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Abstract

We consider diffusion of independent molecules in an insulated Euclidean domain with unknown
diffusivity parameter. At a random time and position, the molecules may bind and stop diffusing in
dependence of a given ‘binding potential’. The binding process can be modeled by an additive random
functional corresponding to the canonical construction of a ‘killed’ diffusion Markov process. We study
the problem of conducting inference on the infinite-dimensional diffusion parameter from a histogram
plot of the ‘killing’ positions of the process. We show first that these positions follow a Poisson point
process whose intensity measure is determined by the solution of a certain Schrédinger equation. The
inference problem can then be re-cast as a non-linear inverse problem for this PDE, which we show to
be consistently solvable in a Bayesian way under natural conditions on the initial state of the diffusion,
provided the binding potential is not too ‘aggressive’. In the course of our proofs we obtain novel posterior
contraction rate results for high-dimensional Poisson count data that are of independent interest. A
numerical illustration of the algorithm by standard MCMC methods is also provided.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Observation model and main results

Diffusion of particles in an insulated domain © C R? is mathematically described by a stochastic differential
equation (SDE) with reflection at the boundary 9€2: we consider the Markov process (X; : ¢t > 0) starting
at initial distribution Xy ~ ¢ and then evolving according to the SDE

dXt = VD(Xt)dt + v/ 2D(Xt)th + I/(Xt)st, t> O, (1)

where D : Q — [Dpin, ), Dpmin > 0, is a real-valued diffusion parameter with Lipschitz gradient vector
field VD, and (W) is a d-dimensional Brownian motion. Moreover (L;) is a continuous non-decreasing
process, non-zero only when X; is at 992, and v(x),x € 99, is the inward pointing normal vector. To avoid
technicalities we assume that 2 is convex with smooth boundary — the existence of a process (X;) with almost
surely continuous sample paths is then shown in [40, 128]. One can model a further drift term VU (X,;) in the
above SDE (see after (32) for discussion), but the main conceptual challenges already emerge when VU = 0.

This work is partly motivated by observations arising in biochemistry experiments [23, 4], [29], where
molecules diffuse inside a membrane until they suddenly ‘bind’ at an apparently random time and position —
see Section Bl for more details. We will introduce (in fact, recall) a Markovian model for such binding events
based on the notion of a ‘killed diffusion process’ (see [38, (2, I, 13]) associated to a potential g : Q@ — [0, c0).
Larger values of g(x) indicate a higher probability of the process to bind when diffusing near x € Q. It
induces an additive functional fot q(Xs)ds — for example if ¢ equals the indicator 14 of a subset A of Q this
measures the occupation time of the (X;) process in A up until ¢. Then let Y be a (standard) exponential
random variable independent of (X;). The binding time S is the first time the cumulative binding integral
of the potential along the path exceeds Y’ i.e. S is defined as

S = inf {t : /Ot a(X,)ds > Y}. 2)

By properties of exponential random variables, this process is ‘memory-less’ in the sense that not having
bound by time ¢ does not affect the distribution of binding events at later times. The killed diffusion process
is defined as

Xt: Xt, t<S7
T, t=S5;

so that X; is ‘removed to the cemetery’ {} at binding time S. The ‘binding’ location is given by Xg encoding
the terminal position of the particle at time S.

In the abovementioned applications from biochemistry (and elsewhere), the aim is to make statistical infer-
ence on the functional parameter D from observing several molecules diffusing independently according to
(@D in the presence of ‘binding’ events. The equilibrium distribution of the Markov process () is uniform
for all D and hence the occupation times spent by the process X; in particular areas of {2 before binding are
not informative for this task. If one can track the trajectories of the particles then methods such as those
from [33, 124, [19] (see also related contributions [20, [35] for d = 1 and for ‘continuous’ data in [34, [18]) can
be used to infer D from the observed dynamics. This generally requires a high-resolution imaging technique
that can take measurements for an extended period, but once a binding process is superimposed (or in any
case) it can become difficult or expensive to collect accurate such data; for instance single particle tracking
methods only allow for short path measurements |22].



