizers of the empirical process over a
class of functions (where g can be assumed to be bounded by C'logn) can be used to
compute the rate of convergence of the estimator. This requires bounds for the entropy
of the class of functions f of the form (7.19) together with a basic inequality that makes
the connection between the mean of M, g — M,,go and a distance between g and go.
The entropy bounds are given in Section 7.2 below whereas the basic inequality is given
in the following lemma, which is proved in Subsection 7.4. For each bounded function
g: X = R, we define Qg = [¢dQ and Mg = Pf where f is given by (7.19) and
Pf = [ fdP, which means that Mg is the expected value of M, g:

Mg = /XXR {yg(x) - @}dp(x,y). (7.20)

Lemma 7.2. Let g: X — R with Qg? < co. Then, Mg — Mgo < —D?(g, go)/2 where

D(g,90) = (/X(g(w) —go(fv))QdQ(w)) 1/2- (7.21)

If classical arguments for maximizers over a class of functions are used based on the
previous basic inequality and Lemma 7.1 (which allows to restrict attention to functions
g that are bounded by C'logn, for some large C' > 0 that does not depend on n), the
obtained rate of convergence would be inflated by a logarithmic factor:

Theorem 7.3. Assume that assumptions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and that there exists a

constant ¢ > 0 such that for all o € Sq—1, with respect to the Lebesgue measure, the vari-
able o7 X has a density which is bounded by G. Then, D(Gn,go) = Op(n~/3(logn)>/?).
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More precisely, for all € > 0, there exists A > 0 that depends only on €,a¢ and M such
that

P (D@, 0) > Ad(1+ TR~ (logn)”*) <.

It may seem superfluous to add Theorem 7.3. However, the obtained unrefined rate of
convergence will be used to get rid of the additional logarithmic factor. To explain how
this works, set v = Cn~1/3(logn)? and K = C'logn for some constant C' > 0 to be chosen
appropriately. Lemma 7.1 and Theorem 7.3 are used to show that with a probability that
can be made arbitrarily large by choice of C, the LSE g, is bounded by K while D(g,,, go)
is smaller that v. Hence, with arbitrarily large probability, the LSE maximizes M,, g over
the set G, of all functions g of the form g(z) = ¥U(alz) with o € Sy—1 and ¥ € M
such that |g(z)] < K for all z € X and

D(g, go) < v. (7.22)

Hence, although optimization cannot be restricted to a set of functions that are uniformly
bounded in n, we can work with a class of functions that are bounded in the Lo(Q)-
norm. The merit of the latter is that under (A2) and equivalence of Q with the Lebesgue
measure, a function g € G, can be shown to exceed 2K only on a subset of X with
Lebesgue measure of maximal order (v/Kg)?. The fact that considered functions g are
bounded by 2K, except on such a small region will balance out the large values that ¢
might have on the same region, and this will prove to be very advantageous in computing
the final entropy of the original class of functions. To estimate this entropy, each function
g(.) = ¥(aT.) will be decomposed as follows:

9=9-9+g (7.23)
where g is the truncated version of ¢ defined by
g(x) if[g(z)] < 2K,

glz) =L 2K,  if g(z) > 2K, (7.24)
—2K, 1fg($ < =2K,.

~

The set of all possible g forms now a class of bounded functions on which standard
arguments from empirical processes theory apply. On the other hand, the differences
g — g form a set of functions whose supremum norm increases with n and which, by the
discussion above, take the value zero except on regions of a very small size. Those two
classes of functions will be treated with different arguments. The assumption that o’ X
has a density bounded from above will be used to compute entropy bounds for the former
class (see Lemma 7.6 and the preceding comment) whereas the assumption of a density
bounded away from zero will be used to compute entropy bounds for the latter class
(see Lemma 7.7 and the preceding comment). Below are some entropy results required
in the proof of Theorems 7.3 and 4.1. The complete proofs of the theorems are given in
Subsections 7.8 and 7.9 whereas the proofs of the lemmas are given in Subsections 7.3 to
7.7.

imsart-bj ver. 2014/10/16 file: IsoSIM_Bernoulli_Arxiv.tex date: April 19, 2018



20 Balabdaoui, F., Durot, C. and Jankowski, H.
7.2. Entropy results

We begin with some notation. For any class of functions F equipped with a norm || - ||,
and € > 0, we denote by Hp(e, F,| -||) the corresponding bracketing entropy:

Hp(e, F, |- |I) = log Ng(e, F, || - 1)

where Ng(e, F,| - ||) = N is the smallest number of pairs of functions (fY, f£), ...,
(f¥, fE) such that all ||ij - ij|| < ¢ and for each f € F, there exists a j € {1,...,N}
such that ij < f< ij . Moreover, assuming that X has a bounded support X', we set
R =sup,¢y ||z|| where ||. || denotes the Euclidean norm in R%. We then have

loTz| <R forallze X (7.25)

for all o € S4_1, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. In the rest of the paper, we will
use the following notation

— |l |lp and ||.|lop are the Lo-norms corresponding to respectively P and Q: 2 =
Q P
Jywr F2 (2, y)dP(z, y) and [|g||3, = [y ¢°(2)dQ(x) for all f: ¥ xR - Rand g: X —
R.

— M is the class of all nondecreasing functions on R that are bounded in absolute
value by K

— G is the class of functions g(z) = ¥(alx), * € X where a € Sy_1,¥ € My,

— Fi is the class of functions f of the form (7.19), z € X,y € R, and ¢ € Gk,

— Gk is the class of functions g € G satisfying the condition (7.22),

— Fiy is the class of functions f of the form (7.19), x € X,y € R, and g € Gk,

~ G is the class of functions g — g , where g € G, and g is given in (7.24),

— Fko is the class of functions f — f, where f takes the form (7.19) for some g € G,
and f(x,y) = yg(z) — g*(x)/2, * € X,y € R.

Our starting point is the following result, which follows from Theorem 2.7.5 in van der Vaart and Wellner
(1996).

Lemma 7.4. There exists a universal constant A > 0 such that

AK
Hp(e, Mx. |l - ll) = —
for all e > 0, K > 0, and all probablity measures Q on R, where ||.||q is the La-norm

corresponding to Q: ||\IIH2Q = [V2dQ for all ¥ : R — R,

The next result, which follows from Lemma 22 of Feige and Schechtman (2002), gives
a bound on the minimal number of subsets with diameter at most ¢, say, into which
Sgq—1 can be divided. Here, the diameter of some given subset A C S;_1, is given by

SUP (z,y)e.A2 ”‘T - yH
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Lemma 7.5. Fize € (0,7/2), and let N(e,S4—1) be the number of subsets of equal
size with diameter at most € into which Sy_1 can be partitioned. Then, there exists a
universal constant A > 0, such that N(s,84_1) < (A/e)*.

In what follows, we assume that the assumptions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied. The next
step is to use the results above to construct e-brackets for the classes Gy, Fr, Gro and
Fro. We begin with the classes Gx and Fx . In the next lemma, we assume that o7 X has
a bounded density on a bounded support for all . This assumptions is used in the proof
to show that with Q the distribution of o’ X with arbitrary o € Sq_;, and ¥ € M,
there exists a constant C such that

/R(\If(t Fu) = Ut — u))dQ(t) < Cu.

Lemma 7.6. Assume that the assumptions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and that there exists
G > 0 such that for all & € Sq_1, with respect to the Lebesgue measure, the variable o X
has a density that is bounded by q. Let K > ¢ > 0. There exists a universal constant
Ay > 0 such that

A1 Kd(1++/qR
115 (. | o) < 2LV,

Moreover, if K > 1 then there exists Ay > 0 depending only on ag such that

- A K?d(1+ /qR)
f— E N

Hp (8,]'—1(, [ HP)

The next lemma will be used to control the differences g(X) — g(X) = h(aTX),
g € Gro. Here, we assume that for all o, the variable o X has a density that is bounded
away from zero on its support. The assumption is used to show that under (7.22), h =0
except on a set whose Lebesgue measure is at most 2_1K62U2, see (7.38) below. Since
the distribution of a” X is also assumed to have a bounded density with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, this implies that the probablity that h(a’ X) # 0 is of maximal order

v?, for all a, leading to a sharp bound for G, and then Fg,,.

Lemma 7.7. Assume that the assumptions (A1)-(A4) are satisfied. Let € > 0 and
v > 0. There exists a constant Ay > 0 depending only on Ko, g, ¢ and R such that

A1K2)

A K
! v—i—dlog( 3
€

g

Hp (E,Q_Km [ - HQ) <

for all K > ¢ such that Kv > eKo\/2Rq. Moreover, there exists Ay > 0 depending only
on Ko, q, q, R and ag such that for all K > 1V e such that K?v > eKy, /2Rq, we have

7 ALK ALK
HB(a,]-"KU,H.HP)g = ”+dlog( - >
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The next lemma will be needed to give entropy bounds in the Bernstein norm. We
recall that the Bernstein norm of some function f with respect to IP is defined by

/
17llme = (2@ 1 17) "

Although not technically a norm, it is typically referred to as such in the literature
(van der Vaart and Wellner, 1996, page 324), and we do not stray from this in what
follows. With C' > 0 a constant appropriately chosen, Lemma 7.8 below derives from
Lemmas 7.6 and 7.7 upper bounds on the bracketing number of the classes

Fico = {(f = f0)C7".f € Ficu (7.26)
where fo(z,y) = ygo(z) — gé(z)/2 and
%K’U = {féil, f S ‘/;"K'u} (7.27)

with respect to the Bernstein norm. This will enable us to use Lemma 3.4.3 of van der Vaart and Wellner
(1996) which does not require the class of functions of interest to be bounded.

