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Abstract Wide conditions are provided to guarantee asymptotic unbiasedness and L?-consistency
of the introduced estimates of the Kullback - Leibler divergence for probability measures in R?
having densities w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure. These estimates are constructed by means of two
independent collections of i.i.d. observations and involve the specified k-nearest neighbor statistics.
In particular, the established results are valid for estimates of the Kullback - Leibler divergence
between any two Gaussian measures in R? with nondegenerate covariance matrices. As a byprod-
uct we obtain new statements concerning the Kozachenko-Leonenko estimators of the Shannon
differential entropy.
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1 Introduction

The Kullback - Leibler divergence plays important role in various domains such as statistical
inference (see, e.g., [25], [28]), machine learning ([5], [32]), computer vision ([I1], [13]), net-
work security ([23], [44]), feature selection and classification ([22], [29], [41]), physics ([17]),
biology ([9]), finance ([45]), among others. Recall that this divergence measure between
probabilities P and @ on a space (S, B) is defined by way of

dP
D(P||Q) := /log (m) dP if P < Q, (1.1)
s

where fl% stands for the Radon-Nikodym derivative. Otherwise, D(P||Q) := 4+o00. We employ
the base e of logarithms (a constant factor is not essential here). It is worth to emphasize
that mutual information, widely used in many research directions, is a special case of the
Kullback -Leibler divergence for certain measures. For comparison of various f-divergence
measures see [34].

If (S,B) = (R% B(R?)) and (absolutely continuous) P and Q have densities, p(x) and
q(z), v € RY w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure p, then (L)) can be rewritten as

D(P||Q) = /p(x) log (%) dz for P < Q, (1.2)

R4

otherwise, D(P||Q) = +o0. To simplify notation we write dz instead of u(dx). We formally
set 0/0 := 0, 0-log0 := 0. For a (version of) probability density f denote by S(f) := {z €
R? : f(x) > 0} its support. Clearly, the integral in (L2)) is taken over S(p). Observe that
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when P < p and Q < p then P < Q if and only if P(S(p) \ S(q)) = 0. Formula (L2 is
closely related to cross-entropy and the Shannon differential entropy.

Usually one has to reconstruct the measures (describing a stochastic model under con-
sideration) or their characteristics using some collections of observations. In the pioneering
paper [19] the estimator of the Shannon differential entropy was proposed, based on the near-
est neighbor statistics. In a series of papers this estimate was studied and applied. Moreover,
estimators of the Rényi entropy, mutual information and the Kullback - Leibler divergence
have appeared (see, e.g., [20], [21], [42]). However, the authors of [27] indicated the occur-
rence of gaps in the known proofs concerning the limit behavior of such statistics. This issue
has attracted our attention and motivated our study of the declared asymptotic properties.
Thus in a recent work [7] the new functionals were introduced to prove asymptotic unbiased-
ness and L?-consistency of the Kozachenko - Leonenko estimators of the Shannon differential
entropy. The present paper is aimed at extension of our approach to grasp the Kullback -
Leibler divergence estimation. Instead of the nearest neighbor statistics we employ the k-
nearest neighbor statistics (on order statistics see, e.g., [3]) and also use more general forms
of the mentioned functionals.

Let X and Y be random vectors taking values in R? and having distributions Px and
Py, respectively (further we consider P = Py and Q = Py). Consider i.i.d. random vectors
X1, Xo, ..., and i.i.d. random vectors Yi,Ys, ..., with law(X;) = law(X) and law(Y;) =
law(Y). Assume that {X;,Y;,i € N} are independent. We are interested in statistical
estimation of D(Px||Py) constructed by means of observations X,, := {Xj,...,X,} and
Yo :={Y1,..., Y}, n,m € N. All random variables under consideration are defined on a
complete probability space (2, F, P).

For a finite set £ = {z1,...,2y} C R% where z; # z; (i # j), and a vector v € R?

renumerate points of E as z(1)(v), . .., 2(wv)(v) in such a way that [[v—zq)|| < ... < [Jv—zm ]
here || -|| is the Euclidean norm in R%. If there are points z;,, . . ., 2;, having the same distance
from v then we numerate them according the increasing indexes among 71, ...,7s. In other

words, for k =1,..., N, z4)(v) is the k-NN (Nearest Neighbor) for v in a set E. To indicate
that 2 (v) is constructed by means of E we write zp (v, E). Fix k € {1,...,n — 1},
le{l,...,m} and (for each w € Q) put

Roili) 1= 1X = X (X0 K \ AXD L Vinali) = [ = Yo (X Yo, i =1....m.

We assume that X and Y have densities p = dC';—MX and ¢ = dg—:. Then with probability one
all points in X,, are distinct as well as points of Y,,.
Introduce an estimate of D(Px||Py), for n > k + 1 and m > [, letting

n-

Bl ) = (k) — (1) + > log <%) . (1.3)

Here ¢ (t) = L1ogT'(t) = % is the digamma function, ¢t > 0.

Remark 1 If £ = then

Dom(k) = %ilog @mvl(i.))) +log <%) ,

and we come to formula (5) in [42].

Remark 2 All our results will be valid for the following generalization of statistics ﬁnm(k, [):

Do) = 3 (0k) = ) +1og () + 4 3o (2200) (1




where K, := {k;}",, L, := {l;}I~, and, for some r € N and all i € N, k; <r, [; <r. Note
that (L4) is well-defined for n > max;— . k; + 1, m > max;—1__, ;. We will only consider
the estimates ([L3)) since the study of D, ,,(IC,,, £,,) follows the same lines.

Developing the approach of [7] to analysis of asymptotic behavior of the Kozachenko-
Leonenko estimates of the Shannon differential entropy (introduced in [35], Part III, Section
20) we encounter new complications due to dealing with k-nearest neighbor statistics for
k € N (not only for k = 1). Accordingly, in the framework of the Kullback-Leibler divergence
estimation, we propose a new way to bound the function 1 — F,,,; .(u) playing the key role
in the proofs (see formula ([3.7)). Also instead of the function G(t) = tlogt (for t > 1),
used in [7] for study of the Shannon entropy estimates, we employ a regularly varying
function Gn(t) = tlogy(t) where (for ¢t large enough) logy(t) is the N-fold iteration
of the logarithmic function and N € N is chosen arbitrarily. Whence in the definition
of integral functional K, ,(v, N,t) by formula (Z.4]) below one can take a function Gy (z)
having, for z > 0, the growth rate close to that of function z. Moreover, this permits a
generalization of 7] results. Here we invoke convexity of Gy (see Lemma [6]) to provide more
simple conditions for asymptotic unbiasedness and L2-consistency of the Shannon differential
entropy than those employed in [7].

Mention in passing that there exist investigations treating other important aspects of
the mutual information and entropy estimation. In [I] entropy estimators are applied to
detection of the fiber materials inhomogeneities. The mixed models and conditional entropy
estimation are studied, e.g., in [§], [10]. The central limit theorem for the Kozachenko-
Leonenko estimates is established in [12]. The limit theorems for point processes on manifolds
are employed in [30] to analyze behavior of the Shannon and the Rényi entropy estimates.
The convergence rates for the Shannon entropy (truncated) estimates are obtained in [40]
for one-dimensional case, see also [37] for multidimensional case. Ensemble estimation of
density functional is considered in [38]. A recursive rectilinear partitioning for the differential
entropy is considered in [39]. The mutual information estimation by the local Gaussian
approximation is developed in [I6]. Note that various deep results (including the central
limit theorem) were obtained for the Kullback - Leibler estimates under certain conditions
imposed on derivatives of unknown densities (see, e.g., the recent papers [2], [24], [33]). Our
goal is to provide wide conditions for the asymptotic unbiasedness and L?-consistency of
the Kullback - Leibler divergence estimates ([L3]), as n,m — oo, without such smoothness
hypothesis. Also we do not assume that densities have bounded supports.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we formulate main results, Theorems [Tl
and 2l Their proofs are presented in Sections 3 and 4, respectively. Proofs of several lemmas
are given in Appendix (Section 5).

2 Main results

Some notation is necessary. For a probability density f in R? 2 € R% r > 0 and R > 0, as
in [7], introduce the functions (or functionals depending on parameters)

S f(W)dy
Ip(z,r) = oAy, (2.1)
M¢(z,R) := sup If(z,r), mg(z,R):= inf Is(z,r), (2.2)
r€(0,R] r<(0,R]

where B(z,r) := {y € R?: ||z — y|| < r}. Observe that changing sup,c( g by SUD,e(o 00
in the definition of M¢(x, R) leads to the celebrated Hardy - Littlewood maximal function



M (z) widely used in harmonic analysis. Some properties of the function [ Bla) fly) dy are
considered, e.g., in [14]. According to Lemma 2.1 [7], for a probability density f in R? the
function I;(z,7) defined in (2.) is continuous in (z,r) € R% x (0, 00).

Set e := 1 and e|n) := exp{ev-_1}, N € N. Introduce a function logy(t) := logt,
t>0. For N € N, N > 1, set logy(t) := log(logy_y(t)). Evidently, this function (for
N > 1) is defined if t > ejy_9. For N € N, consider the continuous nondecreasing function
Gy : Ry — R, given by formula

0, te [0, 6[N_1}],
Gy(t) = 2.3
w) {tlogm (t), t€ (-1, 00). 23

For probability densities p,q in R? some N € N and positive constants v,t,¢, R, we
define the following functionals with values in [0, 00|

Ko Ny = [ Galloglle = ol )p)a(w) do . (2.4)
z,y€ERY ||z—y||>t

Qpq(e, R) = g M;(x, R)p(z) dx, (2.5)

Tpq(e, R) = g m, (v, R)p(r) dx. (2.6)

Set K, 4(v,N) := Kp (v, N,epn). Clearly, for any N € N, v,t,u > 0 such that ¢ < u, one
has

K, ,v,N,u) < K,,(v,N,t) < K, ,(v,N,u) + max{Gy(|logt|"), Gn(|logu|")}. (2.7)

Remark 3 We stipulate that 1/0 := oo (consequently m_**(x, R) := oo when m,(z, R) =
0). For arbitrary versions of p and ¢, we can write in (Z5]), (Z6]) the integrals over the
support S(p) instead of integrating over R? (obviously, the results do not depend on the
choice of versions).

Theorem 1 Let Px and Py have densities p and q, respectively. Suppose that p and q
are such that, for some ¢; > 0,R; > 0 and N; € N, where i = 1,2,3,4 and j = 1,2,
the f’lL’flCtiO’flCLlS Kp7q(1, Nl), Qp7q(€1, Rl), Tp7q(€2, RQ), K&p(l, Ng), Qp7p(€3, Rg), Tp7p(€4, R4)
are finite. Then, for any fized k,l € N, the estimates Dy, m(k,1), introduced in (L3), are
asymptotically unbiased, i.e.

lim ED,n(k,1) = D(Px][Py). (2.8)
Remark 4 It is useful to note that if Qp4(c1, R1) < 0o and T, 4(e2, R2) < 0o for some pos-
itive €1, €2, Ry, Ry then [o,p(x)|logq(x)| dz < co. Indeed, definition (2.2) and the Lebesgue
differentiation theorem (see, e.g., Theorem 25.17 [43]) yield that m,(z, R2) < q(x) < M,(z, Ry)
for p-almost all x € RY. Evidently, log z < éza for any z > 1 and each £ > 0. Consequently,

/de(x” log g(x)| dr = /( Pl loga(a) du+ /( ) lOgﬁdI

1 1
< —Qpqler, Br) + =T, 4(e2, Ry) < oo.
1 E9

So, the integrals Qpq(c1, R1), Tpq(e2, R2), Qpp(es, R3), Tpp(c4, Ry) finiteness implies the
finiteness of integral in (L2) (and also guarantees that Px < Py ).



Lemma 1 Let p and q be any probability densities in R%. Then the following statements are
valid.

1) If K, 4(v9, No) < 0o for some vy > 0 and Ny € N then K, ,(v, N) < oo for any v € (0, 1)
and each N > Nj.

2) If Qpq(e1, R1) < 0o for some 1 > 0 and Ry > 0 then Q,4(c, R) < oo for any e € (0,&4]
and each R > 0.

3) If T, 4(e2, R2) < 00 for some g9 > 0 and Ry > 0 then T, ,(s, R) < oo for any € € (0, 4]
and each R > 0.

The proof is given in Appendix. In view of Lemma [I one can recast Theorem [ as
follows.