A potentially much simpler observational signature is to take a dissection of 2 into finitely many disjoint
subsets Bi,..., Bk and to measure the relative frequency of binding events {Xs € B;} in each bin B;.
The main contribution of this article is to demonstrate that merely observing sufficiently dense histograms of
the binding locations, rather than the trajectories of diffusion, is enough to consistently identify D. This is
shown to be true as long as a) the initial state ¢ of the system satisfies the mild identifiability Condition [5.5]
(of being either close to equilibrium, or appropriately prepared by the experimenter), and b) if the binding
potential ¢ is not too ‘aggressive’ (i.e., small enough relative to the parameter of the exponential variable Y),
but still strictly positive on an open set, so that all molecules eventually bind at a finite time with probability

one (see Proposition B)). If 7, molecules X[, m = 1,...,nme, diffuse independently, denote by
MNmol
N(A)= Y 1{Xg € A}, ACQ (measurable), (3)
m=1

the count of the number of molecules having bound in the subregion A of Q) (regardless of the point in time
when binding has occurred). It is physically plausible to assume that the counts for two disjoint subsets
A, A’ are statistically independent. In this case a consistent model requires n.,, to be randomly chosen
from a Poisson distribution since it is a consequence of Rényi’s theorem that such ‘completely random’ point
processes are necessarily Poisson processes (see Theorem 6.12 in [26] and also the discussion in Sec. B.2]).
Our first main result — whose details and proof will be given in Section Blunder Conditions 1] and — is:

Theorem 1.1. Forn € N, let ny,o ~ Poisson(n) be the total number of molecules diffusing independently
according to [dl), each with initial condition Xo ~ ¢ and binding at random time S with bounded potential
q > 0 that is strictly positive on an open subset Qoo of Q. Then N from (3) is a Poisson point process with
intensity measure A defined by its Lebesgue density A(x) = ng(z)up q(z),z € Q, where uw = up 4 solves the
stationary Schréodinger equation V - (DVu) — qu = —¢ on Q with Neumann boundary conditions.

The connection between the intensity A and an elliptic partial differential equation (PDE) revealed by the
previous theorem allows to recast the problem within the paradigm of Bayesian non-linear inverse problems
[39, 132] and to adapt techniques from [30, 132, [33] to the present setting. We establish necessary analytical
properties of the non-linear PDE solution map D — up 4, including its injectivity under certain hypotheses
(discussed in detail after Theorem [B5.0]), to show that this inverse problem can be solved in principle. We
further obtain a novel statistical theorem about posterior contraction rates with Poisson count data of
independent interest for the theory of non-linear inverse problems, where physical data often arise in this
fashion. The details will be developed in the next sections, but in essence we shall show that:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose g > 0 is known, strictly positive on an open subset Qoo of 2, and that its Sobolev
norm ||q|| g2 is sufficiently small. Assume moreover that the initial condition Xo ~ ¢ satisfies the identifi-
ability Condition [5.3. Then there exists an estimator D, (arising from the posterior mean of a Gaussian
process prior) based on observations of the Poisson point process from the previous theorem such that any
positive Do € HY(Q), a0 > 2+ d, that is constant near 9 can be recovered as n — oo at convergence rate

|1Dn = Doll2 = Opyp, (n™7),  for some 8> 0.

See Theorem for full details. The posterior mean can be computed by standard MCMC and numerical
PDE methods, see Figure [l and after (82) for more discussion.

1.2 Basic notation

The LP, Holder, L?- and LP-Sobolev spaces over a bounded domain  in R? with smooth boundary are
denoted by LP(Q),C%(Q2), H*(2), W*P(§2), respectively. We denote by || - || the norm on the resulting
Banach space B, and (-,-);2 denotes the inner product on L?. By ||H||» we always denote the supremum
norm over the domain of the map H, and dz denotes Lebesgue measure on 2, while V, V-, A denote the
gradient, divergence, and Laplace operator, respectively. We also denote by R the positive half line [0, 0o).