Lemma 7.8. Assume that the assumptions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and that there exists
G > 0 such that for all @« € Syq_1, with respect to the Lebesque measure, the variable
a’X has a density that is bounded by G. Let ¢ > 0 and v > 0. Let M be the same
constant from the moment condition (4.10) of Assumption (A3). Let C = AMK? such
that K > (2Ky) V 2. Then, there exist constants A; > 0 and Ay > 0 that depend on ag
and M only such that

Ad(1 ++qR ~
< %, and ||fllpp < Asv

Hg (57-%1{117 Il - ||B,IP) <

for all f € Fko. If moreover, the assumption (A4) is fulfilled, then there exist constants
Ay >0 and Az > 0 depending only on Ko, R, ap, M, q and q such that

~ Av A ~
Hpg (57]:1(@7 Il - ||B,P) < Tl +dlog (5_21> , and ||fllBp < Agv

for all f S %KU, provided that K?v > Ase and K > ¢.
Note that the condition £ < 2 guarantees that K > ¢ since K > 2. Also, we point out

that the constants A; and A may not be the same ones as in Lemma 7.7 but we can
always increase their respective values so that they are suitable for Lemma 7.8.

7.3. Proof of Lemma 7.1

For a fixed o € Sq_1, let \T/g be a minimizer of h, (¥, a) over ¥ € M. It follows from
Theorem 1 in Barlow et al. (1972) that ¥,,(Zy) = di, for k =1,...,m, where Z; < --- <
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Z.m are the ordered distinct values of a” X1,..., a7 X, and d; < ... < d,, are the left
derivatives of the greatest convex minorant of the cumulative sum diagram defined by
the set of points

{(0,0), (ZHO&TXi<Zk7ZY;HQTXi<Zk> ,k = 1,.. .,m} .
i=1 i=1

Hence we have
n n
=1 Yilorx, <z, _ = X =1 Yillar
. — ; — X;>Z
min Zlnl o iS4k S \I/z(OZT j) S max Zznl 1t i >k
1<k<m 3 Larx, <z, osksm—1 > Torx, sz,

3

with Zy = —o0, for all j =1,...,n. Therefore, mini<;<, ¥; < \/I\/g(aTXj) < maxi<i<n Y

for all & € Sg—1 and j = 1,...,n. The inequalities in (7.18) follow since by definition,

gn(z) takes the form \/I\f;'{(aT:v) for all z, where « is replaced by the LSE &, € Sq—1.
Now we prove that under the assumptions (A2) and (A3),

max |Y;| = O,(logn). (7.28)

1<i<n

For an integer s > 2, it follows from convexity of the function z — |z|* on R that

E[lY = go(2)|*|X = 2]

IN

25_1(E[|Y|S|X = 2]+ |go($)|s)

< 951 (S!QOMH n Kg) < slbo(M')>~2

with by = 2(ao+Kg) and M" = 2(MVKj). Now, using Lemma 2.2.11 of van der Vaart and Wellner
(1996) with n =1 and Y =Y — go(x) and after integrating out with respect to dQ, we
obtain

42
P(IY = go(X)] > 1) < 2exp (m)

for all ¢ > 0. Hence, with ¢t = C'logn such that Ky < C'log(n)/2 we have that

P (w11 > Clogn) < >~ P 1~ (X > Clog(n)/2)
—C?logn
< 2
= e (4 (4bo(log )~ + M’C)>

which converges to 0 as n — oo provided that C' is sufficiently large so that 8M'C' < C2.
Lemma 7.1 follows. O
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7.4. Proof of Lemma 7.2

Since E[Y|X = z| = go(z) we have

Mg — Mgy =

|
_—
—
)
o
8
S~—
—
=
8
S~—
|
@
o
S—
S—
|
Q@
[N}
_|_
[N}
——
QL
o
—
8
S~—

which proves Lemma 7.2. O

7.5. Proof of Lemma 7.6

Let e, = e2K~2 € (0,1). By Lemma 7.5, S;_1 can be covered by N neighborhoods
with diameter at most g, where N < (Ae;!)? with A > 0 a universal constant. Let
{a1,...,an} denote elements of each of these neighborhoods. Now, consider an arbitrary
g € Gi. Then, g(z) = ¥(aTx), z € X, for some ¥ € My and a € Sy_1. We can find
i€ {1,..., N} such that || — a;|| < e4. Then, using the monotonicity of ¥ together with
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we can write for all z € X" that

g@) = U(alw+(a—a)"e) < U(alz+eaR)

and g(z) > ¥(al'z — e,R). Then, Lemma 7.4 implies that with N’ = exp(AKe™1), at
the cost of increasing A, we can find brackets [\I/JL , \Ilgj] covering the class of functions
M such that

[wi@ - vhordrm<e wd [ @0 -vhorarn <<
R R

for j =1,...,N’, where Q; and Q; respectively denote the distribution of af X — ¢, R
and ol X + ¢, R. Now returning to g, and using that ¥ € My, we can see that
L. T U T
Uiz —eaRR) < g(z) <V (a7 v +eaR) (7.29)

for some j = 1,...,N" and all x € X'. We will show that there exists B > 0 depending
only on g, R such that the new bracket [V} (o] z—eoR), UV (af 424 R)], € X satisfies

1/2
(/ (\ng?(afx +eaR) — WE(alw — aaR))2dQ(x)> < Be.  (7.30)
X
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It follows from the Minkowski inequality that the left-hand side in (7.30) is at most

) 1/2
</ (\Il(oz?a: —eqR) — \I/f(oef:r — EQR)) d@(@)
x
) 1/2
U/ T 7
+(/X (\I’J (0% T + EQR) — \Il(aZ T+ EQR)> d@(m))

T T 2 v
+</X (\I/(ai z+eaR) — U(aTz - aaR)) d@@;)) . (7.31)
We have
2 2
/ (v(alw ~eaR) — Wh(alz — 2aR)) dQ(x) = / (U(r) - h (1) dQ; (1)
X R
< €&

and a similar bound is found for the square of the second integral in (7.31). Hence, the
left-hand side in (7.30) is less than or equal to

) 1/2
% + (/R (\If(t—i— eaR) — U(t — saR)) in(t)>

where Q); is the distribution of a7 X . By monotonicity of ¥ and the fact that it is bounded
in absolute value by K, we can write

/ (\Il(t Y eaR) —U(t — EQR))2in(t) < 2K/ (\Il(t Y eaR) —U(t — EQR))in(t)
R R

< 2Kq/_R (\I/(t teaR) — Ut — saR))dt.

with § an upper bound of the density of Q;, that is supported on [—R, R], with respect
to the Lebesgue measure. This is at most

R+eo R —R+en R
2K7q / U (t)dt — / U(t)dt | < 8GRe?,

R—eo, R —R—eo R

using that e, = ¢2/K?. Hence,

, 1/2
</ (\I!(aiT:C +eqR) = V(alz - EQR)) d@(x)) < (8gR)Y?%. (7.32)
X
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Combining the inequalities above, we get the claimed inequality in (7.30) with B =
2 + (8gR)'/2. Tt follows that

Hp(Be, Gk, | -llo) < logN +log N’ (7.33)
< dlog (AK2£72) + AKe™!
< Ka*l(dAl/2 + A)

since log x < /z for all x > 0. The first assertion of Lemma 7.6 follows.

To prove the second assertion, we need to build brackets for the class of functions
(x,y) = yg(x), v € X,y € R, and then for the class of functions g2, with g € Gx. In the
following, we denote the former class by G; and the latter by Go with which we begin.
Note that g?(x) = s(x) = ¥?(al'z) = h(a®'z) for some function h that is either monotone
non-decreasing, monotone non-increasing or U-shaped depending on the sign of W. Hence,
the function A can be always decomposed into the difference of two monotone functions
that are bounded by K?. If K? > ¢ (which holds for all ¢ > 0 and K > e such that
K > 1), we can use similar arguments as above to conclude that there exists a universal
constant By > 0 such that

BoK?2d(1 qR
HB (57 g27 H . ||Q) S 0 ( + \/q_) . (7.34)

€

Using the fact that any element s € G, satisfies

| [ #@aran = [ Pa@a)

- BoK?d(1+ v/qR)
= c .

it follows that

H (2,92 |- )

Now we turn to G;. With N = Npg(e,Gk,| - |lg), we will denote by {(g%,gY),i €
{1,...,N}} a cover of e-brackets for Gx. For alli =1,..., N, define

Y(x) ify>0 Lx) ify>0
kY (z,y) = ygL( ) V= k) = ygU( ) Hy20 (7.35)
yg; (z) ify<0 yg; (x) ify<0

Now, take g € G and let i € {1,...,N} such that g* < g < gY. Then, we have
kE(z,y) < yg(z) < kY (z,y) so that {(kF,kY), i € {1,...,N}} form a bracketing cover

for G;. We will now compute its size. We have that

/’(W@w—%@mfwmw::/’yw(ﬂm—ﬁmfﬂmw
RxX RxX
S2%L@W%ﬁ@f@@
< 2ag g2
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where ag is taken from (4.10). Hence,

Hp (V2age.G0. ]l lle) < Hp (e l- o)
< A1Kd(15+ \/E_R)7 (7.36)
using the first assertion of the lemma. But for all € > 0, we have
Hp(e, Fr, || - [le) < Hp(e/2,G1, || -[[p) + Hp(e, G2, | - [Ip) (7.37)

and hence we obtain the second assertion of the lemma, which completes the proof. O

7.6. Proof of Lemma 7.7

Let g € Gky and ¥ € Mg, a € Sq—1 such that g(z) = ¥(alx). We shall show below
that | (¢)| < 2Ky except on a region of small size. To do that, we shall use the condition
(7.22) together with the triangle inequality to get

IN

/Xﬂ{\‘ll(aTz)\>2Kg}dQ(I) /X11{\\Iz(aTm)—\po(agz)|>Ko}dQ($)

< /){(W)ZQ@)S&I{OQ.