Corollary 1 Let, for some positive ¢, R and N € N, the functionals K, ,(1,N), Qp4(c, R),
Th4(e,R), Ky, (1,N), Qp,(c, R), T, (¢, R) be finite. Then ([2.8)) holds. Moreover, we obtain
the equivalent conditions assuming that these functionals are finite for somee >0 and R = ¢.

Let us also consider the following simple conditions.

(A; p, q,v) For probability densities p,q in R? and some positive v

L) = [ [ Noglle =yl pla)ato) dedy < o (29

We formally set log 0 :== —oo and, as usual, [, g(2)Q(dz) = 0 whenever g(z) = oo (or —o0)
for 2 € A and Q(A) = 0, where Q is a o-finite measure on (R, B(R?)).

(By; f) There exists a version of density f such that, for some M(f) € (0, 00),
flz) < M(f), z€R"
(Cy; f) There exists a version of density f such that, for some m(f) € (0, c0),

f(x) = m(f), =eS(f)

Corollary 2 Let conditions (A;p,q,v) and (A;p,p,v) be satisfied with some v > 1. Then
2.8) is true, provided that (By; f) and (Cy; f) are valid for f = p and f = q. Moreover, if
the latter assumption concerning (By; f) and (Cy; f) holds then (2.8) is true whenever p and
q have bounded supports.

Next we formulate conditions to guarantee L?-consistency of estimates (L.3).

Theorem 2 Let the requirements K, ,(1, N1) < oo and K, ,(1, N2) < oo in conditions of
Theorem[l be replaced by K, 4(2, N1) < 0o and K, ,(2, N2) < oco. Then, for any fived k,1 € N,

the estimates ﬁnvm(k‘,l) are L?-consistent, i.e.

tim_E (D (k1) - D(PX||PY))2 0. (2.10)

,1M—00

Due to Lemma [Il one can recast Theorem [2 as follows.

Corollary 3 Let, for some positive ¢, R and N € N, the functionals K, ,(2,N), Qp,(c, R),
Toa(e, R), K, 5(2,N), Qp (e, R), Ty ,(g, R) be finite. Then ([210) holds. Moreover, we obtain
the equivalent conditions assuming that these functionals are finite for somee > 0 and R = €.



Corollary 4 Let conditions (A;p, q,v) and (A;p, p,v) be satisfied with some v > 2. Assume
that (By; f) and (Cy; f) are valid for f = p and f = q. Then (ZI0) is true. Moreover, if the
latter assumption concerning (By; f) and (Cy; f) holds then (210)) is true whenever p and q
have bounded supports.

Note that D.Evans considered the “positive density condition” in Definition 2.1 of [14]
meaning that there exist constants § > 1 and 6 > 0 such that % < fB(x " q(y)dy < Br

for all 0 < r < § and z € R% Consequently m,(z,d) > ﬁ =m > 0, z € R% Then

Thq(e,0) <m™ [oup(x)de = m™ < oo for all € > 0. Analogously, M,(z,d) < V% =M,
M >0,z e€RY and Qpq(e,0) < M* [o,p(x) de = M® < oo for all € > 0. It was proved in
[15] that if f is smooth and its support is a compact convex body in R? then the mentioned
inequalities from Definition 2.1 of [I4] hold. Therefore, if p and ¢ are smooth and their
supports are compact convex bodies in R? then one can simplify conditions of Corollaries [I]
and

Now instead of (C1; f) we consider the following condition introduced in [7] that allows
us to work with densities, whose supports need not be bounded.

(Cy; f) For a fixed R > 0, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 and a version of a density f such
that
mys(x, R) > cf(x), xR (2.11)

Remark 5 If, for some positive ¢, R and ¢, condition (Cs;q) is true and

/Rd q(z) " p(z)dr < oo, (2.12)

then obviously T, ,(e, R) < co. Thus in Theorems [I] and 2 one can employ, for f = p and
f = ¢, condition (Cj; f) and suppose, for some ¢ > 0, finiteness of [, ¢(x) *p(z)dz and
Jga P! (x)dz instead of the corresponding assumptions T}, 4(e, R) < oo and T),,(e, R) < co.
To illustrate this observation we provide a result for a density with unbounded support.

Corollary 5 Let X, Y be Gaussian random vectors in R? with EX = px, EY = uy and
nondegenerate covariance matrices Xx and Xy, respectively. Then relations ([2.8) and (2.10])
hold where

1 det X
DPlIPy) = 5 (1 (57720) + oy = pox) 55 G = ) = -+ 1o (S ) ).

The latter formula can be found, e.g., in [25], p. 147. The proof of Corollary [l is discussed
in Appendix.
Similarly to condition (Cy; f) let us consider the following one.

(Bs; f) For a fixed R > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 and a version of a density f such
that
My(z, R) < Cf(a), @€ S(f). (2.13)

Remark 6 If, for some positive ¢, R and ¢, condition (By; q) is true and

/[Rd q(z)°p(x)dr < oo (2.14)

then obviously @, (¢, R) < co. Thus in Theorems [I] and 2] one can employ, for f = p and
f = ¢, condition (Bj; f) and suppose that [., q(z)*p(z)dz and [, p'™¢(z)dz are finite (for
some € > 0) instead of the assumptions @, 4(c, R) < 0o and @), (e, R) < oo.



For a fixed k& € {1,...,n — 1}, consider the Kozachenko - Leonenko estimate of the
Shannon differential entropy H(X) of a vector X with values in R? having a density p
w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure. Namely, H(X) = — [.(logp(z))p(z)p(dz) and, for ii.d.
observations X7, X, ..., such that law(Xl) = law(X) set for all n > k + 1,

Zl < de()” - 1)) . (2.15)

Similar to (4) one can employ the following generalization of statistics H,, (k):

:——Zw )+ log Vy + log (n — 1) Zloank

where IC,, := {k;},, and, for some r € N and all i € N, k; <r.

Corollary 6 Let Q,,(c, R) < 0o and T, ,(c, R) < oo for some positive ¢ and R. Then the
Jollowing statements hold for any fivzed k € N.
1) If, for some N € N, K, ,(1, N) < oo, then EH,(k) — H(X), n— oo.
2) If, for some N € N, K, ,(2,N) < oo, then E(H,(k)— H(X))2 =0, n— oco.

In particular, one can employ L, ,(v) with v > 1 instead of K(1,N), and with v > 2
instead of K(2,N), where N € N.

The proof of the first statement of this corollary is contained in the proof of Theorem [I
Step 5. In a similar way one can infer the second statement of Corollary [6] by means of the
proof of Theorem [2, Step 5.

3 Proof of Theorem [I]

For n,m € N such that n > 1, for fixed k e Nand m € N, where 1 <k <n-1,1<I<m
and i = 1,...,n, set ¢ (i) = mV,e (i), (i) = (n — 1)RE (). Then we can rewrite the
estimate ﬁnm(/f, [) as follows

n

Bl 1) = 0(0k) = (1) + 3 (105 (i) ~ Jog o) (3)

It is sufficient to prove the following two claims.
Statement 1. For each fixed [, all m large enough and any i € N, E|log ¢,,,;(7)] is finite.
Moreover,

> 108 6ma(i) = Elog (D) + v(1) ~ gV~ [ pla)loga(e)dz, m oo (32
=1

R4

Statement 2. For each fixed k, all n large enough and any i € N, E|log (, x(7)| is finite.
Moreover,

%Zlog G (i) = Elog Gu (1) = ¢ (k) —log Vg — / p(z)logp(z)dz, n—o0.  (3.3)
i—1 R

Then in view of (3.1), (3.2) and B.3)

EDum(k,l) = — [ p(x)log ) da + / p() log p(x) de = D(Px||Py), n.m — .

R4 R4



We are going to discuss in detail only the proof of Statement 1, since Statement 2 is
established in a similar way. It was explained in [7] that if V' is a nonegative random
variable (hence EV < co) and X is an arbitrary random vector with values in R? then

EV = /R E(V|X = 2)P (dz). (3.4)

Formula (B.4)) means that simultaneously both sides are finite or infinite and coincide. Let
F(u,w) be a regular conditional distribution function of V' given X where u € [0, 00) and
w € €. Let h be a measurable function such that h : R — [0, 00). Then, for Px-almost all
r € R4, it follows (without assumption EA(V) < oo) that

E(h(V)|X =) = / h(uw)dF (u, 7). (3.5)

[0,00)

This means that both sides of (B3] are finite or infinite simultaneously and coincide.

By virtue of (3.4]) and (B8.5)) one can prove that E|log ¢,,,,(¢)| < oo, for all m large enough,
fixed [ and for all ¢ € N, and (3.2) holds. For this purpose we take V = ¢,,,(i), X = X;
and h(u) = |logu|, u > 0 (we use h(u) = log®u in the proof of Theorem ). To reduce the
volume of the paper we only consider below the evaluation of Elog ¢,,,(7) as all steps of the
proof are the same when treating E|log ¢y, (7)|.

We divide the proof of Statement 1 into four steps. Preliminary Steps 1-3 are devoted
to the demonstration, for z € A C S(p) and i € N, of relation

E(log ¢m,1(1)| Xi = ) = E(log ¢ (1)[ X1 = x) — (I) — log Vg —log q(x), m — oo, (3.6)

where A depends on p and ¢ versions, Px(S(p) \ A) = 0. Then Step 4 justifies the desired
result (3.2). Step 5 contains the validation of Statement 2.

Step 1. Here we establish the distribution convergence for the auxiliary random variables.
Fix any i € Nand [ € {1,...,m}. To simplify notation we do not indicate the dependence
of functions on d. For z € R? and u > 0, we study the asymptotic behavior (as m — o) of
the following function

where
U

i d
Wi o (1) = /B o ¢(2)dz, rm(u) = (E) e = mlr = Yoo V)|t (3.8)

We have employed in ([3.7)) the independence of random vectors Y7, ...,Y,,, X; and con-
dition that Yi,...,Y,, have the same law as Y. We also took into account that an event
{Hx - Yy (z, Ym)H > 1y, ()} is a union of pair-wise disjoint events A, s =0,...,l—1. Here
A, means that exactly s observations among Y,, belong to the ball B(z,r,,(u)) and other
m — s are outside this ball (probability that ¥ belongs to the sphere {z € R?: ||z — z|| = r}
equals 0 since Y has a density w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure p). Formulas (87) and (B.8))
show that F) ; (u) is the regular conditional distribution function of ¢y,,(i) given X; = x.
Moreover, ([3.7) means that ¢,,,(i), i € {1,...,n} are identically distributed and we may

omit the dependence on i. So, one can replace F,; (u) with Fy, ;. (u).



According to the Lebesgue differentiation theorem (see, e.g., [43], p. 654) if ¢ € L}(R?)
then, for p-almost all z € R?, the following relation holds

1
im — 2)—qg(x)| dz = 0. 3.9
/B ERT (3.9)

0% u(B(z. 7))

Let A(q) stand for a set of all the Lebesgue points of a function ¢, i.e. points z € R? satisfying
B9). Clearly, A(q) depends on the chosen version of ¢ belonging to the class of equivalent
functions from L'(R?) and, for an arbitrary version of ¢, we have u(R%\ A(q)) = 0.

Note that, for each u > 0, 7,,(u) = 0 as m — oo, and p(B(x,rm,(u))) = Vd(rm(u))d =
%. Therefore by virtue of (3.9), for any fixed x € A(q) and u > 0,

. Vdu
T om
where a,,(z,u) — 0, m — oo. Hence, for z € A(q) N S(q) (thus g(x) > 0), due to ([B1)

Winz(u) (q(z) + am(z,u)),

— (Vaug(z))*
Foiz(u) —>1— Z VAULE)) o ~Vaua@) .- Fi.(u), m — oo. (3.10)

|
— s!
Relation (3.I0) means that

Emie S &0z € Mq)NS(q), m— oo, (3.11)

where ¢, has I'(V; ¢(x), 1) distribution.

We assume without loss of generality (w.l.g.) that, for all x € S(q), the random variables
&0 and {&1.2 }m>1 are defined on a probability space (€2, F, P) since in view of the Lomnicki
- Ulam theorem (see, e.g. [18], p. 93) one can consider the independent copies of Y7,Ys, ...
and {& 2 }zes(q defined on a certain probability space. The convergence in law of random
variables is preserved under continuous mapping. Hence, for any = € A(q) N S(q), we come
to the relation

log &t e fay log&; ., m — oo. (3.12)
We took into account that, for each # € A(g) N S(q), one has &, > 0 a.s. and since Y has
a density we infer that P(&,,, > 0) = P(H:ﬂ - Y(l)(:z,Ym)H > 0) = 1. More precisely, we
can ignore zero values of nonnegative random variables (having zero values with probability
zero) when we take their logarithms.