We recall the well known multiplication inequalities

[wvllzre S llullpel|vllma; we B, v e HY, (4)
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Figure 1: Example of density reconstruction through MCMC, for n = 107. The true diffusivity function is
displayed on the left, and generates the random observation counts (centre) on each of the K = 36 bins.
The posterior mean computed via MCMC is diplayed on the right. More details about the implementation
can be found in Sec.
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where B* = C%or, if a > d/2, B* = H*. We also make frequent use of the standard interpolation inequalities
for Sobolev spaces. First we have for all u € W*? and 0 < j < a,1 < p < oo that

ullwar < llullipe )7, (5)

see p.135 in [1]. The following inequality will also be useful, cf. p.139 in [1],

lullze S Julligflullfs, we we! (6)

as long as a > d/2 and with 6 = (a — d/2)/a.

2 Posterior consistency for high-dimensional Poisson count data

In order to prove Theorem [I.2] we need a general posterior contraction theorem for Poisson count data with
a finite but possibly large number K of ‘bins’ By, ... Bx. This is the appropriate measurement setting for
various physical experiments in inverse problems (beyond the context of this paper, also, e.g., with X-ray
imaging, [31,130]). While there are several contributions to posterior consistency with Poisson process data —
see [5,125,19, 21, 117], Sec. 10.4.4 in|13], as well as references therein — we are not aware of a result that provides
what we require. A main challenge arises from the fact that the relevant data is just independent but not
iid, that the sample size n is random, and that the log-likelihood ratios appearing with the Poisson family
are not bounded, so that the machinery from [13] via Hellinger testing does not apply in a straightforward
way. We develop here some techniques based on the alternative approach of [15] to establish tests by sharp
concentration properties of appropriate estimators for high-dimensional Poisson bin count data — these are
of independent interest and can be found in Section [6] along with the other proofs for this section.

2.1 Measurement setup and information inequalities

We consider a measurable space (0, B) and a collection £ of finite measures A : B — [0,00). Let By,...,Bg
be a measurable partition O = UX | B;. We are given observations drawn independently across the ‘bins’ B;
from a Poisson distribution

Y ~ Poi(nA(By)), i =1,..., K. (7)

We can think of nA(0D) as the ‘average number of observations’, and we assume for simplicity that n is
known. This models the setting where we measure K batches of count data arising from n realisations of a
Poisson point process over O with intensity measure A. We emphasise that we consider a high-dimensional
setup in the sense that K = K,, — oo with n — o0, so that we may recover finer properties of A (such as its
density w.r.t. some dominating measure) by standard approximation theoretic methods, see Subsection



To proceed, consider K realisations Y7 = y1, ..., Yk = yi of (). The probability density of each observation

Y, is given by

o—nA(B,) (MA(Bi)"
Yi!
and, by independence the resulting likelihood function is

Pian(Yi) = . ¥ € NU{0} = No,
PAWL, -5 k) = PR (Y1, s UK sz/\nyz (8)
Denote by Py = an and £ = EX A the probability measure and expectation operator with respect to the

density p¥ | respectively.
For two finite measures A, Ag on O, we define a (semi-)metric in sequence space as

K
1A = Rolley = D IA(B:) = Ao(By) ©

as well as the following ‘information divergences’

A(B A . ,
D3 s (A o) = ;' P P =y B 1o

which are understood to equal oo if Ag(B;) = 0 for some ¢ for which A(B;) # 0.
We first derive a ‘local’ bound for the information distance related to such measurements.
Lemma 2.1. Let K € N and let A, Ay be finite measures on O such that Doo i (A, Ao) < 1/2. Then
pAo n 2
[EAO 10 (Yl, ceey YK) S 2n’D2 K(A,Ao)
pA n '

Using the preceding lemma, we can obtain a lower bound on certain integrated likelihood ratios (‘evidence’
lower bound) that will be essential in the posterior contraction rate theorem to follow. For this we consider
a collection £ of finite measures A over (0, B) and equip £ with a o-field S such that the maps

(Ay) = palys, - k) (11)
are jointly Borel-measurable from £ x N¥ to R.