With a,b the boundaries of the interval {aTz,z € X} and Q, the distribution of o’ X
we have

b
/;v L{jw(ara)>2K,1dQ(x) = / L (o) >2K01dQa (1)
b
> 2/ Lijwe)>2K03dt-
Combining the two preceding displays, we conclude that
b
/ L{jw(t)|>2m03dt < Dov® (7.38)

where Dy = g_1K52. By monotonicity of ¥, this means that |¥(¢)| < 2K, for all ¢ in
the interval [a 4+ Dav?,b— Dov?]. Now, from (7.24), g(z) — g(z) takes the form of h(aTz)
where h € M is such that

0 it ()] < 2K,
h(t) e \If(t) +2Kq if \I/(t) < =2K,
\If(t) — 2Ky if \I/(t) > 2K.
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Hence, for t € [a, b] we can have h(t) # 0 only for t € [a, a+ Dav?]U[b— Dav?, b]. Consider
{ay,...,ax} the grid providing a e,-cover for Sg_; with e, = ¢?/K? and N < (Ae; 1),
see Lemma 7.5. Similar to the proof of Lemma 7.6, with «; such that ||a — a;|| < &4, we
then have

h(afz —eoR) < g(z) — g(z) < h(alz 4+ eoR) (7.39)

for all x € X, where h is considered on the interval [a;, b;] where
a; = inf{alz — e R,z € X} and b; =sup{a) z +eo R,z € X}

Note that the support of af X, af X — ¢, R and ol X + ¢, R are all included in [a;, b;],
and we have |a — a;| < 26, R and |b— b;| < 22, R. From what precedes, for ¢ € [a;, b;] we
can have h(t) # 0 only for t € Z; 1 UZ; o where

Ii71 = [ai, a; + D2U2 + 2€aR and Ii)g = [bz — D2U2 — 2€aR, bz]

have length at most 2D.v? under the assumption that Kv > Ko, /2Rq. Hence, we only
need to construct brackets for the class of monotone functions on [a;, b;] that are bounded
by K and constant equal to zero outside Z; ;1 UZ; 2. This can be done by using Lemma
7.4 with ) denoting the uniform distribution on Z; ; UZ; o: it follows from that lemma
that with N; < exp(24v/D2Kv/e), we can find brackets (b}, hY),j =1,..., N; such that

every function in the class belongs to [hJL, hgj] for some j, and

/ (hj (£) = B (£)%dt < ADv? / (hE(t) — Y (1))%dQ(1)
R Z;1UZL; 2

< ¢ (7.40)
for all j. Note that we have omitted writing the dependence on ¢ for the functions in the

brackets.
Let j € {1,..., N;} such that h} < h < hY on [a;, b;]. By (7.39) we have

bl (z) = hf(aiT:v —eaR) < g(z) —gla) < hg»](aiT:C +eqR) =bY(z)

for all x € X and it remains to compute the size of the obtained brackets. By the
Minkowski inequality, with Q; the distribution of af X we have

1Y —bFlg = (/R (hy(t +eaR) — hi(t— EQR))dei(t)> v

bi—aaR 2 1/2
< (a/ (hg/(t +eaR) — hf(t— EQR)> dt)
a;+ea R
biféaR 2 1/2
< (a/ (h;f(t +eaR) — Y (t - EQR)) dt>
ar‘rEQR

1/2

bifsaR 2
+ (a / (hgf (t —eaR) — hE(t — saR)> dt)
ai+EQR
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Since hJL and hgj can be choosen monotone on [a;, b;] and bounded in absolute value by
K we conclude from (7.40) that

bi—28aR

1/2
Y — bl < <2Kq/_ (hg.’(t+ 264 R) — hg?(t))dt) + V%

< (8eaRK2G)’ + /7o

Since by definition, ¢, = £2/K?, this means that we have Ce-brackets where C' depends
on g and R only. Hence,

2
2A\/EDgKv +dlog AEIQ{

Hp (Cs,gxm [ - HQ) < log(N;) +1og(N) <
and the first assertion of the lemma follows.

To prove the second assertion, recall that (f — f)(z,y) = y(g(z) — g(z)) — 2(¢*(z) —
G%(z)). We need then to build brackets for the functions (z,y) — y(g9(x) — g(z)), and
those for the functions x +— g%(z) — g%(z). The construction of the brackets goes along
the same line as the construction of the brackets for the classes G; and G in the proof
of Lemma 7.6 above, where for the latter class, we use the fact that all functions in the
class take the form h(aTz) where h is either monotone or U-shaped, and vanishes when
lg(a'z)| < 2Ky, which implies that the function vanishes except on at most two intervals
of maximal length 2Dyv?.

Hence, we can find A; > 0 and Ay > 0 depending on Ky, g, q, R and ag such that

_ A K2 A K4
HB(Ev]:K’UvH-HP) <& v—l—dlog 12
€ €
for K > 1V e such that K?v > Ase. This completes the proof of Lemma 7.7. O

7.7. Proof of Lemma 7.8

We start by noting that entropy bound on the class Frco is smaller than the entropy
bound for the class Fi as a consequence of inclusion of the former class in the latter. We
will now show that the upper bound with respect to the Bernstein norm for the class Fg,
is of the claimed order. Let Ny = Np(e, Gk, || . lo) and N2 = Np(e,Go, || - |lg), where Go
is the class of functions {x — ¢*(z),g € Gx }. Consider brackets [gf,¢¥], 7 =1,..., N
covering G and [sF,sV], i = 1,... Ny covering Go. Note that g* and gV can be always
taken to be bounded by K, because otherwise we can take instead g vV (—K) and
g¥ A K. The same thing holds for s* and sY which can be taken to be bounded by
K2. Let f € Fg, and C > 0 a fixed constant to be chosen later. Then, there exists
(i,5) € {1,..., N1} x {1,..., No} such that f; < f < f; and

L _1uU ify>0 U _1.L if y >0
) = 10 73 TVE0 gy gy < v () st i
' ygj (z) — 357 (), ify<0 25
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Now note that for a given function h such that h* is P-integrable for all k > 2, we can
write b5 = 23 0, ([f |h[*dP)/k!. Hence, by convexity of 2 — z* for k > 2, we have

U L

_ e k—1
i ~ Jig 2

<232 [ v @ sl g

k
sV (z) — sk (x z,Y).
N (o) = st JaP(an

Integrating first with respect to y using the assumption (A3) yields that the right-hand
side is at most

2200 2kt ME2L1 % (2K)F—2 U_ L2g (2K?%)(k=2) U _ (L12g
k=2 """
> ok—1 s (2[(2)(’6*2)
—27 k—2_2 2
< 2322 TE {aOM Elx 2K)"%e” + —r ¢ }
Hence,
oS k—2 o] k—2
~ 2 2 AMK 1 2K? 1
U LyA—1 2
U _ LA H < 200 (- = - :
H( EREC N PP C2< aok_2< C ) +4,€_2< C > (k—2)!> )
using the fact that k! > 2(k — 2)! for all k& > 2. We conclude that
N 2 2 1 2 /6
U LyA—1 2K2/C _2
--—--CH < —=—(2 \/14(7~ /) .
H(fz,] fz,j) BP 02( ao / ) 1 —4MK/C +e €

Since K > 2, the choice C =4MK? yields

A

K—1
< B?K%¢? (7.41)

~ 2 K —1
U L —12 2M 2
15 = )0 e < 25 (200 v 1/2) (g +0 7 )e

where B depends on ag and M only. Using (7.34) and the first assertion of Lemma 7.6,
this means that there exists a universal constant A, such that

Be ~ Ay K2d(1 + /qR
HB(F,]-‘KU, I-l5z) < logNi+loghy < =2 (E B (7az)
This in turn implies that
~ AyBK?d(1 + /3R Ad(1 4+ /qR
HB(E,.FKMH-'B,IP’) < = a;@ ) _ AddtVaR) . aF)

as claimed in the statement of the lemma.
To show the second claim, we will use again the series expansion of the Bernstein
norm. Similar as above, using that gg is bounded by Ky < K, and that for arbitrary
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f=(f—-fo)Cle Ficv, the corresponding g € Gx., satisfies (7.22), we obtain