Step 2. Now we show that instead of (B.0]) validity one can verify the following statement.
For p-almost every x € A(q) NS(q),

Elog& . — Elog&,, m — oo. (3.13)
Note that if n ~ I'(a, A), where a > 0 and A > 0, then

aAuA—le—au v U)\—le—v
Elogn:/ loguidu:/ <log—)7dv
(0,00) ['(A) (0,00) a/ T(A)

PPN P f(o 00) v e v do
= log v——~+—dv — log a— =(\) — loga.
/(O,oo) I'(A) I'(A)

(3.14)

Set o = Vyq(x), where g(z) > 0 for z € S(q), and A = [. Then Elog&,. = ¥(l) —
log (Vaq(x)) = (1) — log Vy — log g(z). By virtue of (3.4, for each x € RY,

ElOg gm,l,x - / IOgUdFm,l,x(u) = / 1OgUdP(¢m,l(1) S U|X1 - ZL’)
(0,00) (0,00)

= E(log ¢, (1)| X1 = ).



Thus, for z € A(q) N S(q), the relation E(log ¢y,:(1))|X: = z) — ¥(I) — log Vy — log q(z)
holds if and only if (B13) is true.

According to Theorem 3.5 [4] we would have established ([B.13) if relation (3:12) could
be supplemented, for p-almost all x € A(q) N S(q), by the uniform integrability of a family
{log &miztm>mo(z)- Note that, for each N € N, a function Gx(t) introduced by (2.3) is

increasing on (0, 00) and GNT(t) — 00, as t — oo. Therefore, by the de la Valle Poussin
theorem (see, e.g., Theorem 1.3.4 [6]), to guarantee, for p-almost every = € A(q) N.S(q), the
uniform integrability of {log &1z tm>mo () it suffices to prove, for such x, a positive Cy(x)
and my(z) € N, that
>sup( )EGNl(\ logémiz|) < Co(z) < o0, (3.15)
m>mo(x
where Gy, appears in conditions of Theorem [II
Step 3 is devoted to proving validity of (BIH). It is convenient to divide this proof into

its own parts (3a), (3b), etc. For any N € N, set

s
_1 _ 1 1
’ <10g[N]( logt) + T log[j](—logt)) , TE <O’ E[NJ] ’
1
gN(t) = Oa te <%ae[N}:| )
1 -
\ t (log[N](log t) + vazzl log[j](logt)) ’ te (e[N}7 OO) )

where the product over empty set (when N = 1) is equal to 1.
We will employ the following result, its proof is given in Appendix.

Lemma 2 Let F(u),u € R, be a distribution function such that F'(0) = 0. Then, for each
N € N, one has

1 Gn(|logul)dF (u F(u)(—gn(u))du,
)f(m]} Igl)()f(ol}()(g())

2) Jy ) ol o uDdF () = f. " (1 = F(w)gn(u)du.

Note that, for u € (ﬁ, e[Nﬂ], we have G, (| logu|) = 0. Therefore, due to Lemma [2 for
z € A(g)NS(q) and m > 1, we get EGn, (|log & 1.|) == I1(m, z) + Io(m, x) where

4076[;11]

For convenience sake we write I;(m, x) and Is(m, x) without indicating their dependence on
N, l and d. Recall that Ny is fixed.
Part (3a). We provide bounds for I1(m,x). Take R; > 0 appearing in conditions

] Let us denote my := max{[ﬁw ,l}, where
N1l eiNg

Li(m,x) = Foiz(w)(—gn, (u))du, I(m,x) ::/ (1 — Fya(w)gn, (u)du.

(e[N1]7OO)

of Theorem [Il and any u € (O

’6[

1/d
[a] :=inf{m € Z : m > a}, a € R. Then r,,(u) = (%)l/d < (- < Ry if m > my.

€[Ny
Note also that we can consider only m > [ everywhere below, because the size of sample

Y,, should not be less than number of the neighbors I (see, e.g., 8.7)). Thus, for R; > 0,

we (0,1, x e R and m > m,
Tl ’

sirm(a)) 40) WY er) 1Y) dy
Wina(t) St 19) < swp Jier) 1) Y

- B — R
M(B(xarm(u))) ng(u)‘/d - re(0,R1] /rd‘/d Q(Ia 1),




and we obtain an inequality

Woalt) < My, ) p(Br, () = o2 T0Vat (3.16)

If e € (0,1] and t € [0, 1] then, for all m > 1, invoking the Bernoulli inequality, one has
I—(1—=t)" < (mt). (3.17)

By assumptions of the Theorem @, ,(¢1, R1) < oo for some ¢; > 0, Ry > 0. According to
Lemma [l we can assume that e; < 1. Thus, due to (3.I7) and since W, .(u) € [0, 1] for all
z €RY u>0and m > 1, we get

1- (1 - Wm,x(u))m < (me,x(u))€1' (318)

In view of ([3.7), (3.I6) and (B3I8) one can claim now that, for all x € A(q)NS(q), u € (0, ﬁ]
and m > my,

l

By ol) = Z(m) (W) (1= Wi a(w)™

s=0 (319)
M, ( 1%
<1- (1 B m (m q SL’ Rl du) (Mq(l’, Rl))slvdmuel'
Therefore, for any = € A(q) N S(q) and m > my, one can write
I (m7 ZL’) < (MII(Iv R1>>El VdEl ( } u€1(_gN1 (u)) du
0,
o (3.20)

< (Voo )7 | 8RBy (e N, )My (o, B2

pu)
€[Vq]

where Uy(g, N,d) := ViLy(e), Ly(e) = Le[Nfl] ooy 0813y (1) + 1)e ¢'dt < oo for each € > 0
and any N € N. We took into account that (—gn,(u)) < %(log[Nl](—logu) +1)if u €

(0,755
Teg) |

Part (3b). We give bounds for Iy(m, x). Since gy, (u) < M if u € (eqn,],00), we
can write, for m > max{efNﬂ, I},

IOg[N1+1}(u) + 1
u

du

I(m, ) < / (1= Fyp(u))
(eng1:vV/mM]

lo u) +1
o[ - Baw) B 1, [ = Fuata)gm @ du
(v/,m?] Y (m?, oo}

= Jl(m, SL’) + Jg(m, LL’) + Jg(m, LL’)

Evidently,

1= = Y0 (") (o) (L= Pusw)™ =PZ 2 m—141), (321

r
r=m—Il+1

where P, ,(u) =1 — Wy,.(u) and Z ~ Bin(m, P, . (u)).



By Markov’s inequality P(Z > x) < e"**Ee*? for any A > 0 and 2 > 0. One has

E — jéekj (T) (Pua()) (1= Poa(w)™ (3.22)

=30 (1) (Puse?) (1= P = (1= Pos) 4P

Consequently, for each A > 0,
L= Fpga(u) < e l“)(l—P ) + Py (u))"

= D (W (1) + A1 = Wiy o (u))) " = XD ( (1 _ _) Wm,x(u))m. (3.23)

To simplify bounds we take A = 1 and set Sy = S1(I) := €'~!, Sy := 1 — I (recall that [ is
fixed). Thus S; > 1 and Sy < 1. Therefore,

1= Fupa(u) <81 (1= Sy Wy, o(u)™ < Syexp{—SemW,,.(u)}, (3.24)

where we have used an elementary inequality 1 —¢ < e™* ¢ € [0, 1].
For R, > 0 appearing in conditions of the Theorem and any u € (e[N],\/ﬁ}, one

can choose my := maX”ﬁw , MNIJ ,l} such that if m > my then r,(u) = (2)Y" <
2

m —

1/d
(\/—%> < R,. Due to (38)) and ([B.24)), for u € (en,), v/m] and m > ma, one has

1= Fpp.(u) < Spexp {_52 m% WW\ZZ(U) }

(3.25)
fB(x,rm(u)) q(z) dz

p(B(x, rm(u)))

by definition of my (for f = ¢) in (Z2). Now we use the following Lemma 3.2 of [7].

= S;exp {_SQVdu } < Syexp{—=S:Vyumy(z, R2)},

Lemma 3 For a version of a density q and each R > 0, one has u(S(q) \ Dy(R)) = 0 where
D,(R) :={z € S(q) : my(z, R) > 0} and m,(-, R) is defined according to (22]).

It is easily seen that, for any ¢t > 0 and each § € (0,¢], one has et < t°. Thus,
for x € Dy(Rz), m > ma, u € (ein],v/m| and €2 > 0, we deduce from conditions of the
Theorem (in view of Lemma [l one can suppose that 5 € (0, €]), taking into account that
mg(x, Re) > 0 for x € D,(Ry) and applying relation (3.25), that

1 — Fr.(u) <81 (SoVyumy(x, Re))™ 2. (3.26)

Thus, for all z € A(q) N S(¢) N D,(R2) and any m > mo,

Jl(m, LL’) S

Sl / log[NlJrl}(u) +1 du
(52 ‘/2[)52 (ml}(xu R2))62 (en,1,00) utte (327)

= U2(52> Ny, d, l)(mq(ifa R2))_62’

where UQ(E, N, d, l) = Sl(l) LN(€)(SQ Vvd)_6



Part (3c). Consider Jy(m,z). In view of ([3.26]), for all x € A(q) NS(q) N D,(R2) and any
m > ma, it holds 1 — mlx(\/ﬁ) < 81 (SoVymy(z, Ry)y/m) ">, Thus (as my > 2)

du

Jo(m, x) < /(\F 2](1 = FmJ@(u))log[N”i(u) +1

< (1= Fusalvm) /( g UE22(0) +1) dlog

—e9 _f2 3
S Sl(SQVd)_52 (mq(l’, Rg)) m 2 (log[N1](2 logm) + 1) 5 10g m.
Then, for all x € A(g) N S(¢) N D,(R2) and any m > mo,
Jg(m, LE‘) < Ug(m, £a, Nl, d, l) (mq(x, RQ))_EQ y (328)

where Us(m, €9, N1, d, 1) := %Sl(l)(ngd)_‘”m_%2 log m (loggy, (2logm) + 1) = 0, m — oc.

Part (3d). To get bounds for J3(m,z) we employ several auxiliary results.

Lemma 4 For each N € N and any v > 0, there are a := a(d,v) > 0, b := b(N,d,v) > 0
such that, for arbitrary z,y € R,

Gn (Iogllz = y|I") < aGx (|log |z —yll|") + . (3.29)

The proof is provided in Appendix.
On the one hand, by (3.8)), for any w > 0, we get

Wi z(mw) = / q(z)dz = Wy 4(w).
B(z,wl/d)

On the other hand, by ([B), one has F ; ,(w) = 1— (1—Wy 4(w)) = Wi ,(w). Consequently,
for any m € N, w > 0 and all z € R?,

Wino(mw) = Fi 1 5(w). (3.30)

Moreover, Fy 1 4(w) = P(||Y — z||* < w). So, &1.14 faw |Y — 2||”. Thus, in view of Lemmas
and M (for N = Ny and v = 1)

/(ew oyt P lllgm (w)du = | Gnogu)dRLw)

(e[Nﬂ’OO
= E [G, (logéi12) T{&10 > e }] = E[Gr, (log [V — 2| V{]Y — 2! > eqny}]
= G, (log [l =yl a(y) dy
LERd, ||I—y||>(6[N1])1/d (331)

od.) [ 10 Gow (108 i =yl a(w) dy -+ BN, d. 1)
yeR?, lo—y||> (en,))
~ad.) [ G, (10g 12 — yla(y) dy + b(Ny, d, 1),
yeRd, [lo—y|>epn,)

since Gn(t) =0 for t € [0, en—_1)], N € N.



Now we will estimate 1 — F},,;,(u) in a way different from (3.23). Fix any § > 0. Note
that, for all m > (I—1) (14 §) and s € {0,...,1—1}, it holds -~ < —— < 1+4. Then,
for all z € R?, u > 0 and m > max{l, (I — 1) (1 + $)}, in view of (B7) one can write

1 Fugalt) = (1= W) 3 (m; 1) T (Wi () (L= W)™

m—s

~ ®»
[l
- o

< (140) (1= Wy (w) (m - 1) (Wi () (1 = Wi ()"0

s=0 5
<(140) (1 —Wipa(u)). (3.32)
We are going to employ the following statement as well.
Lemma 5 For each N € N, a function logy,(t), t > ev_1), is slowly varying at infinity.