Lemma 2.2. Fiz Ag € L such that Ao(B;) > 0 for all i. Let v be a probability measure on

A:={AN e L:D] k(A Ao) <€, Doo,x(A,Ng) <1/2} €S, €>0.

Then for every ¢ > 0 there exists a constant L. > 0 such that for all n,e, K we have

P, (/ PA (i, Yi)du(A) < e‘<2+0)"62> < ge~Lene®
A PAy

2.2 The basic contraction theorem

We now turn to the posterior contraction theorem, and consider a prior II defined on the measurable sets
S (from before () of the collection L of ‘intensity’ measures A over O. The posterior distribution arising
from data (7)) with likelihood (B]) then arises from Bayes’ formula and is given by

JuPK (Y1, .., Y )dII(A)
Je PR (Y, Y )dII(A)
Given the preparations from Section 2] the following proof follows the standard pattern [13], assuming the

existence of sufficiently good ‘tests’ which we will construct in Theorem 6.1l below, using the concentration
of measure approach of [15] adapted to high-dimensional Poisson count data.

AeS. (12)



Theorem 2.3. Let K = K,, € N and &, > 0 be sequences such that

K K
n—>05 Ené nvg’n._)ov \/ﬁsn—>oo.
n

n

Suppose a sequence of prior probability measures I = 11,, defined on L satisfies, for some C' > 0, some
Ao € L, and all n,

H (A : DgJ{(A,Ao) S Ei,'DOO)K(A,Ao) S 1/2) 2 e—Cnai' (13)

For fized Aoz < 00 define R = {A € L: A(O) < Aoz} and assume further that there exist measurable sets
O, C L such that, for all n large enough and some L > 0,

(L \ (0, NR)) < Le~ (CtHner, (14)

Then the posterior distribution II(-|Y1,...,Yx) from (I3) arising from data (7)) contracts about the ground
truth intensity measure Ay in the {1 metric; specifically we have for some k > 0 that

(A€, NR A~ Aolls, < MyEofnlYi, ..., Yic) = 1 - Op,, (e77)

whenever M is large enough depending on C, Aoz, k.

In typical applications of Bayesian nonparametrics, K ~ ne2 will be a natural choice that matches the number
of bins with the effective smoothness / dimension of the prior for the unknown intensity A. However, below,
we shall employ priors that arise as pushforwards of PDE solution maps and therefore naturally oversmooth.
In this case the contraction rate obtained from ‘Poisson bin count’ data will be dominated by the number
of bins used, hence the previous theorem is stated in this more flexible form.

The uniform bound on A(0O) can be replaced by a condition that the posterior concentrates on uniformly
bounded intensities with frequentist probability approaching one.

2.3 Contraction rates for intensity densities

The ¢;-metric on the bin-counts is a natural metric for regression problems arising from (), but does not
identify the full intensity measure for fixed K. However, as K — oo, if the measures A have sufficiently
regular densities A with respect to a joint dominating measure, we can recover these consistently as K — oc.
We now discuss this for the case relevant below where O is a bounded subset of R? of positive Lebesgue
measure dzr and the intensities have Lipschitz densities.

Denote the L?(dx)-orthonormal functions arising from the measurable partition of O by e; = 15,/+/|B;l
where |B| denotes the volume of B. The L?(dx) projection of g € L? onto Ex = span{e; : i < K} is then

K

1
Pprg = Z<€i79>L2€i = Z g(z)dz1p,

i<K = |1Bil /b,

and this makes sense for any finite signed measure A if we replace |, B, I by A(B;). For such A we have

K K
1
| P Allr = /@ |2 g AB s @)]dr < DT IAB)] = Al
i=1 1" i=1

Now given = € O, denote by B;(x) the unique element of the partition containing x. Then if A has a Lebesgue
density A that is B-Lipschitz we obtain

! (Mz) = A(x))dz| < B sup |z —x|ga < ¢(B,d)h

|PEKA($) — )\(iC)l = }|Bl($)| Bi(z) 2€B;(x)

if each bin B; has Euclidean diameter at most h. This forces K ~ h~% in Euclidean domains by standard
volumetric arguments, e.g., p.373 in [14]. The previous bound can be dz-integrated to give

||PEKA—)\HL1 S CByoh, (15)



which controls the L'-approximation error from the ‘bin count’ histogram estimator. Using slightly refined
approximation theory (as in Ch.4.3 in |14]), the assumption of B-Lipschitzness can be weakened to A having
a bounded Bi__(0)-norm, if the latter Besov space is appropriately defined on O.