7112 o 2" k=27 k—2 2 (2K32)+—2) 2 2y2
[fllsp < Zk'Ck aoM""k!(2K) (9—90) d@+T X(Q — 90)°dQ
- 2k _ _ 2(2K2)k—1
< 3 {2 [ - arae+ 22— [ (- wrao
k=2
dag S [AMEK\* 2 | (Ky LY A A
< (—22( ) o2 > <) wm)
k=2 k=2
o 1 1M\, 2
< (2M2K4+4M2K26/ )v : (7.43)

using that K > 2. The second claim follows. -
Using the same arguments as above in combination with the entropy bound for F,,
obtained in Lemma 7.7 we can show that

= Aqv A
HB(E,]'—KU,H-HB,P) < —+d1 <521)

at the cost of increasing the constant A;. To show the second assertion for the elements

of F ko, We can use again the same arguments as for the class F K- Indeed, thg condition
K > 2KV 2 implies that max(|g|, |g]) < K since |g| < 2K(. Moreover, with C' = 4M K>

we get for any element f € Fi., that

(537 + o) | 0l = ato)* a0

Qo 1 1M\, 2
Y 44
= <32M2 METOEN >” (7.44)

1£11% e

where in the last line we used the fact that by convexity of x — 2,
[ o) 5@ a0@) < 2 [ (9 - go(e)?a00) + 2 [ (9(0) - gule) Q).
X X X
< 4 [ (o) - go(e)*d0a), (7.45)
X

as ( — g0)? < (9 — go)? by definition of g. This completes the proof of Lemma 7.8. [

7.8. Proof of Theorem 7.3

In the sequel, we assume that the assumptions of the theorem hold. Below, we give
a uniform bound for the centered process M,, — M, with M,, and M as in (7.17) and
(7.20) respectively. In the sequel, the notation < means “is bounded up to an absolute
constant”. Moreover, the capital E denotes outer expectation in cases when we consider
expectation of a random variable which we have not proved to be measurable.
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Proposition 7.9. Let K > 2V (2Ky). Then, for all v € (0,2K], there exists A > 0
that depends only on ag and M such that

VAE [gp (042, — )g — (b4, - M)QOH < Ad(1 + TR)6u () (7.46)

where ¢ (v) = VV/2K5/2(1 + K1/29=3/2p-1/2),

Proof. Define for n > 0 and fixed v € (0,2K]

J(n)z/on\/1+HB(s,wall-l

where we recall that ||. | gp is the Bernstein norm, and Fr, is defined in (7.26) with
C = AMK?2. By Lemma 7.8, there exists a constant Az > 0 depending only on ag
and M such that Hf||37p < Agv for all f € Fryp. It follows from Lemma 3.4.3 of
van der Vaart and Wellner (1996) (using the notation of that book) that

J(Az0) )

E[HGanKv] S J(AQU) <1 + AZu2\/n

B,IP’) de

where by Lemma 7.8 and the inequality v/u + v < y/u + /v for u,v > 0 we have that

i Ad(1+VqR
J(n) < / \/1 + %@ <+ 2(Aid(1 + /qR) 2yt
0
for all > 0. Note that v € (0,2K] implies that v < v*/22"/2K'/2 and hence
J(Av) < (A22'2KY? 4 2(A1d(1 + V/GR)) V2 Ay %) 01 /? < A3(d(1 + \/TR)) V2K /2012

using that K > 1, where A3 depends only on ay and M. Hence, by definition of F Ko,
which has the same entropy has the class Frx, — fo = {f — fo, f € Fkv}, we obtain

VARE| sup [0, - 1)(g) - (4, ~ 1)(ao) |

9€GKw

ElGullFi—s0]

AME?E(|Gull 7., ;] S ¢n(0)
which completes the proof of Proposition 7.9. O
Now we are ready to give the proof of Theorem 7.3.

Proof of Theorem 7.3. In the sequel, we consider K = C'logn for some C' > 0 that
does not depend on n, and v € (0,2K]. It follows from Proposition 7.9 that for all n
sufficiently large, we have (9.68) where

dn(v) = (10gn)*/2V5 (1+ (log ) /20~3/21/2)
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and A depends only on ag, M and C. Since with D taken from (7.21), we have D(g, go) <
llglloo + [lgollcc < 2K for sufficiently large n and all g € G, the above inequality holds

for all v > 0. Furthermore, g, maximizes M, g over the set of all functions g of the
form g(z) = V(aTx),z € X with @ € S4—1 and ¥ a non-decreasing function on R,
and it follows from Lemma 7.1 that with arbitrarily large probablity by choice of C, g,
maximizes M, g over the restricted set Gy . Hence, we can use Lemma 7.2 and Proposition
7.9 above, together with Theorem 3.2.5 in van der Vaart and Wellner (1996) with o =
1/2 and r, ~ n'/3(logn)~*/3, to conclude that D(gy,g0) = O} (n~/3(logn)®/?), which
completes the proof of Theorem 7.3. O

7.9. Proof of Theorem 4.1

Assuming that (A1)-(A4) hold, we give a second uniform bound for M,, — M. The bound
is sharper than the one obtained in Proposition 7.9 for the case where all functions ¢ in
the considered class of functions satisfy (7.22) for some v < (logn)?n~1/3. As before, the
notation < means “is bounded up to an absolute constant”.

Proposition 7.10. Let K = C'logn for some fited C > 0, v € (0, (logn)*n=/3] and
Pn(v) =0v1/2 (14 0’3/27171/2). Then for n large enough we have that

VAE| su |0, ~ 1)g - 04, ~ 1| < A0, 0)
9E€TKw
where A depends only on R, ag, M,q,q and K.

Proof. Assume n large enough so that K > (2K() V 2 and use (7.23) to write that the
expectation on the left hand side of the previous display is bounded above by

ﬁE[ sup. | (M, — M)g — (M, — M)y\] + \/HE{ sup. | (M, — Mg — (M, — M)Qo” .
9ETK W 9ETKw
Hence, in the notation of van der Vaart and Wellner (1996)

VnE Ligp }(Mn —M)g — (M, — M)go” < E[|Gul7] + E[|Gnl 7] (7.47)

where F; = Fg, and F» is the class of functions f — fy such that f € F2K,)w- To give

a bound for the first term on the right-hand side, consider v = (logn)?n~6 > /v. It
follows from Lemma 7.8 that for all £ € (0, A5 'v], we have

Al’U/
3

A !
+dlog(€—21> < Al(Hd)”Z (7.48)

Hp (. Frcun |- lz) <

provided that n is sufficiently large, where we used the fact that log(z) < /x for all
x > 0 for the second inequality. Since the class .7-'1 = Fro is included in Fg,, its
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e-bracketing entropy can be also bounded above by (7.48) for all ¢ € (0, Ay 'v]. Using
again the inequality /z +y < /& + /y for all z,y > 0 we can write

A2'U —_
Jl(sz) = / \/1+HB(57]:15”' ”BP)dE
0

1/2
< A2 (A1(1 n d)v’) (A90) Y2 < Ay(v/v)V/?

using that v < v and K > 1, where A3 > 0 is a constant depending on ag, M and
d. Lemma 7.8 implies that ||f||gp < Agv for all f € Fi. Invoking Lemma 3.4.3 of
van der Vaart and Wellner (1996) allows us to write that

Jl(AQU) 1, \1/2 (v)!/?
E[|Gullz] S Ji(420) <1+W> < Az(v'v)t/ (1+vg/2ﬁ>

at the cost of increasing As. Now, using the definition of ]?1, we have that

1
- 2 ~ 1/2
E[|Gnlls] = 4MK’E[|G,| 7] < Azv"/ <1 * v3/2\/ﬁ>

at the cost of increasing As. This gives a bound for the first term on the right hand side
of (7.47).