Its proof is elementary and thus is omitted.
Part (3¢). Now we are ready to get the bound for J3(m,x). Set u = mw. Then one has

1
NI du
szl log; (logu)

1 1
= (1— Fppp(mw))— (logN 1 (mw) + ) dw.
/m,w] w o [T, logy,) (mw)

Inequality w > m and Lemma B imply logy, 1(mw) < logiy, 11(w?) = logy,(2logw) <
2logy, 417(w) for w large enough, namely for all w > W, where W = W(N,).

Take § > 0 and set ms := max{l, [(l —1)(1+3)],[W(M)], [ew,]}. Let further
m > ms. Then

1
J3(m,x) = /( 2 ](1 — lex(u))a (log[Nl](log u) +

J3(m,z) < 2/

(m, oo]

1 1
(1= Fhpz(mw))— (logN n(w) + —) dw.
w P TI, logy (w)

By virtue of (3.30) and (8.32) one has
1= Fopz(mw) <(140) (1 —Wya(mw))=1+9)(1—Fii.(w)). (3.33)

Hence it can be seen that

J(m, ) < 21+ 6) / (1= Fipa(w)) gy, (w) duo. (3.34)

(m, od

Introduce
Ry(a) = / Grlloglle — yl)a(y) dy, Ay(Gx) = {x € S0) : Ru(x) < oo}.
yERY, |lz—y||>epn

Let us note: 1) Px(S(p) \ A,(Gn,)) = 0 as we assumed that K,,(1,N;) < oo; 2)
Px(S(p) \ S(q)) = 0 as Px < Py; 3) u(S(q) \ (Alg) N Dy(R2))) = 0 due to Lemma
Bl Since Py < p we conclude that Px(S(g) \ (A(g) N Dy(R2))) = 0. Hence, one has
Px(S(p) \ (Alg) N Dy(R2))) = 0 in view of 2) and because B\ C C (B\ A) U (4\ O) for
any A, B,C C R% Set further A := A(q) NS(q) N Dy(R2) N S(p) N Ay(Gy,). It follows from
1), 2) and 3) that Px(S(p) \ A) =0, so Px(A) = 1. We are going to consider only = € A.



Then, by virtue of (3:31]) and (3.34)), for all m > m3 and x € A, we come to the inequality
J3(m,z) < 2(1+ 6)(a(d, 1) Ry, (z) + b(N1,d, 1)) = A(6,d) Ry, (z) + B(6,d, Ny),  (3.35)

where A(6,d) == 2(1 + 6)a(d, 1), B(6,d, N,) := 2(1 + 6)b(N,, d, 1).
Part (3f). Thus, for each x € A and m > max{m;, ms, ms}, taking into account (.20,

B21), (328) and ([B.38) we can claim that

EGn, (| log&miz|) < Li(m,z) + Ji(m,z) + Jo(m, x) + J3(m, x)
< Ui(e1, N1, d)(My(x, R1))®* + Us(e2, N1, d, 1) (my(x, Ry)) ™ (3.36)
+ Ug(m, €9, Nl, d, l) (mq(x, Rg))_az + (A((;, d)RNl (ZL’) + B((g, d, Nl)) .

Moreover, for any > 0, one can take my = my(k, €9, N1, d, 1) € N such that Us(m, g9, N1, d, 1) <
K for m > my. Then by virtue of ([8.3]), for each x € A and m > mg := max{my, ma, mz, my},

EGNI (| log 5m,l,x|) < Ul (517 Nla d) (MQ(Ia Rl))al
+(Uz(e, N1, d, 1) + K) (mg (2, Ra)) ™% + (A(6, d) Ry, (x) + B(6,d, N1)) := Cy(x) < oc.
(3.37)

Hence, for each z € A, the uniform integrability of the family {log &1.4},,5,, is established.

Step 4. Now we verify (Z8). We have already proved, for each € A (thus, for Px-
almost every z belonging to S(p)) that E(log ¢, (1)|X; = x) — ¢¥(I) — log Vy — log q(z),
m — oo. Set Z,(z) = E(log ¢ i(1)| X1 = ) = Elog&, .. Consider z € A and take
any m > max{ms, ms, m3, my}. We use the following property of Gy which is shown in
Appendix.

Lemma 6 For each N € N, a function G is convex on R,.

Thus a function Gy, is nondecreasing and convex. On account of the Jensen inequality

Gy ([Zmi(@)]) = Gy ([Elog &m i z]) < Gy (E[10g &mia]) < EGn, ([10g&mial)-  (3.38)

Relation (337) guarantees that, for all m > my,

[ G (Zus@) (o) d < User, Nrsd)@pfer. 1)
R
+(U2(€2, Nl, d, l) + I{)Tp7q(€2, Rg) + A((S, d)Kpﬂ(l, Nl) + B((S, d, Nl)

We have established uniform integrability of the family {Z,,;}m>m, w.r.t. measure Px.
Thus, for 2 € N,

Elog ¢.(i) :/

[ Ellog 6, (11X = 2)P, () = / Zou() plz)da

R4

— (1) — log Vg — / p(x)log q(z)dx, m — oo,
Rd
and we come to relation (3.2)).
Step 5. Let us briefly discuss the Statement 2. Similar to F,,;.(u), one can introduce,
forn,keN,n>k+1, 2 € R? and u > 0, the following function

Fogz(u) =P (Cui(i) <ulX;=2)=1-P (H:E — Xy (2, X, \ {x})H > rn_l(u))

Ly (” - 1) (Vaaa () (1 = Viaa (@)™ 1= P (Eupe <)

s=0 s

(3.39)



where 7, (u) was defined in (3.8]),

Viz(u) := / p(z)dz, En,m = (n—1) ||z = Xz, X, \ {x})Hd (3.40)
B(z,rn(u))

Formulas (339) and (340) show that F, 1 ,(u) is the regular conditional distribution function
of (,x(1) given X; = x. Moreover, for any fixed u > 0 and x € A(p) N.S(p) (thus p(z) > 0),

k-1

~ V S .
o) 513 %ﬂmm — Fsu), 1 oo,
s=0 :

Hence, gn,m oy E,m, x € A(p)NS(p), n — oco. For N € N, set ZP(GN) = {x € S(p) :
Ry (z) < oo}, where

Rv(o):= [ Gov(lo o — yl)p(o)dy
yERY, |lz—y||>epn

Introduce A := A(p) N S(p) N D,(Rs) N ZP(GNZ). Then P(A) = 1 and, for z € A, one
can verify that EGn,(|1log&,k.|) < Co(x) < oo and therefore Elog&,, . » — Elog& . Thus
E(log Gux(1)[ X1 = @) — 9(k) — log V4 — logp(z), n — o0o. Set Zy, . (x) := E(log Gui(1)| X1 =
). One can see that, for all n > ng, [z0 Gn,(|Znk(2)|)p(x) dz < co. Hence similar to Steps
1-4 we come to relation (B.3)).

The proof of Theorem [l is complete. [J

4 Proof of Theorem

First of all note that, in view of Lemmal[ll the finiteness of K, ;,(2, Nq) and K, ,(2, N;) implies
the finiteness of K, ,(1, Ny) and K, ,(1, N2), respectively. Thus the conditions of Theorem
entail validity of Theorem [ statements. Consequently under the conditions of Theorem 2] for
n and m large enough, one can claim that D,, ,,(k,1) € L*(Q) and ED,, ,,,(k,1) — D(Px||Py),
as n,m — oo. R

We will show that D, ,,(k,1) € L*(Q2) for all n and m large enough. Then we can write

E (Dol 1) - D(PX||PY))2 = var (Buyulk.)) + (EDusulk. 1) - D(PXIIPY))2 .

Therefore to prove (2.10) we will demonstrate that var <1A?nm(k, l)) — 0, n,m — oo.

Due to (3.7) the random variables log ¢, (1), ... ,1og ¢, (n) are identically distributed
(and log G, k(1), ..., log (uk(n) are identically distributed as well). Hence (B.1]) yields

n

var(Dy,m(k, 1)) = ni > cov(10g (i) — 108 G (i), 108 6ma(i) — 108 Gui(7) )

i,j=1
= %var (Iog Gm(1)) + % > cov (10g $ui(i), 10g dmi(4))

1<i<j<n

+%var (log Cnr(1)) + % Z cov (log Cn x(7), 10g G k(7))

1<i<j<n

2 n
- Z cov (log ¢p,1(7), log Cu k(7)) -

1,7=1



We do not strictly adhere to notation used in Theorem [ proof. Namely, the choice
of the sets A C R4, A C R? positive U;, C;(z),Cj(z) and integers m;,n;, where j € Z,
and z € R?, could be different. The proof of Theorem P is also divided into several steps.
Steps 1-3 are devoted to the demonstration of relation tvar(log ¢, (1)) — 0 as n,m — oo,
while Step / contains the proof of relation % ZKKK” cov(log ¢i(i),10g @ i(4)) — 0 as
n,m — oo. In Step 5 we establish that

2 ) .
ﬁ Z COV(IOg Cn,k(l)a 10g Cn,k(j)) — 07 n — 09,

1<i<j<n

This step is rather involved. In Step 6 we come to the desired statement var (f)mm(k:, l)) —
0, n,m — oo.
Step 1. We study Elog? (¢,(1)), as m — oo. Consider
A= A(q) N S(q) N Dy(R2) N S(p) N Apa(G, ), (4.2)

where the first four sets appeared in Theorem [ proof, and A,2(Gy), for N € N and a
probability density p on RY, is defined quite similar to A,(Gy). Namely, for z € R? and
N € N, introduce

Ryalz) = / G (log? [l — yll)a(y) dy (4.3)
llz—yll>en

and set A,2(Gn) == {z € S(p) : Ry2(x) < oo}. Then Px(S(p) \ Ap2(Gn,)) = 0 since
K, (2, N1) < co. It is easily seen that Px(A) = 1. The reasoning is the same as in the proof
of Theorem [1l

Recall that, for each x € A, one has logé&,, ., lay log& ,, m — oo, where &,,;, =

m Hx - Yy (z, Ym)Hd and &, has I'(V;¢(z), 1) distribution. Convergence in law of random
variables is preserved under continuous mapping. Hence, for any x € A, we come to the
relation

log? Emia faxy log? ey T — 0. (4.4)

In view of ([B.1), for each x € A,

E 10g2 gm,l,m = /( ) 10g2 u dFm,l,m(u> = /( ) 10g2 u dp(¢m,l(1) S U‘Xl = LL’)
0,00 0,00

= E(log? ¢ (1) X1 = ).
Note that if n ~ I'(a, A), where a > 0 and A > 0, then

(4.5)

A, A—1_—au

a’ute 1 v\ 2
Elog’n = / log? u du = / (log —) v e dv
(0,00) ['(A) L'(A) Jo,00) o

1
= —— </ v og?ve U dv — 2log o / v ogve ™ dv + log? o / v e dv)
I'(A) \J(0,00) (0,00) (0,00)

TN = 2logal’(A) +log”aT'(A)  T7(N)
N I'(A) T

Since &, ~ I'(Vag(z),1) for x € S(q), one has

E log? Elo = 0 —249(1) log(Vaq(z)) + log?(Vag(x))

()
F//(l)

= log? q() + log g(x) (2log Vy — 2¢(1)) + <10g2 Va=29()logVat W)

—29()\) log o + log? a.

(4.6)

= log® q(x) + hy log q(x) + ha,



where hy := hy(l,d) and hsy := hs(l,d) depends only on fixed [ and d.
We prove now that, for x € A, one has

E(log® ¢m.(1)|X1=2) —log® q(x)+hy log q(x)+hy, m — oco. (4.7)

By virtue of ([&H) and (&) relation (7)) is equivalent to the following one Elog? &, —
Elog® & ., m — 0o. So, in view of (@&4) to prove ([E7) it is sufficient to show that, for each
x € A, a family {log2 fm,l,x}m>mo (=) is uniformly integrable for some mg(z) € N. As in the

proof of Theorem [Il we can verify that, for all x € A and some nonnegative Cy(x),

sup EGNl(log2 Emiz) < Co(z) < 00. (4.8)

m>mo(x)

Step 2. Now our goal is to prove (&8). For each N € N, introduce p(N) := exp{,/€n_1}
and

0, te %,p(N)},

1
2logt <10gm(log2 t)+ W) 1€ (

As usual, a product over an empty set (if N = 1) is equal to 1.
To show (8] we employ the following result.

hN(t) =

o
-
=
2
g

Lemma 7 Let F(u),u € R, be a distribution function such that F(0) = 0. Fiz an arbitrary
N € N. Then
v (u))du,

Z)f GN (log? u)dF (u ) f(oriv)] F(u)(=h
2) f(p ) G ( (log® u)dF (u = Sy me) (1 = F(u) oy (u)du.