Theorem 2.4. In the setting of Theorem [2.3, suppose that O is a bounded subset of R? and that the bins
(B:)E | have diameter bounded by a constant multiple of K=Y Assume further that

0, C {the density A of A exists and is B — Lipschitz} (16)

for all n and some B > 0. Then if the density Ao of the true intensity measure Ao exists and is B-Lipschitz
on O, we have as n — oo that

I A= Aol > M(VE/n+ K~YYWi,...,Yk) = Op,, (e7""0) (17)

for some large enough constant M depending on B,d,0,C, Apqr and some k > 0.

Proof. The result follows from Theorem 2.3 (I5) and
1A= XollZs < A = Aoll7, + | Py (A = Ao) — (A = Xo)ll71-
O

For high-dimensional Poisson regression problems, the L!-structure is useful to deploy appropriate concen-
tration of measure techniques in the proof of Theorem When we know that the W5 norms of A — \g
are uniformly bounded, then we can interpolate (6) and obtain a contraction rate for ||A — Ag||zz as well.

The approach based on histograms presented here is naturally confined to obtain bounds of the order
O(K -1/ 4), which is sufficient to prove consistency at ‘algebraic’ rates n=? for some 3 > 0, but which
prohibits to attain ‘fast’ convergence rates for intensity measures A whose densities are smoother than
Lipschitz. But note that for Lipschitz densities A, the rate of convergence obtained in ([IT) as well as in
Theorem is minimax optimal (as can be proved similarly to Ch.6.3 in |14], using Lemma 2] above and
also Exercise 6.3.2 there). Note also that the assumption of disjoint support of the bins is crucial to retain
independence of the K samples in (7)), and obtaining faster rates will require rather different techniques
based on general functionals of Poisson point processes that we do not wish to develop here.

3 Derivation of the observation model and proof of Theorem [1.1]

In a variety of imaging tasks in biochemistry (e.g., [23,122,4]) one observes molecules diffusing in a ‘nucleus’ (a
domain  in R?) that contains genetic material. Inside such nuclei, certain proteins (such as chromatin) may
be concentrated in sub-compartments, called ‘foci’. Diffusing molecules can be seen to bind (‘get trapped’)
at random times, to then stop diffusing (or to visibly diffuse much slower). The binding probability is higher
in regions of high protein concentration, but diffusion is still visible inside such foci, and it is a scientifically
relevant question whether diffusive behaviour of unbound molecules inside of foci and outside is different.
The presence of binding events makes it difficult to discern such effects with high-resolution microscope
measurements, and the main ideas of this article are concerned with the task of inferring the diffusivity D
from such data. To do this, we proposed a Markovian ‘binding’ model in the introduction, where a motion
of the molecule evolves according to the basic diffusion equation ({l) and where binding is modelled by the
random process S from (2]), with a binding potential ¢ that is given and which models the (observable)
density of chromatin inside of 2. This captures the essence of the biological mechanism described above
(but is still a simplification as it does not model the fact that molecules can also unbind, and may in fact
not stop after binding but just move much slower).

The purpose of this subsection is to rigorously derive the Poisson process measurement model from the
axioms sketched above, and to prove Theorem [L[LT] under natural regularity Conditions [4.1] and (to be
introduced in the next subsection). We recall the killed process X, from the introduction with ‘binding’ time
S from (2)). Some well known properties of this process are explained, e.g., in Section II1.18 in [38]: On the
enlarged state space QU {{} where all measurable functions f are extended simply by setting f({) = 0, one



shows that X, is a Markov process with infinitesimal generator equal to the Schrédinger operator Lp 4 from
B8). The law of X, on © models the ‘subprobability density’ of the surviving particles at time ¢, given by
the solution vp 4(t,-) of the PDE ([@2). The first fact we prove is that when g is strictly positive on a set of
positive Lebesgue measure, the survival time of a particle is finite almost surely.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose q, D, ¢ satisfy Conditions[{.1] and[{-2 Let S be the binding time from (3). Then
P(S <) =1.