To deal with the second term, we apply Lemma 7.8 to the class .%2 = ]-N"(QKO)U with
K = 2K,. Here, C= 4MK§ is independent of n, and Jo(Av) < Asv'/? for some Az > 0

that does not depend on n, where J3 is defined in the same manner as .J; with .7-'1 replaced
by F2. By Lemma 3.4.3 of van der Vaart and Wellner (1996), we have

1
_ 2 _ 1/2
EllGalz] = 1MKIENGI ] < An' (14 )
at the cost of increasing As. Combining the calculations developed for both classes to-
gether with (7.47) gives the claimed form of the entropy bound. O

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Theorem 7.3 implies that with a probability that can be made
arbitrarily large, the LSE g,, belongs to G, with K = C'logn and v = (logn)?n~'/3 for
some C' > 0 that does not depend on n. The result follows now from Theorem 3.2.5 of
van der Vaart and Wellner (1996) with o = 1/2 and 7, ~ n!/3. O
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Supplement to“Least squares estimation in
the monotone single index model”

8. Proofs and other results from Section 2

8.1. Proof of Theorem 2.1

We need some notation. Fix o € S4—1 and let m, be the (random) number of distinct
values among alXy,...,a"X,. Let Z; < ... < Zm,, be the corresponding ordered
statistics. Define

n n

1

ng = EHaTXi:Zk and ¢ = - EEHQTXi:Zkv
i= i=

forall k =1,...,mq. Note that to alleviate the notation, we do not make it explicit that

Zi,ng, b depend on «. For all ¥ € M we then have

ho(W,0) = e {te — U(Zp) 12 + D> V2= m(te)”. (8.49)
k=1 i=1 k=1
This means that minimizing h, (¥, «) with respect to ¥ amounts to minimizing
U an {tx, — \I’(Zk)}2
k=1

over M, which in turn amounts to minimizing » ;" ny {tx — ne}> over the set of all

real numbers 1 < -+ < 1, where we set n = U(Zg). It follows from Theorem 1.1
in Barlow et al. (1972) that the minimum is achieved at a unique (71, ..., 7m, ), which
completes the proof of Theorem 2.1. O

8.2. Proof of Proposition 2.2

For arbitrary (i,7) with X; # X, the total space R? is separated into three disjoint
parts: (1) the hyperplane H;; of all vectors a € R? such that o (X; — X;) = 0, (2) the
open half-space Sjj'- of all @ € R? such that o’ X; > o X;, and (3) the open half-space
S;; ofall a € R such that aTX; < o’ X;. We call a subset R C R? a mazimal region
if R N H;; is empty for all 4 # j such that X; # X, but with R the closure of R, R\R
is included in the (finite) union of all hyperplanes H,;. Hence, a maximal region is an
intersection of half-spaces. We will prove that for arbitrary ¢ # j such that X; # X;, and
o€ HijNSg_1, we can find oy, € S¥ with

B() > B (ovp). (8.50)
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We can find a maximal region R and a sequence (ay)gen such that o € R N Sg—1
for all k and o, — «a as k — oco. With 21,...,2,, (where m € N is random) the distinct
values of X1,..., X, there exists a (unique) permutation mg such that

T T T
Qp Trp (1) < Trg(2) < <oy T (m)

for all k. Denote by [; and [s the indices such that X; = Trr(y) and Xj = T, We
have o7 X; = aTXj since o € H;; and therefore, letting & — oo yields

Othﬂ.R(l) <o <Z aTx T mr(l2) <-.. < OATIWR(m). (851)

mRr(l1) =
Define

~ n ~ 1 n

ng = Z;Hxi:m and g = i ; Yilx, =z,
for all k = 1,..., m. Rearranging the terms in (8.49) yields

m

(W, k) = gy (k) { T ) — V(al T )} + SOVZ =D a(ie)? (852)
=1 k=1

k=1
for all ¥ € M. Minimizing h,, (¥, ax) over ¥ € M, we get

?Ln(ak inf Znﬁﬁ(k) {wa(k) 77k} +Zy2 an ()2 (8.53)

Mm<-<nm

for all k whereas because of (8.51),

N m 9 n m
hn(a) = inf - Uore (1) — +Y Y2 N ar(gn)?
(a) ms--Sml:---:sz-Snmkz::l o (B) 1T (k) — 70 } ; kz::l k (k)
The above infimum is taken over a restricted set as compared to (8.53), so we conclude
that (8.50) holds for all k. Hence, the infimum of h,, over S;—1 is equal to the infimum

of h,, over the intersection of Sy_1 with the (finite) union of all possible maximal regions
in R?. This is precisely S¥, which completes the proof of the first claim.
Now, it follows from (8. 53) that for all ay, € SX, hy, () depends only on the ordering

mr induced by ag. As the number of inducible orderlngs is finite, minimizing o — ?Ln(a)
over S¥ amounts at minimizing a function over a finite set, so that the minimum is
achieved. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.2. O

8.3. Proof of Theorem 2.3

Similar to (8.53), for all 7 € PX and a € S¥ connected with (2.5), we have
. _ 9 n m ~ ~
hn (@) = 1<1nf<n Znﬂ {Giy =i} + D Y7 = i)’
i=1 k=1
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It follows from Theorem 1.1 in Barlow et al. (1972) that the minimum is achieved at the
unique (71, ...,Mm) = (d7,...,dr,) whence

n m

Bu(a) = ha(m)+ Y V2= ().

i=1 k=1

If (\/I\fn, Q) satisfies the conditions of the theorem, we conclude that for all « € S* and
7 € PX that satisfies (2.5),

i=1 k=1
< ha(m) + > Y2 =D d(ii)?
i=1 k=1
= hpla) = inf hy (9,
(@) = jnf ha(¥,0)
which completes the proof. O

8.4. Algorithm to compute the LSE when d = 2

Below, we give an algorithm to compute the LSE exactly for the special case when d = 2.
Recall that the number of orderings grows like m?(@=1). Thus, even if the following
approach could be extended to d > 3, this would probably not the best approach for
computational efficiency. For d = 3 and m = 100, there are over 24 million possible
orderings.

Algorithm:
1. Enumerate all pairs of the covariates {X71,..., X, } and calculate the unit orthog-
onal vector to the difference vector; remove all duplicates (resulting in vy ..., vk,

say). Convert the unit vectors from Cartesian coordinates to polar coordinates, with
B; denoting the angle from the positive horizontal axis to vector v;. This results

in 51,...,0k. Place these in order, and calculate the midpoint of each difference:
Aly..., K. =N =

2. For each «;, compute h; = h,(c;) as in (2.3). This can be done using, for example,
the PAVA.

3. Return a,, corresponding to the minimizer of ﬁi, 1<i<K.
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9. Additional proofs

9.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1

By definition of a@,,, we necessarily have that

zn: Yi(X; — X,) =, Cov(X,Y) (9.54)

i=1

1
Yo, = —
n

as n — 0o, where 3, =n~* (X — X)) (X; — X,,)T. This implies that

Sndn =y B[(X —p)Y]
= B[(X - m)¥o(af X))
= E[Ty(af X)E[(X - p)|ag X]] .

Now, using the known property of elliptically symmetric random variables, see e.g. (Li,
1991, page 319, comment following Condition 3.1) we should have that E[(X — u)|al X]
is linear in o X and therefore,

EI(X — m)|af X] = af (X — )b
(using E[X] = u) where b is a vector that has to satisfy
BI(X — p)af (X — )] = var(ad X)b
or equivalently (using var(X) = %), b = Zag(ad Xag) L. We conclude that
Snln —p ASag

where \* = cov(¥o(ad X), al' X)/al Sap. By the law of large numbers, 53, converges in
probability to ¥, so we obtain if ¥ is invertible that f)n is invertible with probabiity that
tends to one, with inverse ! that converges in probability to ¥~! and therefore,

Qn —rp A, (9.55)

Now, let Z be an independent copy of X. Since ¥ is strictly increasing on an interval
we have

0 < B[ (Vo(af 2) = Wo(af X)) (af Z — af X) | = 2 cov(Wo(a X), o] X),

whence A* > 0. Combining (9.55) with the continuous mapping theorem then yields

- an /\*Oéo
(8% = — " = ao
"o laml T Al
since by assumption, ||ag|| = 1. This completes the proof of the first assertion.
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To prove the second assertion, we write C' = cov(X,Y"). Combining (9.54) and (9.55)
yields that with a* = A\*ag, we have o* = X~!'C and therefore,

Vi@, —a®) =

Hence, it follows from the central limit theorem that
Vn(@, — o) =4 N(o, 21F21>

where T is the dispersion matrix of (X — p)(Y — E(Y) — (X — )T a*). Now consider the
functions h(z) = z/||z|| and h;(z) = z;/||z|| for € R%. Let H be the gradient matrix of
h. Then, H;; = 0h;/0z; = (||z||* — 2?)/||z|]® if j =i and —z;2;/||z|]* otherwise. Since
lla*|| = A*, we obtain that H*, the gradient matrix evaluated at o* is given by
* T
H* = W(Id — CYQCYO).

Using the §-method we conclude from the two preceding displays that /n(a, — ap)
converges in distribution to a centered Gaussian distribution with dispersion matrix

1 _ —
V= gz (1o~ 0008 )57 TS (1~ aoa),

which completes the proof. O
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9.2. Proof of (4.12)

For all R > 2||E(X)]|| we have

P(IX]|>R) < P(|X—-EX)|>R/2)
d
< Y P(X: - E(X,)| > R/(2Vd))
i=1
where we denote here by X; the i-th entry of X. Since X has a sub-Gaussian distribution
this implies that

d 1%2
PUXI > R) < 2 e (o)
=1
R2
< 2dexp <_8d02) .