The proof of this lemma is omitted, being quite similar to one of Lemma 2l By Lemma
[ and since Gy, (log? u) = 0, for u € (p(Nl) p(Nl)}, one has

Pt () (o, (1)t + / (1= Pyt () ()l

(p(Nl),OO)

= I1(m,z) + Iy(m, x).

EG, (10g? ) = /<
0

7]

To simplify notation we do not indicate the dependence of I;(m,z) (i =1,2) on Ny, [ and d.
We divide further proof into several parts.
Part (2a). At first we consider I;(m, z). As in Theorem [ proof, for fixed Ry > 0 and ¢; >
0 appearing in the conditions of Theorem [2, an inequality F,;.(u) < (M,(z, Ry))= V' u®

holds, for any v € A, u € (O, m] and m > m; = max{[m—‘ ,l}. Taking into

—2logu)(lo; og2u
account that 0 < (—hy, (u)) < (2rg)( g[fﬂ(l ORD) ifue <0, p(fl\fl):|a we get, for m > my,
—2logu) (lo log?u)+1
Li(m,x) < (My(x, Ry))* V! ( gu) ( %@f( g u) )du
(0.5 u (4.9)

= Uy (g1, Ny, d) (M, (, Ry))™*

Here Uy(e, N,d) := V;Lna(e), Lna(e) =
e >0 and any N € N.

2 —et
f[mpo) 2 (1Og[N] (t ) + 1) e ' dt < oo for each



Part (2b). Consider I5(m,x). Asin the proof of Theorem [I], taking into account that, for
u € (p(Ny),00), hy, (u) < 21"% (log[Nl](log2 u) + 1), we write, for all m > max{p?(N1),},

2logu (log[Nﬂ(log2 u) + 1) J
u
u

lg(m,l') S / (1 — FmJ@(u))
(p(N1),v/m]

2logu (lo log? u) + 1
+/ (1 Fo(u)) 28 (logn, (log” u) )du
(v/m,m2] u

—I—/ (1 — Fpuz(u)hy, (u) du = Jy(m, x) + Jo(m, z) + J3(m, x),
(m?,00)

where we do not indicate the dependence of J;(m,z) (j = 1,2,3) on Ny and .
For Ry > 0 and €5 > 0 appearing in the conditions of Theorem 2, one can prove (see
Theorem [ proof), that inequality

1 — Fyo(u) < Sp(SaVaumg(x, Ry)) ™ (4.10)
holds for any z € A, u € (p(N1), v/m] and all m > my := max { {ﬁ-‘ [0 (NY)] ,l}. Here
2
S1 := S1(l) and Sy are the same as in the proof of Theorem [Il For all x € A and m > ms,
we come to the relations

J < d
) S (G Vo, B} utre "

= Us(e2, N1, d, 1) (my(z, Ry)) ™2,

where UQ(&?, N, d, l) = 251 (l) LN,Q({:‘)(SQ ‘/2[)—52'
Part (2¢). Now we turn to Jo(m,x). Take 6 > 0. Then, due to ([@I0), for all x € A and
any m > ms,

Jo(m,x) < 2(1 = Fpya(v/m)) /( | logu (logpy, (log? u) + 1) dlogu
\/mvn'b2

< 481(85Vy) "2 m ™% (my(z, Ry)) ™ (log|y,)(410g> m) + 1) log® m
= Us(m, ez, N1, d, 1) (my(z, Ry)) 2,
where Us(m, e, N, d, 1) := 451 (S, V)~ =2m~ % (log® m) (logp, (4 log”m) + 1) = 0, m — oo.
Part (2d). Now we consider J3(m,z). Take u = mw. Then J3(m, z) has the form

1
N 5 ) dw.
szl log; (log*(mw))

S, / 2logu (log[Nﬂ(log2 u)+1)
(p(Nl),OO)

(4.12)

[ By 2 <1ogm<1og2<mw>> "

Due to Lemma [{ there exists T'(N) > p(V) such that
1og[N](log2(w2)) = log (4 log? w) < 210gm(10g2 w), w >T(N). (4.13)

Pick some 6 > 0 and set m3 := max {l, [({—1) (1+3)|,[T(N1)], [p(N1)]}, where T(N)
was introduced in (4I3). Consider m > mg. In view of Lemma [ (for N = N; and v = 2),

B33), EI13), [2.7) and since w > m,
J3(m, ) §/

(m, o0)

1 ) ;
— w
H;V:ll ! log; (log® w)

1
<41+ 5)/ (1= Fi(w)) - ) dw
(m, o) H;V:l1 ! log[j](10g2 w)

= 4(1 + 5) /( )(1 — Fl,l,:c(w))th (w) dw S 4(1 + 5) / (1 — Fl,l,:c(w))th (w) dw

(p(N1)7 OO)

(1~ gl 225 ) (bgwaog?(w?)) -

2logw

<1Og[N1} (10g2 UJ) +
w



= 4(]_ + (5) [ (N1)o0) GN1 (10g2 'lU) dFl,l,:c(w) = 4(]. + 5)E[GN1 (1Og2 5171755)]1{6171@ > P(Nl)}]
= 4(1 + O)E[G, ((log [|Y — 2[|)V){|IY — [ > p(N1)}]

=A4(1+9) / G ((log ||z — y[|)?)g(y) dy
yER, [z —y||>(p(N1))1/4

< 4(1+4) (a<d, 2) [ G, (1082 | — yll)a(y) dy+ b(Nr. d. 2))
yeRY,[|lz—y||>(p(N1))*/?

= 4(1 + 5) (a(d, 2) (RNhg(l’) + GN1(6[2N1—1])) + b(Nl, d, 2))
= A(6,d)Ry, 2(z) + B(d,d, Ny),
(4.14)

Ry (x) is defined in (£3), A(6,d) := 4(1+6)a(d, 2), B(6,d, Ny) := 4(1+6) (a(d, 2)GN1(6[2N1_1})—|—
b(N17 d7 2))
Part (2e). Thus, for each z € A and m > max{m;, mo, m3}, taking into account (4.9),

(411), (A£12) and (414]), we can claim that
EGn, (log” &nie) < Li(m,z) + Ji(m, ) + Jo(m, ) + J3(m, x)
< U1(€1, Nl, d)(Mq(ZIZ, Rl))al + UQ(EQ, Nl, d, l)(mq(x, Rg))_az (415)
+U3(m, €9, Nl, d, l) (mq(x, R2))—82 + A((S, d)RNLQ(ZB) + B((S, d, Nl)
Moreover, for any £ > 0, one can choose my := my(k,e3, N1,d,l) € N such that, for m

my, it holds Us(m, ey, Ni,d,l) < k. Then by (A1), for each x € A and m > myg :

max{my, ms, ms, My},

v

EGNl (10g2 ém,l,w> < Ul (617 va d)(MQ(xv R1>>61

+(U2(€2, Nl, d, l) + /i) (mq(x, Rg))_€2 + A((S, d)RN172($) + B((S, d, Nl) = Co(l’) < 0.
(4.16)

Hence we have proved the uniform integrability of the family {10g2 gmvlvx}m>m0 for each
x € A. Therefore, for any x € A (thus for Px-almost every = € S(p)), relation (&) holds.

Step 3. Now we can return to Elog® ¢,,(1). Set A, (z) := E(log® ¢,,,(1)| X1 = 2) =
E log? Emiq. Consider x € A and take any m > my. Function G, is nondecreasing and
convex according to Lemma [6l Due to the Jensen inequality

Gy (Ami(2)) = G, (Elog? &) < EG, (1087 & ia)- (4.17)
Relation (4.17) guarantees that, for each = € A and all m > my,

/d GN1 (Am,l(x))p(x) dx S U1 (81, Nl, d)an(El, Rl) + (UQ(EQ, Nl, d, l) + K)an(fg, RQ)
R
+A(5, d)Kp7q(2, Nl) + B((g, d, Nl) < oQ.

We have established uniform integrability of the family {A,,;(*) }im>m, (W.r.t. measure Px).
Therefore, we conclude that

E log? Gma(l) — / p(x) log? q(z) dx + hy / p(z)log q(z) dx + hy, m — 0.
Rd Rd

It is easily seen that finiteness of integrals @, (1, R1), Tp (€2, R2) implies that

/Rd p(x) log? q(x)dx < oo, /Rd p(x)|log q(z)|dr < .



This is verified as in Remark @ by taking into account that log®z < zz for all z > 1
and ¢ > 0. Thus, Elog®¢,,,(1) — 7 < oo. Hence var (log ¢,,,(1)) = Elog Gma(1) —
(Elog ¢mi(1))* = 7 — 72 < 00, m — oo, where 7 := ¢(I) — log Vi — [p. p(2)log q(z) dx
according to (3.2). Consequently, Zvar (log ¢y, (1)) — 0 as n,m — oc.

Step 4. Now we consider cov(loggbml( ), 10g ¢i(j)) for @ # j, where 4,5 € {1,...,n}.
For z,y € RY, introduce conditional distribution function

O, (W) == P(6(1) < u, $a(j) < wlXi =2, X; = y), u,w>0. (4.18)
For z,y € RY u,w >0, i # j,

Oy (s w) =1 = PG (i) > ulX; = 2, X; = y)
(¢ml()>w|X_$X _y)+P(¢ml()>u¢ml()>w|X_xX )
=1 =P (||l = Yo (2, V)| > rm(w)) =P (|ly = Yoy (y, Yom) || > rm(w))

+P Hx— n(x, Yo, H > 1 (u ),Hy—Y(l)(y,Ym)H >rm(w)).

(4.19)

Here r,,(a) = (%)% for all @ > 0, as previously. One can write ®,, ;. ,(u, w) instead of
<I>’m] 1.2y (U, w), because the right-hand side of (4£19) does not depend on i and j.

Set Ay == {(z,y) :x e A,yc A z#y}and Ay = {(z,y) 1z € A ye Az =y}
where A is introduced in (£.2)). Evidently, (Px ® Px)(A;) =1 and (Px ® Px) (A2) = 0.

Consider (z,y) € A;. Obviously, for any a > 0, r,,(a) — 0, asm — oo. For (z,y) € A; we
d
take ms = ms(u, w, ||z —yl|) == Rﬁ) max {u,w}—‘. Then 7, (u) < @ and 7, (w) <

le=vl for all m > ms. Thus B(x,rm(w)) N B(y, rm(w)) = @ if m > ms. Consequently, for
2 6(u, w, ||z — y||) :== max {ms,2(1 — 1)},

P Ha: — Yy (@, Yo) || > rm(w),

0 Yo || > ri(w))
-1 -1

= Z Z 81182 — 8 — 82)' (Wm,x(U))ﬁ (Wm,y(w))SZ (1 - Wm@(u) . Wm,y(w))m_81_82 ‘

$1=0 s2=0

(4.20)

In view of (37), (AI9) and (£20), one has for ®,,,; . ,(u, w) the following representation

5> (1) st (= Wity > () 0Ty ) (1 W )™

s1=0 s2=0
-1 -1
#3011~ W) = W)™
(4.21)
For any fixed (z,y) € A; and u,w > 0,
m! s1 52 (VdUQ(z))Sl (‘/dwq(y))sz
s1lsol(m — 51— $9)! (Won,a ()" (W (w)) = 51! S9! e



Then, according to (£21]), (B.10) and (£22]), for all fixed u,w > 0, (x,y) € Ay, one has

-1

1% (V.
Prptzy(u,w) =1 — Z 7( dusql(! z) —Vauq(z Z dwq e~ Vawa(y)
s1=0 =0
N lzi lzi Vduq ' Vawa(y)” v, (wa@)+waw)
|
$1=0 s2=0 52
-1 -1
(Vaug ()™ v, (Vawq(y))™ _
—(1— e e dMJ(:v)> <1 — AdmHN)) deq(y)>
( 512::0 81! 522::0 82!

= Fl . (u)F (w) == Oy (u,w), m — oo.

Thus @, , , (-, ) is a distribution function of a vector ;. ,, := (&2, &1.y), Where &, ~ I'(Vaq(x), 1),
&y ~ I'(Vag(y), 1) and the components of 7, , , are mdependent Observe also that @, ., (-, )
is a distribution function of a random vector 1,14y = (Emiws Emiy)-

Consequently, we have shown that 7, ay Mey a5 m — oo. Therefore, for any
(LU, y) < Alv

law
1Og gm,l,x log gm,l,y — log gl,x log gl,yu m — O0.