Proof. For any m € N we use (@) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to bound
P(S >m) < P(Xp ¢ {1}) = P(Xn € Q) = / vp,g(m, 2)dz < |Q|lop g(m, )2 S e
Q

from which we deduce that ) _, P(S >m) < oo and hence by the Borel-Cantelli lemma we have
P({S >m} i.0.) =0,
so the result follows. O

In the killed process, Xg = 1 is ‘not visible’ any longer at time S, whereas we observe the actual binding
location Xg of the molecule. This is a well-defined random variable since S is a stopping time for the process
(Xt) (e.g., Sections 3.3 and 22 in [3]). Since all particles will bind at some random point in time, intuitively,
the distribution of their binding locations should equal the time-average fooo v(t,-)dt of the density of their
positions, multiplied by the intensity ¢ at the relevant position. We will now show that this intuition is
rigorous and gives rise to Theorem [[LT1

3.1 Probability density of the binding location x time

Define a random variable Z taking values in Q := Q x [0, o] by
Z =(Xs,95)

such that Z jointly records the location and time of the binding event and is a measurable map for the
Borel o-algebra B, := Ba ® Bjg,oc], Where By o) = {BU {00} : B € Bg+}. The law Az = Law(Z) can be
characterised as follows on a generating family of ‘rectangles’ of measurable sets:

Proposition 3.2. Suppose q, D, ¢ satisfy Conditions[.1] and[{-Z The probability measure Az has a density
function such that for every open set A C Q and every interval (t1,t2],0 < t; < ta < 00,

ta
P(Z € A x (t1,t2]) :/ / A(t, x)dzdt (18)
t1 A
where
A, z) = q(x)vp 4(t,x), t>0,2€Q, (19)
for vp 4 the solution of the parabolic Schrédinger equation ({2) with initial condition ¢.

Proof. Note first that from the exponential decay estimate (@) and since ||¢||c < 00, we know that the
density A is Lebesgue integrable on [0, 00) x €2, hence the r.h.s. of ({I8) is well defined.

We start with the following key lemma.
Lemma 3.3. For A any open subset of Q and any t >0

P(Z € Ax (tt+h]) = h/ Mt,2)de +o(h)  ash— 0. (20)
A



Proof. By the memory-less property of the exponential random variable Y, if X, binds at time S € (t,t+ hl,
it has not bound before tlrne t and we can restart the clock and the particle will bind at the first subsequent
time ¢ + o for which ft Xs)ds > Y. We also know that if X binds in A at time ¢t + o, the variables

X, and X, co-incide for all s < t+ o (since the process X, cannot return from the cemetery {1}), and by
continuity of sample paths of the diffusion,

Xipo = lim X, = lim X,

r—t+o

must hold almost surely in this case.

Thus let us write the probability

r—tt+o - )
= P(U0<gShBU N Ag) (21)

t+o N
P(ZEAx(t,t—l—h]):P(/ ¢(Xs)ds >Y and lim X, € A for some 0 <o < h
t

where for y > 0 we have defined measurable subsets
t+o
B, ={w,y: / qw(s))ds >y} and A, ={w:w(t+o)€ A} xRT.
t

Here w = (w(s)) € Q for 0 < s < t 4 o, are points in the space of possible continuous trajectories of X,
before binding, extended by continuity to s = ¢ + 0. We prove that the last probability is both upper and
lower bounded by h [, A(t, z)dz plus an error that is o(h). Let us write PV for the law of the process (X;)
in what follows and PI%/ for the law of Y.