Since gg is bounded, we can assume without loss of generality that its supremum norm is
bounded above by logn. Hence, combining the previous display with Lemma 7.1 yields
that for all £ > 0, there exists A > 0 that depends only on €, ag and M such that with
probability larger than 1 — ¢,

| @) - () d0@) < AllognQTn)

XRr

R2
S 2dA(lOg n)2 exp (_8d—2> .
g

where X = {z, ||z| > R}. If we consider R such that

R = 40+/d(logd + logn)

we then obtain that

/_ (@) — g0(2))? dQz) < 2dA(logn)? exp (~2(logd + logn))
XRr

< 2d7'A(logn)*n=2

< 2A(logn)*n~?

with probability larger than 1 — €. In particular,
/x (Gn () = go())” dQ(z) = Op(n~?).
R

Now, with the above choice of R, denote by Qg the distribution given by Qr(F) =
Q(ENXR)/Q(XR) for all events F, where Xr = {x, ||z| < R}. Theorem 7.3 yields that
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for all € > 0, there exists A > 0 that depends only on €, ag and M such that

/X (Gn(x) —go(:v))2d@3(:v) < dAQ(Xg)(1+ \/— —1/3 10gn)5/3

< dA(1++/qR —1/3 10gn5/3

with probablity larger than 1 — . It follows that for all € > 0, there exists A > 0 that
depends only on ag and M such that (4.12) holds with probablity larger than 1 —e. O

9.3. Proof of Proposition 5.1

Consider vectors « and 8 in Sy_1, and non-constant functions f € M and h € M that
satisfy f(a?X) = h(8TX) a.s. and are both left-continuous (the right-continuous case
can be treated likewise) with no discontinuity point at the boundary of their domain. To
prove Proposition 5.1, it suffices to show that in such a case, we necessarily have a = (8
and f = h on C, = C3. We prove below that we indeed have a = 8 and f = h.

By assumption we have f(a’z) = h(87z) for almost all € X in the Lebesgue sense.
Using left-continuity of both f and h, we conclude that the above equality holds for all
x in the interior of X. If we could prove that a = 3, this would imply that f = h on the
interior of C, = Cg. By continuity of both f and h at the boundaries of their domain,
this would imply that f = h on C, = Cg.

Hence, it suffices to show that o = . To show that a = 3, we first notice that because
of the convexity of X', for small enough L > 0 we can find an open ball B with radius L
included in X on which z +— f(a®x) is not constant. We then have

f(aTz) = h(BTx) for all z € B. (9.56)

Without loss of generality (possibly replacing f(z) by f(z—a”xq) and h(z) by h(z— B x0)
with z¢ being the center of the ball), we assume that B is the open ball with center zo = 0
and radius L.

Assume 8 ¢ {a,—a} (which implicitly assumes that d > 2). We will show that this
yields a contradiction. The vectors § and « are linearly independent so it follows from
the Cauchy-Swcharz inequality, where the equality case is excluded, that o' 3 < 1. With
v = B — a, we then have vT'a = 8Ta — 1 < 0. Hence, for all a € [0, L) we have

f(a) = f(a"(aa)) = h(B" (aa)) = h(a” (aa) + v" (ac)) < h(a),
using (9.56) combined to the monotonicity of h. Likewise, vT 3 > 0 and therefore,
h(a) = h(8"(aB)) = f(a”(aB)) = F(BT (aB) — v (aB)) < f(a)

for all a € [0, L), whence h(a) = f(a) for all a € [0, L). Similarly, f(—a) = h(—a) for all
a € [0,L), whence f = h on (—L, L). Combining this with (9.56) we arrive at

fa¥z) = f(BTx) for all z € B. (9.57)
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Since x — f(a®z) is not constant on B, there exists a point b € (—L, L) of strict increase
of f. The ball B can be chosen in such a way that b # 0. Either we have f(b+¢) > f(b)
for all ¢ € (0,L — b), or we have f(b—¢) < f(b) for all € € (0,L + b). We assume that
f(b+¢e) > f(b) for all € € (0, L — b). The other case can be handled likewise. In the case
where b > 0, with = (b4 ¢)3, we have z € B and o’z < b for sufficiently small ¢,
using that o” 8 < 1. Hence, f(aTz) < f(b) < f(b+¢) = f(87x) by monotonicity of f,
which yields a contradiction with (9.57). In the case b < 0, consider ¢ sufficiently small
so that b+ ¢ < 0. Then, with # = ba we have € B and Ta > b+ ¢ for sufficiently
small e. Hence, f(a®z) = f(b) < f(b+e) < f(BTx) which again, yields a contradiction.
This means that § € {«, —a}.

Assume § = —«. We will show that this yields again a contradiction. For all a € [0, L)
we have

f(a) = f(a”(aa)) = h(5" (aa)) = h(~a),
using (9.56) with 5 = —«. This means that f(a) = h(—a). Likewise, h(a) = f(—a). By
monotonicity of h we then have

f(a) = h(=a) < h(a) = f(-a).

As f is non-decreasing, this means that f(a) = f(—a) for all @ € [0,L). Hence, f is
constant on (—L, L), which yields a contradiction. This means that 5 # —a. We have
proved that 8 € {«, —a}, hence a = 5. This completes the proof of Proposition 5.1. O

9.4. Proof of Theorem 5.2

Since convergence in probability is equivalent to the property that each subsequence has
a further subsequence along which the convergence holds with probability one, Theorem
7.3 allows us to assume in what follows without loss of generality (possibly arguing along
subsequences) that

~ 2
lim (\I!n(azgc) - \Ifo(aoT:v)) dQ(z) =0 (9.58)
n—oo

with probability one. We will show that (9.58) implies that &, converges to «p.

In order to use compactness arguments, we consider a truncated version of \T!n, where
we recall that W;, denotes the LSE extended monotonically to the whole real line: we
consider V¥,, such that

~

U, (t) if U, (t) € (K_,K,)
Un(t) = (Ko i Ua(t) > Ky
K. ifU,t)<K_

~

where K| denotes the largest value of ¥y whereas K_ denotes the smallest value of Uy.
We argue along paths, which means that w is considered as fixed here and such that
(9.58) holds. For all n, the function ¥,, is monotone, left-continuous (because ¥,, itself
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is left-continuous) and bounded by max{K,—K_} in supremum norm. Hence, similar
to Lemma 2.5 in van der Vaart (1998), each subsequence of (W,,),>0 possesses a further
subsequence along which ¥,, converges pointwise to a left-continuous monotone function
mg say, at each of its points of continuity. The function mg possesses right-limits at
every point. Because @, belongs to the compact set S;_1 for all n, we can extract a
further subsequence along which @,, converges in the R Euclidean distance to some
vector ag € Sy—1. For simplicity, we denote the general term of the subsequence by
(U,,,@,). We aim to show that mg = Wy and that ag = ag. For this task, consider the
Lo-distance

/ (mo(af ) — \Ilo(aoTx))2 dQ(z) <3I,1+3I,2+ 3,3 (9.59)

Loy = / (mo(alz) —mo(@%z))” dQ(z), Lo = / (¥, (a%z) — Wo(al'z))’ dQ(x)
I,s = mo(alz) — U, (alz))” dQ(z).
/1 >2

We will show that I, ; tends to zero as n — oo for j = 1,2,3 to conclude that the
Lo-distance on the left-hand side of (9.59) equals zero. To deal with I,, 1, we use the fact
that because m is monotone, the set of its discontinuity points is countable and hence
has Q-measure zero. This means that I, ; can be viewed as an integral over the set of
continuity points of mg. At the continuity points of mg we have mg(alz) — mq(ad x)
as n — oo so it follows from the dominated convergence theorem that I, ; converges to

zero as n — o0o. Next, it follows from the definition of ¥,, that
~ 2
I, < / (¥(@T2) ~ Wo(af 1)) dQ(x).

Hence, with (9.58) we conclude that I,, o — 0. Finally, with @,, the distribution of aZ X,
where X is independent of the data points (X1,Y7),...,(X,,Y,), we have

Los = / (mo(t) — T () dQu ().

Because mg is monotone, the set of its discontinuity points is countable and hence has
Lebesgue measure zero, and hence ),,-measure zero. Because of the convergence of W,, at
each continuity point of my we conclude from the dominated convergence theorem that
I,, 3 converges to zero as n — oco. This means that the three terms on the right-hand side
of (9.59) tends to zero as n — oo and therefore,

/ (mo(aoTzzr) — \Ilo(aoTx))z dQ(z) = 0.

Possibly modifying mg so that its restriction to C,, has no discontinuity point at the
boundaries of C,,, which does not modify the value of the above integral, we conclude
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from Proposition 5.1 that ag = ap and my = ¥V with possible exception at the boundaries
of Cq,-. From the calculations above, it follows that &,, converges to oy and U, converges
pointwise to ¥y at each continuity point of ¥y on the interior of C,,, with probability
one. The first claim of the theorem follows.

Next, let I be such that K_ < Wy(t) < K4 for all ¢t € I. For almost all w, we then
have ¥,, = ¥,, on I for all large enough n and therefore,

lim sup [W,(t) — Uo(t)] =0

n—o0 tel

with probability one. Uniformity of the convergence follows from continuity of ¥ together
with monotonicity of the functions involved. Theorem 5.2 follows. O

9.5. Proof of Corollary 5.3

Proof. Borrowing, from (Murphy et al., 1999, Lemma 5.7, page 418) we have that for
any random variable X, if (E[g1(X)g2(X)])? < cE[g3(X)]|E[g3(X)] for ¢ < 1, then
Bl(g1(X) +g2(X))*] = (1= Ve)(Elg1(X)’] + Elg2(X)?). (9.60)

Note that in the expectations, with Px denoting the distribution of X, E[g1(X)] =
J g1(z)dPx(z) and so on - that is, the expectations should be viewed as short-hand
notation for the integral in the z-variable.