Here we exclude a set of zero probability where random variables under consideration can
be equal to zero. Note that, for all 7,j € N, 7 #£ j,

E(log &m iz 108 Emy) = / / log ulogw d®, ;. (u, w)
(0,00 0.00
= E(log ¢(i)10g ¢y (4)|Xi = 2, X; = y).

Obviously, in view of (8.14) and since &, and ¢, are independent, one has

E(log &2 log &1y) = Elog & . Elog &, = (¥(1) —log Vg —log q(x))(¥(1) —log Vg — log q(y)).

Now we intend to verify that, for any (z,y) € A,

E(1og ¢mi(1) log ¢y (2)| X1 = 2, Xo = y)
— (¥(1) — log Vg — log q(z)) (¥ (1) — log Vg — log q(y)), m — oo.

Equivalently, one can prove that, for each (z,y) € Ay, E(log &2 108 &m1y) — E(log &, log &),
m — 00.

Part (4a). We establish the uniform integrability of a family {log &, 1,108 &ty }m>m, for
(z,y) € Ay. The function Gy, (+) is nondecreasing and convex. Thus, for any (z,y) € A;,
following the proof of Step 2, one can find mg (the same as in the proof of Step 2) such that,
for all m > my,

(4.23)

(4.24)

EGN1 (| log gm l,x IOg gm 1 y|) % (EGNl (IOg gm l x) + EGN1 (108; gm ! y))
< (M, B + (M, R))) + 2 (g, R)) = o (mgly, B2) ) (425)
+§ (RN1,2<z> + RN1,2<y>) +B=Cylr.y).

Clearly, Uy, Us, k, A, B do not depend on z or y by virtue of (4.16)). Hence, for any (z,y) € Ay,
a family {1og &2 108 &m iy tm>me 1s uniformly integrable. Therefore we come to (4.24) for
(l’, y) € Al-



Part (4b) Set Tm,l(za y) = E(lOg ¢m,l(1) 1Og ¢m,l(2)|X1 = x>X2 = y) = E(IOggm,l,x 10g€m,l,y)>

where (z,y) € A;. Then (£24) means that T, ,(z,y) — (¢¥(1) —log Vy — logq(z)) (¢ (1) —
log V; — log q(y)) for any (z,y) € Ay, as m — oo. Note that

GNl(‘TmJ(xa y)‘) = GNl(‘Eloggm,l,w 10g gm,l,y‘)
S GN1(E| 1Og gm,l,x IOg gm,l,yD S EGN1(| 1Og gm,l,x IOg gm,l,yD-

Due to ([£25) and (£26]) one can conclude that, for all m > mg, as (Px @ Px) (4;) =1

(4.26)

L [ enTuteap@ipt e = [ [ Gr(Tuste.p) Do) de dy

(xvy)EAl

<U / M2 (z, R)p(x) d + <U2 + K) / my = (z, Ra)p(x) dz + A / Ry, 2(x)p(z) dz + B
R4 R4 R4
= UlQp7q(€1, Rl) + (UQ + I{)Tp,q(Eg, RQ) + Avaq(Q, Nl) + B < 0.

Hence, for (z,y) € A;, a family {Tm7l(x,y)}m>m0 is uniformly integrable w.r.t. Py ® Px.

Consequently,
[ [ Tnstetalnty) dedy
Rd JRd

- /Rd /Rd(@b(l) —log Vi — log q())(¢(1) — log Va — log q(y))p(z)p(y) dz dy, m — oo.
(4.27)

Thus

2
€10 1) o )+ (00) ~1oxVs— [ logaop(a)de) oo (429
R4
On the other hand, taking also into account (B.2]), we come to the relation

E1og (V0BG — (000 oV~ [ loggtomo)ar) . (429

Therefore (£28) and ([#29) imply that

% Z cov (log ¢y, (), 10g Pi(7)) =

1<i<j<n

—1
COV(lOg ¢m,l(1)> lOg ¢m,l(2)) — 07 n,m — 00

Step 5. Now we consider cov(log (, x(7),log (ux(j)) for i # j, where i,j € {1,...,n}.
Similar to Step 4, for z,y € R? and u,w > 0, introduce a conditional distribution function

By (W) = P(Guili) <, Gup(f) S wlXi =2, X; = y)

=P (HI - X(k)( 7{XS}8752'J U{y}) H < 7pa(u), k)(?J, {XS}S;,Ai,j U {SE})H < T’n_l(w))
= P(ﬁg,ﬁ U nnkj <w), u,w >0,

(4.30)

where ﬁg,ﬁi = (n —1) Hx—X(k (2, {Xs}szij U{y}) Hd. We write further CAISn’k,x,y(u,w),
N 1. and 17, instead of <I>n]k oy (W W), nfj,if,c, ﬁff,z]y, respectively (since Xi, Xy, ... are i.i.d.

random vectors). Moreover, @n kay(u,w) is the distribution function of a random vector
Mz = (T g.as Ty k) @and the regular conditional distribution function of a random vector

(Care(9), Cane(5)) given (Xi, X;) = (z,1). One has



Oy (U, w) = 1= P (|| = Xy (2, { X Yoris U {yD)]] > 1 (u))
—P (Hy_X(k)(y’ { X }s;éz'jU{l‘} H > o1 (w ))
+P (|7 — Xy (2, {XFopi Uy || > rna (w), ) Y (X Yoriy U{a})|| > rr(w)) -

Introduce A A(p) N S(p) N D,(Ry) N gpg(GNg),

where the first three sets appeared in Theorem [I] proof (Step 5), and gpvg(G N), for N € N
and a probability density p on R?, is defined in full similarity to A,(Gy). Namely, introduce

Rna(z) = /” . Gnlog e —lhplo) dy
z—yl||>e

and set A,,(Gy) == {z € S(p) : Rya(z) < oo}. Then Px(S(p) \ A,2(Gy,)) = 0 since
K,,(2,Ny) < 0. It is easily seen that PX(;[) 1.

Consider A4, ::{x ) z €A, yeA x;éy}andfb —{:c Y) xeg,yeg,x:y}.
Evidently, (Px ® Px) (A1) =1 and (Px @ Py) (A;) = 0. For any a > 0, r,,(a) — 0, as m —

d
0. Hence, for (z,y) € Ay, one can find 75 = 75 (u, w, ||z — y||) = 1+ R”x y”) max {u,w}—‘

such that 7,1 (u) < 224, (w) < 2240 if > 75 Then B(x, 71 (1)) N B(y, 1 (w)) =
@ if n > n5(u,w, |z — yl|). Thus, for n > fg := max {75, 2k}, one has

Do (1 0 —1—:Z:t)< ) 1w ()™ (1= Vi o))" 2

- i (n . 2) (Vie1y ()™ (1 = Vi ()" (4.31)

s0=0 52
k—1 k—1 2)'
n—1.x S1 Vn_ 52 1_ A _Vn_ n—2—sl—32.
+51208220 51'32 n - 2 — S1 — 82)' (v 1, (u)) ( 1,y(U))) ( V 1, (U) l,y(w)>

Therefore, for each fixed (z,y) € Ay, u,w > 0, we get, as n — 00,

k-1 k—
¥ (‘/dup(x)) —V up(x V;lwp —V wp(y)
®n,k,x,y(u>w) —1- Z 81! ! Z ’
s1=0 2=0
k=1 k—1
Vd up ' Vawp(®))” —vi(up@)rwrw)
DI ]
$1=0 52=0
S Vap@)™ o (1 - S Ve PO v _ 7 (o7
(oS )
s1=0 1 52=0 52
= &)k,x,y('l% ’LU)
Here &th(-, -) is the distribution function of a vector 7y ., = (Ek,x,fkvy), where E,m ~

IF'(Vap(x),k), &y ~ T'(Vap(y), k) and the components of 7y ., are independent.

Consequently, we have shown that 7, ., lay Miwy as n — 00. Therefore, for any

(l’, y) € A1>
log ﬁg,m 10g 77y 1y ay log & . log &k yy m — 00. (4.32)



Here we exclude a set of zero probability where random variables under consideration can
be equal to zero. In a similar way to ([@L.23)), for ¢,5 € {1,...,n}, i # j, we write

E log ﬁfjm log Ny 1y = / / logulogwd&>n,k7x7y(u, w)
0,00 0,00

- E(log Co(2)log Cui(F)|Xs = 2, X; = y),

(4.33)

Since 'é,m and g;w are independent, formula (314]) yields

E(log &, log &) = Elog &, Elog &, = (¥(k) — log Vi — log p(a)) (¥ (k) — log Vi — log p(y)).

For any fixed M > 0, consider /TLM = {(z,y) € Az -yl > M}. Now our aim is to
verify that, for each (z,y) € Ay,

E(log o (1) 1og Cue(2)| X1 = 2, Xo = y)

(4.34)
— (¥(k) — log Vg — log p(2)) (¥ (k) — log Vg — logp(y)), n — oo.
Equivalently, we can prove, for each (z,y) € Avl, a, that
Elogn,) ., log 7y, — Elog 5” log éw, n — oo. (4.35)

The idea that we consider only (z,y) € 217 w18 principle for the further proof.
Part (5a). We will establish the uniform integrability of a family {logn,,  logn7,  }n>m,

for (x,y) € Zl,M and some ng € N which does not depend on x,y, but can depend on M.
Then, due to (£32]), the relation (£35]) would be valid for such (z,y) as well.
As we have seen, the function Gy, (-) is nondecreasing and convex. Hence

EG, (110871 1 108 k) < 5 (EGw,(log” ), ) + EGx, (log® 7)) - (4.36)

1
2
Let us consider, for instance, EGy, (log? ko) As at Step 2 we can write

EGy, (log? 77 .) = / ]Fm ) (— gy () s + / (1= E, () (u)dus

(054 (P(2).22)
= Il(n, xZ, y) + ]2(71, xz, y)>

where
ngx( ) = P(ﬁr?ik,x Su) :1_P(“$_X(k( {X }s;ﬁwu{y} H > Tp—1 u))

= {le —yll > roa(u)} <1— = (") V)" (= Vo) ) .

e =yl < s () (1 X (") Mt - vn_l,m))"—?—s) .

s=0
As usual a sum over empty set is equal to 0 (for k = 1).
If ue (O, ﬁ], where p(N) = exp{,/en—1j} and n > n; = p(N;)Md-‘ + 1, then

rp—1(u) < M. Thusr,—1(u) < ||z —y||. Inview of ([A37), n,m(u)
(1 = Vi—12(w))" 275, Similarly to (3.I9), one has

I
—_
I
!
1
O =

Fy

nkx

< (222) (e R)Vin)® < OB RSV (439

n —



for all (z,y) € Ay, u € <O, m} ,n > max{n, (M), n2(R3)}, where nip(R3) := max { {m—‘ +

1,k + 1}. Consequently, I1(n,z,y) < Ui(es, No,d) (M,(z, R3))™ for all (z,y) € /TLM and
n > max {n; (M), ny(R3)}. Moreover, for all u > 0, in view of (£.37)) it holds

1= Bl < 3 ("7 G 0 Vo) @39

The same reasoning as was used in Theorem [l proof (Step 3, Part (3b)) leads to the inequal-
ities

1= Y () < S1(k) (1= 82 Voo o (u)" ™ < Syexp {—S, (n — 2)Vi1..(u)}
_ —€4 (4.40)
< Spexp {—Z — i SoVagumy(z, R4)} <SS (%Vdu my(z, R4))

for all n > max {n3(R4),3}. Then similarly to ([AI5]), the relation
EGn,(log” 7Y 1.) < Ur(My(x, R3))™ + (U + ) (my(x, Ra)) ™™ + A Ry, 2(x) + B = Cy(x) < 00

is valid for all (x,y) € AVLM and n > ng(M) := max {1, ns, n3, n4(k),3}. Here Uy, Uy, k, A, B
do not depend on x or y. Thus, in view of (4.30), one has

_ — U c e
EGN, (1087, 108777, 1) < SH((Myl, Ba)) + (M (y, Ry))" )

2

(OmpCo, R)Y =+ (myf, R) ) + 5 (Bwaaa) + R o0) + B 2= Gl ).
(4.41)

UQ—F/’%
2

+

Hence, for any (x,y) € AVL m, a family {log7!, logn7, }.>7, is uniformly integrable. Thus
we come to (A34) for (x,y) € A1 .