We clearly have By, N Aj, C Up<o<nBo N Ay and therefore the probability in (21]) is greater
than or equal to P(Bj, N Ap). Also by the remark from earlier, B, N A, C C([0,t+ h] — Q) x RT, and so
by continuity of w and since A is open we must have 14, — 1l{,1)cay as h — 0 for every fixed w. From

the dominated convergence theorem and since the density of the distribution of X; is the solution v D.,q(t) at
time ¢ of ([@2), we see

[ awnaP” w) —— [1awawir" @) = [ e

A

Using this, boundedness and continuity of ¢ combined with the fundamental theorem of calculus and again
the dominated convergence theorem we have

t+h
[ [ 2at@ons, )P ip w) = [1a,60P ([ atw(s)as > V)Y )
= /]]'Ah (w,")(1—e — S aw S))ds)dPW(w)
t+h
= [ g [ atwe)dsaP w) -+ ofh)
= h/]lAh (w, )q(w(t))dPY (w) + o(h) = h/Aq(z)vpﬁq(t, z)dz + o(h)

= h/A A, z)dz + o(h),

which gives the desired lower bound.

Since ¢(f) = 0 < ¢, we can regard B, C B}, and note that

t+h
P ( /t g(w(s))ds > V) < ha(w(t)) + oh) (22)



follows just as above. Hence the probability in question is upper bounded by

[ L, (0. wO)IPY () + o).
Now letting h = 1/n for n € N, we see that

U 41 U 4r={wt+1/n)cAdio} xR, =AxR,.

0<0o<1/n n 0<o<1l/n

Using that ¢ > 0 and the monotone convergence theorem we can take limits to see that the penultimate
expression equals

h/llA(w)Q(w(f))dPW(w) +o(h) = h/ﬂA(w(f))Q(w(t))dPW(w) +o(h)
where in the last equality we used that by continuity of w and for any open set A we must have
{w(t+1/n) € Aio.} ={w(t) € A}.
The lemma is proved. O

Now fix any open set A in the domain 2 and define S4 as the binding time in A, that is S4 = S if Xg € A
and S4 = oo otherwise. Write Fg,(t) = P(Sa < t),t > 0, for its distribution function and let ¢, h be
arbitrary. Then as in (2II) and above ([22), using also 1 — e™* < z for all z, we can estimate

Fs,(t+h)—Fs,(t)=P(Z € Ax (t,t + h]) < P(Bp)
//]lBh w,y) dPY( )dPW( )

/ (1 — e I aw D) g pW (1) < b

For any finite set of disjoint intervals (ai, b1), ..., (an,by) lying in [t1,t2], we see that

N N

N
Y (i —aj) <e/llalee = D [Fsulby) = Fsalag)| < llalloo D (b; —a5) <,

j=1 j=1 j=1

so the map t — Fg,(t) is absolutely continuous on [t1,¢2]. By Theorem 3.35 in [11], FSA therefore admits
an integrable density fs, with respect to the Lebesgue measure such that P(Z € A x 1) f fs.(s)ds for
every subinterval 7 C [t1,t2] and A fixed. Moreover, by Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem and Lemma B3

t+h
fsa(t) — /A At, z)dx = %g%% (/t fsa(s)ds — h/A A(t,:z:)d:z:)

= lim %(P(Z € ((t,t+n], A) — h/A)\(t,x)da:) =0

for almost every t € (t1,t2], so that fs, and fA A, x)dx coincide almost everywhere. The proposition is
proved. O

We can extend Proposition [3.2] to the o-field By = Bo ® Bjg ). Denote by A the finite measure induced by
the application

(B,7)—» A(BxT1)= /B/)\(t,:v)dtdx, (B,T) € Bo ® Bg+.