Let A denote a subset of X’ to be chosen later such that Q(.A) > 0. In order to adapt
the above result to our problem, we write

/ (G (2) — g0(2))2dQ(z) = / (61(2) + g2(2))? dQz)
A A
= El(g1(Xa) + g2(X4))% x Q(A)

where ¢y (z) = \ffn(afx) — Ug(alr) = gi(@lz), go(x) = Yo(alx) — go(x) and X4
denotes here a random variable with density function z — q(z)[4(z)/Q(A). To alleviate
the notation, in what follows we simply write X instead of X 4. We then have

Elgi(X)g2(X)]? = E[g1(a5X)ga(X)]?
= Elgi(ay X)Elg(X)|ay, X])?
< E[gi(@a, X)|E [Elg2(X)|ay, X]?]
by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Hence,
Elg1(X)g2(X)* < caBlgi(X)]Elg3(X)].

where

B [(wo(@%x) - B[wo(ad )|l X))?]

Cn —

E [(%(&5){) - \Ifo(agX))2]
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Using (9.60) with ¢ = ¢, we conclude that

[ @) = mle)a) = (= va) {B[(@.605) - w@lx)p
B [(W( X) — oo X))?]} x Q(A). (9.61)

Note that ¢, depends on @, and is therefore random in the data. We will prove below
that there exists some real number ¢ € (0,1) such that from any subsequence, we can
extract a further subsequence along which limsup,,_, . ¢, < ¢ < 1 with probability one.
This means that

(1= Ven) ™ = 0p(1), (9.62)

since convergence in probability is equivalent to the property that each subsequence has
a further subsequence along which the convergence holds with probability one.

Consider an arbitrary subsequence. Define r,, = ||a, — ap|| and v, = (@, — ag)/7n.
Because 7, belongs to the compact set Sy_1, we can extract a subsequence along which
v converges in probability to a limit, « say. By Theorem 5.2, we can extract a further
subsequence (that we still index by n to alleviate the notation) along which &, v, con-
verge to g,y with probability one. This means that we can extract a subsequence along
which both &, (w) = a¢ and v, (w) — y(w) for almost all paths w. We next argue with
such a path w fixed. Hence, &, and ~, can be considered as non random and we search
for bounds that do not depend on the chosen path w. We denote by zy a point in X
such that 2o = al'zy where zg is taken from Assumption (A5) and we consider € > 0
such that ¥y is continuously differentiable over V := [z — 2¢, 29 + 2¢] with a derivative
that is bounded both from above and away from zero on V. Note that the derivative is
uniformly continuous on the compact set V. Furthermore, we denote by A the Euclidean
ball with center z¢ and radius e. Note that for large enough n, we then have o'z € V
and alz € V for all z € A, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

We have that

Wo(alw) = Wo(@Tw) + Wh(@lx) (a0 — Gn)Te + ofra) (9.63)
uniformly for all z € A since |(@,, — ao)T x| < 7,]|2|| where ||z < ||ao]| + &. Hence,
B [(wo(@lx) - Blwo(ad X)la% X))°]
- E [(E [{W(@7 X) (@n — a0)"X + o(ra) }] azx]f]
- B [(E [0} (6T X)(@n — ap) T X]| aZX])ﬂ +o(r2) + Ep
where we recall that X denotes here X 4, a random variable supported on A, and
|Bnal = 20(rn)|E [¥4(ay X)(@n — a0)" X)]| = o(r}),
again by (A5). Similarly, we have

B | (2o(@]X) = Wo(af X))’| = B [(¥h(@5 X)(@n — a0)"X)*| +o(r2).
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Combining these calculations, we arrive at

E[(wy(@F X B [X[aTX])*] +o(1)

Cn, -

B (@1 X7 X)%| +o(1)

Lemma 9.1 below shows that E[X|al X]— E[X|ad X] almost surely. This, along with
continuity of ¥{, and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem (since | X | < ||zo|| +¢
almost surely), implies that ¢, converges with

B[((a§ X)7/TE[X|of X))?]

lim ¢, =

noos B[ (¥h(ad X)v"X)’]
_ VTE[(h(eg X))’ E[X |og X]E[X |og X]T] v
VB [(Th(af X))2XXT] '
Now, [|an||* = |lao + rnynll? and therefore, 1 = ||ao||? + 72 + 27, {0, V), which
implies that (g, ) = —7n/2 — 0 since ||ag||? = 1. Since v = lim,_ o0 7n, this implies
p ) 7Y 0 Tns p

that {ap,7) = 0 and therefore, lim,,_, ¢, < ¢ where

o= sp  LE[Yo(05 X))EX|af XIE[X|ag X]T] ¥
I 1=1, (7,60)=0 YIE [(Uh(ad X))2XXT]

does not depend on the chosen path w. It remains to prove that ¢ < 1. Now, note that

E[(Uh(ap X))’ XXT] = E[(¥h(ag X))*E[X |ag X]E[X|ag X]"]
+E [(Wh(ag X))*(X — E[X |ag X])(X — E[X|ag X])"].

Since ¥ (ad X) is bounded below, our goal is now to show that the null-space of the
matrix E [(X — E[X|af X])(X — E[X|af X])T] is spanned by «q only, as this will imply
that ¢ < 1.

To this end, consider any 7o perpendicular to ag with ||yo|| = 1. Let Ao denote the
matrix with first row ol and second row 4 and let Z = ApX. Since X has an everywhere-
positive density, so does Z. To see this, take Z/ = A{X where Af is a d x d invertible
matrix such that A{ has its first two rows equal to Ag. (Such a matrix exists since 7o
and «ag are perpendicular and hence linearly independent.) Then Z’ has a density with
respect to the Lebesgue measure which can be explicitly calculated using the Jacobian
formula and its marginal gives the density of Z, fz say. Now,

% B [(X = B[X|og XD)(X = E[X]ag X)"] 70 = E[(v X — Ebyg Xlag X])*] .

This equals zero iff /' X = E[yI X|ad X] almost surely, or, Zy = E[Z|Z;] almost surely.
However, this means that the distribution of Z is concentrated on a one-dimensional
subspace of Z, which cannot hold since Z has an everywhere-positive Lebesgue density.
This finally shows that lim, ., ¢, < c < 1.
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Then, if follows from (9.61) that we can find ¢’ > 0 and ¢’ > 0 independent on n and
w such that for large n,

/ (Gula) — 90(2))%d0(z) > ¢ / (Wo(aT2) — Wo(al2))dQx)
A A
> o /A (@ — a0)"2)dQ(z)
'@, — aol|* in T2)2dQ(x),
> Nan - ol inf /Aw 12dQ(z)

BESi-1

by definition of A. The infimum above does not depend on the chosen path w and is
achieved at a point Sy, say, by continuity of the function 8 — [,(872)?dQ(z) on the
compact set Sg—1. Hence,

/ (Gu(@) — 9o())%dQx) > @ — ao? / (6T )2dQ(z).
A A

The integral on the right-hand side is strictly positive since Q has a density function that
is everywhere-positive positive on A. This means that there exists K > 0 such that from
each subsequence, we can extract a further subsequence along which

|@n —aol? < K /A (@) — g0(2))%d0Aa)
< K /X (6 (@) — 90(2))%dQa)

for large m, with probability one. Since the right-hand side is of order Op(n_Q/ 3) by
Theorem 4.1, this implies that [|&, — ao|| = O,(n~1/3).

In the following, we assume that ¥, has a derivative bounded from above on C,, and
we extend Uy to the whole real line in such a way that the extension has a bounded
derivative on R. With ¢ a lower bound for the density of @ X (note that by assumption,
one can consider ¢ that is non random and does not depend on n) we have

[ @u@te) - w@kaPdoe = g [ (@0 - a0 d
X C

an

ctun

> g @0-vwra 06

with probability that tends to one, using the definition of v,, and @&, — ag = O,(n~/3).
On the other hand,

[ @@t - wl@lo)iae) < 2 [ (@.@he) - voefo)i0w)
X X

+2 /X (Wo(al'z) — Wo(aTa))2d0(z)
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where by Theorem 4.1, the first integral on the right hand side is of order Op(n_2/ 3).
For the second integral, denoting by K an upper bound for the sup-norm of ¥ on R we
have

IN

/(‘I’o(aoTx) — Wo(ay,2))*dQ(x) K/ (a0 — @n)"'2)*dQ(x)
X X

Klag — O‘n||2R2 = Op(n_2/3)

IN

where R is taken from (7.25). Combining, we conclude that (5.14) holds. This proves the
second result. g

9.6. Proofs for Subsection 5.2

Lemma 9.1. Let X be a random variable having a density function q with respect to
Lebesque measure on a bounded subset of R?, and let oy, be a non-random sequence in
S4q—1 that converges to some ag asn — oo. If q is continuous and bounded on its domain,
we then have

EX|lalX] — E[X|olX]
with probability one, as n — oo.