Part (5b). Setj:n,k(x,y) = E(log Cuk(1)log G i(2)| Xy = 2, Xo = y) =Elogn,) ;.. log 0,
for all (z,y) € A;. Relation (£34) validity is equivalent to the following one: for any
(z,y) € Avar, Tug(z,y) = (W(k) —log Vi — log p(z)) (¢ (k) — log Va —logp(y)), as n — oo.

Now take any (z,y) € Ay. Then, for any fixed M > 0 and (z,y) € A, we have proved that

Lok, y){lz =yl > M}

(4.42)
— (¢(k) —log Vy —log p(x)) (¢ (k) — log Vi — log p(y))I{ ||z — yl| > M}, n — oo,
Note that
G Toala )l — yll > MY) < Ooa(Tusle ) = OralElog s, 108Ti0) 1o

< G, (E[log 7, ., 10g 1) < EG, ([Tog 1)y, 108 77,0, 1)

Due to (£41)) and (£43) one can conclude that, for all n > ny,

/R d / Gl Tuple )Tl — > MY)plaply) de dy

<U / M= (z, Ry)p(x) dar + (@ + K) / m>= (z, Ry)p(x) dz + A / R, o(x)p(z) dz + B
R4 R4 R4

= U1Q, (3, R3) + (Us + k)T, p(e4, Ry) + AK, (2, N3) + B < oo.



Hence, for (z,y) € Ay, a family {Tnk(z,y)]l{HI -yl > M}}n>ﬁo is uniformly integrable
w.r.t. Px ® Px. Consequently, in view of ([#34), for each M > 0,

|| Testewpop) dedy

z,y€RY, |z —y|[>M

- / / (6(k) — log Vi — log p(x)) (w(k) — log Vi — log p(y))p()p(y) dz dy, n — .

z,y€RY, ||z —y||>M

(4.44)

Now we consider the case ||z — y|| < M. One has (22, {|| X1 — X,|| < 1} = {X; = X,} and
P (X; = X5) =0 as X; and X, are independent and have a density p(x) w.r.t. the Lebesgue

measure . Then
P(IX: X < M) =0, M0,

Taking into account that, for an integrable function A, fc hdP — 0 as P(C) — 0, we get
E(log Gk (1) log Gk (2)I{[| X1 — Xo|| < M}) = 0, M — 0, (4.45)

since Elog (, (1) log (, x(2) < % (Elog2 Cox(1) + Elog? an(Q)) < 00 (the proof is similar to
the establishing that Elog ¢, (1) < 00). Hence, for any v > 0, one can find M; = M;(y) >0
such that, for all M € (0, M;] and n > no,

I Tstewpent) sy

z,y€R?, lz—y[|<M

= |Elog ¢un(1) log drna ({1 X1 — Xaf| < M}| < .

Set v(t) := (k) —log V; —logp(t), t € R%. Also there exists My = My(7y) > 0 such that, for
all M € (0, M),

g
<=
3

/ / v(@)v(y)p(z)p(y) dv dy

ZB,yGRd, ||ac—y||§M

Take M = min{M, Ms}. Due to (£44) one can find n7(M,~) such that for all n >
max{ng, n7(M,~)} the following inequality holds

/ / T, y)p(2)ply) do dy — / / v(@)o(y)p(e)p(y) de dy| < %

(E,yERd, ||(E—y||>M (E,yERd, ||(E—y||>M

So, for any v > 0, there is M () > 0 such that, for all n > max{ng, n7;(M,~)}, one has

/Rd /Rd Tnk(ib’, y)p(x)p(y) do dy — /Rd /]Rd v(x)v(y)p(x)p(y) dx dy

By virtue of the formula

<. (4.46)

[ [ @ acar= (w0 -vogvi [ tosptonpiar)

and taking into account (£.46) we come to the relation

Elo G 1086,(2) = (0(06) ~ 1oV~ [ (o p(a))p(e)d )



Moreover, in view of (3.3 (see Step 5 of Theorem [ proof), we have

Eloz G (DE oz Guu(2) = (018 =g Vi~ [ (ogpte)nla) dr)

Therefore
2 , , 2(n—1
23 covlomu(i) losuti)) = 2 Meou(log (1), log Gus(2) = 0, 1 oo

1<i<j<n
Step 6. Reasoning as at Steps 1-3 shows that %var (log ¢u k(1)) = 0, n — oco. To prove
that

2 © , .
ﬁ Z cov (log ¢m,l(z)a log Cn,k(])) — 07 n,m — 00,
ij=1
we write, for 7,7 = 1,....n, u,w > 0, 2,y € R4, 2 # y, |l —y| > rp_1(w) (thus n >

”wi"y”d + 1) and m € N,

P (¢ma(i) < u,Guil)) S wlXi =z, X; =y)
=P (|l = Yo (@, You)[| < 7o), [ly = Xy (0, {X}siy U{zD]| < 1 (w)
=1 =P (|l = Yoy (z, Yn)|| > rm(w) = P ([Jy = Xowy (v, {XYsris U {2})]| > 70 (w))
+P ([l = Yoy (2, Yo ) || > (@), ||y = Xy (0, { XYy U {2})|| > rna(w))

- () W) 1 = Wil Z (" 7)) (1 = Vay )

- - (1 — ()Wt (1 - Wm<u>>m—81>
(1 - (" 7) Ot - vny<w>>"-2-82>

Further we combine the estimates obtained at Steps 4 and 5 of Theorem 2l proof. Note that
now we consider (z,y) € Ay N A; and employ Grax{n,, N2} (¢)-

Thus we have established that var(ﬁn,m(k,l)) — 0 as n,m — oo, hence (Z.I0) holds.
The proof is complete. [

A Proofs of auxiliary results

Proofs of Lemmas [ [2 and [ are similar to the proofs of Lemma 2.5 and 3.1, 3.2 in [7]. We
provide them for the sake of completeness.

Proof of Lemmalll

1) Note that log ||z — y|| > epv—1) > 1 if || — y|| > e;n) and N € N. Hence, for such z,y,
one has (log ||z — y||)” < (log||lz —y||)* if v € (0,15]. If N > Ny then Gy (u) < Gy, (u) for
u > en—1] > eng—1]- Thus K, (v, N) < K, 4(v0, Ny) < oo for v € (0,1] and any integer
N > Ny.



2) Assume that @, ,(c1, R1) < oo. Consider @, (1, R) where R > 0. If 0 < R < Ry
then, for each z € R?, according to the definition of M, one has M,(z, R) < M,(z, R;).
Consequently, Qp4(c1, R) < Qpq(c1, R1) < 0o. Let now R > R;. One has

fB(mR q(z)dz fB(wr B(z,R )q(x)dx
M, (z, R) < max< M,(xz, R;), su F1) :
ol ) { ol 2 R1<rI;R w(B(x,r))

1 1
uw@ﬁm}‘MW“M+mmam»

< max {Mq(ZE, Ry), My(x, Ry) +
Therefore

Qo1 ) /R (M, ) plr) dr < /R d (Mq(x, R+ ﬁ)alp(x) da

< max{1,27'} (Qp,q(bel) + (R?Vd)_al) < 0.

Suppose now that @, ,(c1, R) < oo for some €; > 0 and R > 0. Then, for any € € (0, 4],
the Lyapunov inequality yields @, (¢, R) < (Qpq(c1, R )):1 < 00.

3) Let T, ,(2, R2) < co. Take 0 < R < Ry. Then, for each z € R? according to the
definition of m, we get 0 < my(x, R2) < my,(z, R). Hence T}, (2, R) < T, 4(¢2, R2) < 0.
Consider R > Ry. For each z € R? and every a > 0, the function I,(z,r) is continuous in r

n (0, a]. Consider an arbitrary (fixed) z € S(¢) NA(g). Then there exists lim, o1 I,(z,7) =
q(z). For such z, set I,(z,0) := ¢(z). Thus I,(z,-) is continuous on any segment [0, al.
Hence, one can find Ry in [0, Ry] such that my(x, Re) = I,(x, R,) and there exists Ry in 0, R]
such that m,(z, R) = I,(z, Ry). If Ry < Ry then m,(z, R) = m,(z, Ry) (since m,(z, R) <
mg(z, Re) for R > Ry and my(z, R) = I,(x, Ry) > my(x, R2) as Ry € [0, Ry]). Assume that
Ry € (Rs, R]. Obviously Ry > 0 as Ry > 0. One has

wrn) 1WAy + [0 () dy
my(z, R) = I,(x, Ry) = IB( f2) fB( +Ro)\B(z,R2)

IU“((:E>RO))
Joteny 908 _ p(B(z, Ry) u(B(x, R.)

Thus in all cases (Ry € [0, Ry] and Ry € (R2, R]) one has m,(z, R)
Ry, < R. Taking into account the relation u(S(q) \ (S(q) N A(q)))
inequality

(%)qu (z, Ra)

0 we come to the

1A%

R ead
Tp7q(€2, R) < (R—) Tp7q(€2, Rg) < OQ.

2

Assume now that 7}, ;(e2, R) < oo for some €5 > 0 and R > 0. Then, for any ¢ € (0, e2], the

Lyapunov inequality yields T}, ,(¢, R) < (1}, 4(¢2, R))*2 < oo. The proof is complete. [
Proof of Lemmal2 We start with relation 1). Note that if a function g is measurable and

bounded on a finite interval (a,b] and v is a finite measure on the Borel subsets of (a, b] then

f(a . g(z)v(dx) is finite. Thus, for each a € (0, %} , using the integration by parts formula



(see, e.g., [36], p. 245) we get

/(ave;ﬂ]

= Gy(—loga)F(a) +/

(v
“Iv]

Assume now that [ (0 ) } Gy(—logu)dF(u) < oo. Then by the monotone convergence

"e[N]

Fu) (—gn(u)) du = = }F(u)d(—GN(—logU))
i (A1)
Gn(—logu) dF(u).

theorem
lim Gn(—logu)dF(u) = 0. (A.2)

a—0+ (0 [l]

Clearly, the following nonnegative integral admits an estimate

Gx(=logu) dF(u) > G (—loga) / dF (u)
= C(;;](— loga)(F(a) — F(0)) = Gy(—log c(to)’g(a) > 0.
Therefore (A.2)) implies that
Gy(—loga)F(a) -0, a—0+. (A.3)

Letting a — 0+ in (A.I)) we come, by the monotone convergence theorem, to relation 1) of
our Lemma. Suppose now that

/(076[}\@}
In view of (A.4]) and the equality f(o X } F(u) (—gn(u)) du = f(
Te[N] T¢[N]

by monotone convergence theorem we have lim;_,o f(o o F (u) d(—Gn(—logu)) = 0. For any

Fu) (—gn(w)) du < 0. (A.4)

} F(uw)d (—Gy(—logu))

¢ € (0,b), we obtain the inequalities

/ Flu)d(—Cy(~ logu)) > / F(u)d(~Gix(~log )
(0,0]

(c,0]

:—F(b)GN(—logb)+F(C)GN(—logc)+/( ) Gy (—logu) dF (u)
> F(c)Gn(—logc) — F(b)Gn(—1logb) + (F(b) — F(c))Gn(—logb)
oG ooy (1 C(=1ogD)
— PG (- logo) (1- EXZER),

Let c=0* (b < % < 1). Then, for all positive b small enough,

1_GN(—logb) _ 1 Gn(—logb) _q_ <1> logm(—logb) -

Gy(=logc)  ~ Gn(—2logh) 2 ) logpy (—2logb)

1
2 -2

Thus f(O,b} F(u)d(—Gy(—logu)) > s F(b*)Gn(—1log(b?)) > 0. It follows that F(b*)G n(— log b*) —
0 as b — 0. Hence we come to (A.3) taking a = b?. Then (A.T]) yields relation 1).



If one of (nonnegative) integrals appearing in 1) is infinite and other one is finite we come
to the contradiction. Hence 1) is established. In a similar way one can prove that relation
2) is valid. Therefore, we omit further details. [J

Proof of Lemmal3d Take x € S(q)NA(¢g) and R > 0. Assume that m,(z, R) = 0. Since the
function I,(z, r) defined in (1)) is continuous in (z,r) € R x (0, 00), there exists R € [0, R]
(R = R(z, R)) such that my(x, R) = I,(z, R) (recall that I,(2,0) == lim, o1 I (x,7) = q(x)
for all € A(q) by continuity). If R = 0 then my(z,r) = q(z) > 0 as € S(¢g) N A(q).
Hence we have to consider R € (0,R]. If I,(z,R) = 0 then fB(I’r)q(y)dy = 0 for any

0 <r < R. Thus B3) ensures that g(z) = 0. However, z € S(¢) N A(g). So my(z,R) > 0
for z € S(¢) NA(q). Thus, S(¢)NA(q) C Dy(R) :={z € S(q) : my(z, R) > 0}. It remains to
note that S(g) \ A(q) C R?\ A(q) and u(R*\ A(q)) = 0. Therefore u(S(q) \ D,(R)) =0. O

Proof of Lemmal[j We verify that, for given N € N and 7 > 0, there exist a :=a(7) >0
and b := b(N,7) > 0 such that, for any ¢ > 0,

Gn(1c) < aGn(c) + b. (A.5)

log|ny(7c) 1
logpni(c)

as ¢ — oo. Hence one can find ¢o(N,7) such that, for all ¢ > ¢o(N,7), the inequality
log [y (T¢)
logn1(c)

For ¢ = 0 the statement is obviously true. Let ¢ > 0. One can easily see that

< 2 is valid. Consequently, for ¢ > ¢o(N, 1),

Gn(rc)  Tclogpy(Tc)
Gn(c) clogy ()

T:=a(T).

For all 0 < ¢ < ¢o(N,7) we write Gn(7¢) < Gy(Tco(N, 7)) := b(N, 7). Therefore, for any
¢ >0, we come to ([(A5]). Thus, for any v > 0 and z,y € RY, z # y, one has

G (| log([lz = ylI)I*) = Gw(d"log([lz = yl)|) < a(d’)Gn(|log(llz — yIDI") + (N, d*). O

Proof of Lemmal@ For t € [0,en_qj], a function G (t) = 0 is convex. We show that Gy
is convex on (e[y_1),00). Consider t > ejy_1). Write [] := 1 and ) := 0. Then, for N € N,
1% 1%

N-1

@) =10s®) + [T oz

/
; 1 _ 1 k=1 1
ObVlOllSly, <log[k](t)) = —W Hs:l log[s](t)7 k € N. ThllS, for t > €IN-1] we get

" 1 1 1 1 1 1
vy =5 ol oz L1 1 I1 log (%)
jefl,.  N-1}j#k 2l

For N = 1and ¢ > 0, we have (G1(t))" = 2 > 0. Take now N > 1. Clearly, for ¢ > e[y_y), one

t
N-1
has 1 j];[l W > 0 because log;(t) > logy(ev—1]) = en—1-; > 1> 0when 1 < j < N—1.

Observe also that

k k
11 L. 11 L - L _ V=1 (A.6)




The last inequality is established by induction in N. Thus, in view of (A.6)), we have proved
that, for all t > ey_q) and N € N, the inequality (Gx(t))” > 0 holds. Hence, the function
Gn(t) is (strictly) convex on (e[y_1],00).

Let h : [a,00) — R be a continuous nondecreasing function. If the restrictions of h to
la,b] and (b,00) (where a < b) are convex functions then, in general, it is not true that h is
convex on [a,00). However, we can show that Gy is convex on [0, 00). Note that a function
Gy is convex on [e;y_1],00) since it is convex on (epy_1),00) and continuous on [eqy_1], 00).
Take now any z € [0,en_1]], ¥ € (ev—1,00) and s € [0,1]. Then Gy(sz + (1 — s)y) <
Gn(sev-y+(1=s)y) < sGn(ewv-1))+(1-5)Gn(y) = (1-5)Gn(y) = sGn(2)+(1—5)Gn(y)
as Gy(z) = 0. Thus, for each N € N, a function G (-) is convex on R,. [J

Proof of Corollary[3. The proof (i.e. checking the conditions of both Theorem [II and 2I)
is quite similar to the proof of Corollary 2.11 in [7].

Acknowledgements The authors are grateful to Professor A.Tsybakov for useful dis-
cussions. This work is supported by the Lomonosov Moscow State University under grant
“Modern Problems of the Fundamental Mathematics and Mechanics”.

References

[1] Aronso-Ruiz, P., SPODAREV, E. (2016). Entropy-based inhomogeneity detection in fiber materials.
Methodol. Comput. Appl. Probab. Published online: 27 November 2017, doi.org/10.1007/s11009-017-
9603-2.

[2] BERRETT, T.B., SAMWORTH R.J. AND YUAN M. (2019). Efficient multivariate entropy estimation
via k-nearest neighbour distances. Ann. of Statist. 47, 288-318.

[3] Brau G. AND DEVROYE L. (2015). Lectures on the Nearest Neighbor Method. Springer, Cham.
[4] BILLINGSLEY, P. (1999). Convergence of Probability Measures, 2nd edn. John Wiley, New York.
[5] Bisnopr, C.M. (2006) Pattern Recognition and Machine Learning. Springer, Singapore.

[6] BORKAR, V.S. (1995). Probability Theory. An Advanced Course. Springer, New York.

[7] BULINSKI, A., DIMITROV, D. (2019). Statistical estimation of the Shannon entropy. Acta Mathematica
Sinica. English series. 35, 17-46.

[8] BuLinski, A. AND KOzZHEVIN, A. (2018). Statistical estimation of conditional Shannon entropy.
ESAIM: Probability and Statistics. Published online: November 28, 1-35.

[9] CHARZYNSKA, A., GAMBIN, A. (2016). Improvement of of the k-NN entropy estimator with applica-
tions in systems biology. Entropy, 18(1), 13.

[10] CoELHO F., BRAGA A.P., VERLEYSEN M. (2016). A mutual information estimator for continuous
and discrete variables applied to feature selection and classification problems, International Journal of
Computational Intelligence Systems, 9, 726-733.

[11] Cu, S., Luo, C. (2016). Feature-based non-parametric estimation of Kullback—Leibler divergence for
SAR image change detection. Remote Sensing Letters, 11, 1102-1111.

[12] DELATTRE, S., FOURNIER, N. (2017). On the Kozachenko-Leonenko entropy estimator. Journal
of Statistical Planning and Inference, DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jspi.2017.01.004 (accepted
manuscript)

[13] DELEDALLE, C-A. (2017). Estimation of Kullback-Leibler losses for noisy recovery problems within
the exponential family. Electronic Journal of Statistics 11, 3141-3164.

[14] Evans, D. (2008). A computationally efficient estimator for mutual information. Proc. Royal Soc. A,
464, 1203-1215.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jspi.2017.01.004

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

28]

[29]

Evans, D., JoNEs, A.J. AND ScHMIDT, W.M. (2002). Asymptotic moments of near-neighbour dis-
tance distributions. Proc. Royal Soc. A, 458, 2839-2849.

GAo, S., STEEG, G.V. AND GALSTYAN A. (2015). Proc. of 81st Conference on Uncertainty in Arti-
ficial Intelligence, Amsterdam, Netherlands, July 12 - 16, 2015, 278-287.

GRANERO-BELINCHON, C., RouX, S.G. AND GARNIER, N.B. (2018). Kullback-Leibler divergence
measure of intermittency: Application to turbulence. Physical Review E. 97, 013107, 1-10.

KALLENBERG, O. (1997). Foundations of Modern Probability. Springer, New York.

KozacHENKO, L.F., LEONENKO, N.N. (1987). Sample estimate of the entropy of a random vector.
Problems of Information Transmission, 23, 9-16.

KRASKOV, A., STOGBAUER, H., GRASSBERGER, P. (2004). Estimating mutual information. Phys.
Rev. E, 69:066138.

LEONENKO, N.N., ProONzZATO, L., SAVANI V. (2008). A class of Rényi information estimations for
multidimensional densities. The Annals of Statistics, 36, 2153-2182. Correction: The Annals of Statis-
tics (2010). 38, 3837-3838.

L1, J., CHENG, K., WANG, S., MORSTATTER, F., TREVINO, R.P., TaNnG, J. aND Liu, H. (2017).
Feature Selection: A Data Perspective. ACM Comput. Surv.. 50, Article 94 (December 2017), 1-45.

Ma, T., WANG, F., CHENG, J., YU, Y. AND CHEN, X. (2016). A hybrid spectral clustering and
deep neural network ensemble algorithm for intrusion detectionin sensor networks. Sensors 16, 1701,
doi:10.3390/s1610170, 1-23.

MooN, K.R., SRICHARAN, K., GREENEWALD, K. AND HERO, A.O.III (2014). Ensemble estimation
of information divergence. Entropy, 20, 560; doi:10.3390/e20080560, 1-39.

MoULIN, P. AND VEERAVALLI, V.V. (2019). Statistical Inference for Engineers and Data Scientists.
Cambridge University Press.

NoH, Y.K., Sucryama, M., Liu, S., pu PLEssis, M.C., PARk, F.C. aAND LEE, D.D. (2018). Bias
reduction and metric learning for nearest-neighbor estimation of Kullback-Leibler divergence. Neural
Computation. 30, 1930-1960.

PAL, D., Poczos, B., SzEPESVARI C. (2010). Estimation of Rényi entropy and mutual information
based on generalized nearest-neighbor graphs. In: NIPS’10 Proceedings of the 23rd International Con-
ference on Neural Information Processing Systems, Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada (December

06 - 09, 2010), 1849-1857.

PARDO, L. (2006). Statistical Inference Based on Divergence Measures. Chapman and Hall/CRC, Boca
Raton.

PENG, H., LonNg, F., DinG, C. (2005). Feature selection based on mutual information criteria of
max-dependency, max-relevance, and min-redundancy. IEEE Trans. on Pattern Analysis and Machine
Intelligence, 27, 1226-1238.

PENROSE M.D., YukicH J.E. (2013) Limit theory for point processes in manifolds. Annals of Applied
Probability, 6, 2160-2211.

PEREZ-CRUZ, F. (2009). Estimation of information theoretic measures for continuous random variables.
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 1257—-1264.

Po6czos, B, X1I0NG, L., SCHNEIDER, J. (2011). Nonparametric divergence estimation with applications

to machine learning on distributions. Proceedings of the Twenty-Seventh Conference on Uncertainty in
Artificial Intelligence, Barcelona, Spain July 14 - 17, 2011. AUAT Press, Arlington, 599-608.

Sasaki, H., Non, Y-K., N1u, G. AND SUGIYAMA, M. (2016). Direct density derivative estimation.
Neural Computation. 28, 1101-1140.



34]

[35]

SAsoN I., VERDU S. (2016) F-difergence inequalities. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory. 62,
5973 - 6006.

SHANNON, C.E. (1948). A mathematical theory of communication. Bell Systems Technical Journal,
27, July and October, 379-423 and 623-656.

SHIRYAEV, A.N. (2016). Probability - 1. 3rd edn. Springer, New York.

SiNGH, S., P6szoc, B. (2016). Analysis of k-nearest neighbor distances with application to entropy
estimation, arXiv preptint, arXiv: 1603.08578v2.

SRICHARAN, K., WEI, D., HERO, A.O. (2013). Ensemble estimators for multivariate entropy estima-
tion. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 59, 4374-4388.

STOWELL, D., PLUMBLEY, M.D. (2009). Fast multidimensional entropy estimation by k-d partitioning.
IEEF Signal Processing Letters, 16, NO. 6, JUNE (2009), preprint.

TsyBAKOV A.B., VAN DER MEULEN, E. C. (1996). Root-n consistent estimators of entropy for
densities with unbounded support. Scand. J. Stat. 23, 75-83.

VERGARA J.R., ESTEVEZ P.A. (2014). A review of feature selection methods based on mutual infor-
mation. Neural Comput. and Applic. 24, 175-186.

WANG, Q., KULKARNI, S.R., VERDU, S. (2009). Divergence estimation for multidimensional densities
via k-nearest-neighbor distances. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory 55, 2392—-2405.

YEH YEH, J. (2014). Real Analysis: Theory of Measure and Integration. 3rd edn. World Scientific,
Singapore.

Yu, X-P, CHEN, S-X. AND PENG, M-L. (2017). Application of partial least squares algorithm based
on Kullback - Leibler divergence in intrusion detection. In: Cai N. (Ed.) Proc. of the Int. conference
Computer Science and Technology (CST2016), Shenzhen, China, 8 10 January 2016, World Scientific,
Singapore, 256-263.

ZHou, R., Cal, R. AND ToONG, G. (2013). Applications of entropy in finance: a review. Entropy. 15,
4909-4931.



	1 Introduction
	2 Main results
	3 Proof of Theorem ??
	4 Proof of Theorem ??
	A Proofs of auxiliary results