Proof. In the following, ag ; and o, ; denotes the j-th component of oy and «,, re-
spectively. Without loss of generality, we can assume that ag; # 0, and hence ay, 1 # 0
provided that n is large enough. Consider the transformation Z; = ol X and Z; =
X;, j€A{2,....d}. Let Z = (Z4,...,Zq). Simple calculations show that the density of
Z is given by

21— Qp %2 — ... — Qn d2d 1
fZ(Z)ZQ( — = 7227"'7211)

Qin,1 Qn,1

This yields the density of the conditional distribution of X; given that alX = t,
hoj(xj|t), for j € {2,...,d}:

t—ap 2 22—...—Qn d Zd
fq( = ,Zg,...,Zj_l,,Tj,Zj_H...,Zd) dZQ...de_lej+1...dZd

Qn 1

t—Qn 2 22—...—Qn.d Zd
fq( n ,22,...,zd)d22...dzd

Q1

hng(5]t) =

where the domains of integrations in the numerator and denominator are
{(x2,....,xj_1,2jt1,...,2q) s x € X} and {(x2,...,2q) : © € X'} respectively.

BT X) = [ by (alod X)da.

Using convergence of v, to ag and the assumptions on ¢, it follows that hy,;(x;[t) con-
verges to hoj(x;|t) for all ¢, where hg;(-|t) is defined in the same manner as h,,;(-|t) with
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a, replaced by ag. Hence, ho;(-|t) is the conditional density of X; given that of X = t.
Using again the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, since X is supported on a
bounded subset of R?, we then have that

E[X;log X] — E[X;]of X]

almost surely for all j € {2,...,d}. For j = 1, note that

d
1
E[Xilag X] = af X =Y B[X|a) X]
Q1 =2
1 d
- — af X =Y o E[Xjlaf X] | = E[X1]a X]
0,1 ;
) j=2
which completes the proof. [l

9.7. Proof of Theorem 6.1

By analogy with the proof of Theorem 7.3, with D taken from (7.21) we first prove that

D(Gn, go) = Op(n~"3(logn)*/?). (9.65)

For notational convenience, we write n instead of no. Moreover, by analogy with the
notation in Section 7.2, we denote by

— Gx the class of functions g(z) = ¥(aLx), z € X where ¥ € M,
— G the class of functions g € Gk satisfying the condition (7.22).

We again denote R = sup, ¢y |||, so that (7.25) holds for all @ € Sq—1.

Let K = C'logn for some C' > 0 that does not depend on n. Since G, is a subset of
G for arbitrary v > 0, it follows from Proposition 7.9 that for all v € (0,2K], and by
analogy to (7.17), with M, defined by

oy = o 3 (Yoo - 257

T
2 i€ls

there exists A > 0 that depends only on R, ag, M and § such that

VAE| sup [, ~1)(g) - 04, - 1)(an)|| < A0n0) (9.66)

9€GKw

where ¢, (v) = v'/?(log n)*/?(1+(log n)/>0=%/>n=1/2). Since D(g, 90) < [|glloc+lg0]l0 <
2K for sufficiently large n and all g € Gx, we have

Gro=0r = g~K(2K)
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for all v > 2K, so that

\/EE{ sup ’(Mn — M)(g) — (M, — M)(go)” < Apn(2K)< 24V C(log n)?

gGgKv

for all v > 2K and sufficiently large n. Hence, the above inequality (9.66) holds for
all v > 0. Furthermore, g, maximizes M, g over the set of all functions g of the form
g(z) = V(alz),z € X with ¥ a non-decreasing function which implies, as in Lemma
7.1, that

min Yy < g, (z) < max Y.
kels kels

Therefore, with arbitrarily large probability and appropriate choice of C, g, maximizes
M, g over the restricted set Gx. We will prove below that

M, (Gn) > Min(go) — Op(n_2/3)' (9.67)

Hence, we can use Lemma 7.2 above and Theorem 3.2.5 in van der Vaart and Wellner
(1996), with o = 1/2 and 7,, ~ n'/3(logn)~%/3, to conclude that (9.65) holds.

We now prove (9.67). With go(x) = Wo(alz) for all 2 € RY, it follows from the
definition of g, that M, (g,n) > M, (go). Moreover,
LS (wo@lx,) - Wl X))
2”2 i€ly

MngO - Mn%

_n% D (Y = Wo(af Xi)) (Po(aF X:) — To(ag X3)) .
i€lo

Hence, it follows from the assumption that ¥y is L-Lipschitz that

Mngo —Mngo < —— > ((an— Oéo)TXi)2

—L 3 (%~ Wolaf X0) (Wo(EX) — ol X))

icly

It follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that the first term on the right hand side
is bounded from above by
L?R?
2
which is of the order O,(n~2/3) by assumption. Conditionally on the first sub-sample,
that was used to construct @,,, the second term on the right hand side is a mean of i.i.d.
centered variables whose common variance is bounded from above by

16 — o,

L’R?E [(Y — Uo(af X))?] [|an — aol®.

Under our assumptions, E [(Y — ¥o(af X))?] is finite so we conclude that conditionnaly
on the first sub-sample, the second term is of order O(n=/2||&,, — ap||) = O(n~?/?) with
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arbitrarily large probability, whence M, g0 — M,y < Op(n_2/ 3). Combining this with
the fact that M, (gn) > M, (go) completes the proof of (9.67) and hence, the proof of
(9.65).

It remains to get rid of the log factor. Consider again K = C'logn for some C' > 0
that does not depend on n. Since G, is a subset of G, for arbitrary v > 0, it follows
from Proposition 7.10 that for all v € (0, (logn)?n~1/3] and for n large enough we have

VAE| sup [, - 1)(6) - 04, ~ 1) (an)|| < o0 (9.69)

9€GKw

where A depends only on R, ag, M,q,q and Ky and ¢,(v) = v'/2(1 +v=3/2n=1/2), It
follows from (9.65) that with a probability that can be made arbitrarily large, the esti-
mator §, belongs to G, with K = C'logn and v = n~/3(logn)? for some C' > 0 that
does not depend on n. The result (6.15) follows now by applying again Theorem 3.2.5 of
van der Vaart and Wellner (1996) with o = 1/2 and 7, ~ n!/3 combined to (9.67).

The proof of (5.14) only uses that a,, = ag + O,(n~1/3) so the same arguments lead
to (6.16) since &,, = ag + O,(n~'/3) by assumption. O

9.8. Some properties of exponential families

Proposition 9.2. LetY be an integrable random variable having a density with respect
to a dominating measure A on R of the form

yl(p) — B(ﬁ(u))}
o

where [ is the mean, ¢ is a dispersion parameter, ¢ is a real valued function with a strictly
positive first derivative on a non void open interval (a,b) C R, and h is a normalizing
function. We then have

1. B is infinitely differentiable with B' = =1 on (¢(a),£(b)), and ¢ is infinitely differ-
entiable.

2. If £(u) belongs to a compact interval wich is stricly included in the domain of B,
then we can find positive numbers ag and M that depend only on that compact
interval such that E|Y|* < ags!M*=2 for all integers s > 1.

y > h(y, ¢)exp { (9.69)

Proof. Setting n = £(u), the density takes the form

yn —¢B (n) } _

Since it integrates to one with respect to the dominating measure A, we have

exp {?} = [ b0y ex {%} aA(y)

imsart-bj ver. 2014/10/16 file: IsoSIM_Bernoulli_Arxiv.tex date: April 19, 2018

y = h(y, o) eXp{



52 Balabdaoui, F., Durot, C. and Jankowski, H.

for all n € (¢(a),£(b)). It follows from standard properties of the Laplace transform that
the right-hand side of the previous display is infinitely differentiable as a function of n
on R, so we conclude that B is infinitely differentiable on (£(a), ¢(b)). Moreover, we can
differentiate and interchange derivation and integration to obtain that on (£(a), £(b)),

%exp{%} = /h(y,@%exp{%}d)‘(y)

[0 exo {%} aA(y)

B) oy {BD).

¢ ¢

Hence, E(Y) = B'(n). Going back to the parameter u = E(Y'), we conclude that u =
B'(¢(p)) for all p € (a,b), whence B’ = £~1. This proves the first assertion.
To prove the second assertion, note that with again n = ¢(u) we have

yn — B0
Bl = [nto)exn fuw+ =20 b ang)
for all t € R. Now, denote by [c, d] the compact interval to which 7 is assumed to belong.
Because this interval is strictly included in the domain of B, there exists € > 0 such that
[c —e,d + €] is included in the domain of B. With ¢t = +e/¢, using the fact that the
density in the exponential family with natural parameter n + ¢t integrates to one, we
obtain

Elexp{tY}] = exp { Bln +¢t) = Bn) } .

5 (9.70)

Choosing t = £/¢ we conclude that

B(n+¢2 —B(n)} +eXP{B(n—¢;) —B(n)}

where the left-hand side is bounded uniformly in 7 since B is continuous on [c —&,d +€].
In the sequel, we denote by C' a positive number that is greater than the right-hand side
for all n € [c,d]. Since

Elexp{tlY])] < exp{

B Y|
ElexpltlY ]} = Y -

|

= s!
for all s > 0, we conclude that E|Y|* < ags!M*~2 for all integers s > 1, where ag = C/t>
and M = 1/t. This concludes the proof of Proposition 9.2. O
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