By Proposition the law Az of Z and A coincide on the ‘rectangles’ A x 7 where 7 = (¢1,t2] and A is
open, and therefore, by standard uniqueness arguments (e.g., Theorem 1.14 in [11]) they coincide on the
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Borel o-field Bg ® Bg+. We can extend A to Bg by setting A(B x 7 U {oo}) = A(B x 7), in particular
A(Q2 x {o0}) = 0, which is consistent with

AQ xRY) = Jim AQx[0,T)) = Jim Az(Qx[0,T)=Az(Q2xR")=P(S<o0)=1

in view of Proposition 3.1l and countable additivity of measures. In particular A is a probability density on
Q) x [0,00), that is

/ q(x)/ vp,g(t, x)dtde = A(Q x RT) = 1. (23)
Q Ry

If we record only the binding position (without reporting the time of binding), then the probability to bind
in a particular measurable subset A of 2, at some time, is given by

P(Xs€ A, 8 <o0)=Az(AxR") = /A/OOO q(x)vp 4 (t, x)dtde = Aq(m)uaq(a@)dw =Ap(4) (24)

where the second identity follows from (45]), and where up 4 is the solution to the steady state Schrédinger
equation

V- (DVu) —qu=—¢ on §} (25)
ou
W 0 on 01,

with ¢ modelling the initial condition of the system.

3.2 Construction of the Poisson point process

The measure Ap from (24) will serve as the intensity measure for the point process we construct now. We
take independently diffusing molecules Xsi,i = 1,..., and observe their terminal positions Xj5. We then
record the count of binding locations through the number N(A) of molecules having bound in a measurable
subset A of €. Concretely, we take independent and identically distributed random variables T7, T5, .

eey

T.(4) = 1, if molecule 7 has bound in A
’ B 0, otherwise

such that P(T;(A) = 1) = Ap(A), and obtain a mixed binomial process

Mmol

N(A) = Z T;(A), A measurable,
i=1

where ny,0; € N is the total number of diffusing molecules. If we assume that the binding positions in disjoint
subsets of 2 are statistically independent, then such a ‘completely random’ point process is necessarily a
Poisson processes, see Theorem 6.12 in [26]. The preceding mixed binomial process is a Poisson process
precisely when n,,0; is drawn from a Poisson distribution (see Propositions 3.5 and 3.8 in [26]). To model
an effective sample size of n, we therefore assume n,,,; ~ Poisson(n) for some n € N. One then shows as in
Section 3.2 of [26] that N is indeed a Poisson point process with intensity nAp = nqup,q on 2. The expected
number E[N(A)] of bound molecules in every Borel set A of Q is precisely given by Campbell’s formula (see
Prop. 2.7 in [26]):

E[N(A)] = / ng(z)up q(z)de. (26)

A

4 Inference on the diffusion parameter from killed diffusion

We formulate appropriate hypotheses on D, ¢, ¢ that allow to combine the results from the previous sections.
Since boundary reflection dominates the diffusive dynamics of ({l) near 92, it is convenient to consider ¢ = 0

11



near Jf2 so that binding events occur only in the interior of 2. Along with that we assume that D is known
to be constant (= 1/2, say) near 9 and bounded away from zero (by 1/4, for notational convenience).
We also assume that the initial condition is strictly positive and satisfies a basic smoothness and boundary
compatibility condition.

Condition 4.1. The potential q lies in H"(Q),n > 1+ d/2, with ||¢||lc < Q for some Q > 0. Suppose

further that inf,cqo, ¢() > Gmin > 0 on some open set Qoo C Q such that dist(Qgg, Q) > 0 and that ¢ =0
outside a compact subset Qo C Q that contains gy C Q.

Condition 4.2. The diffusivity D lies in H*(Q) for some o > 2 + d/2, equals 1/2 outside of Qoo and
satisfies infpecq D(x) > 1/4. Moreover ¢ is a probability density that satisfies infrecq &(x) > Gmin for some
Gmin > 0 and ¢ either i) lies in H®(Q) for some b, d/2 < b < min(a + 1,7+ 2), and is constant outside of
Qoo or i) lies in H2(Q) from (F9) below, in which case we set b=2,d < 4, in what follows.

The hypotheses ensure that ¢ belongs to the spectrally defined Sobolev space ﬁ%ﬁq from ({I) below for
any such D, q and b in view of Proposition (for appropriate a,n). Lemma 4] [{G) and the Sobolev
imbedding then imply that the unique solution up , to (2H) is non-negative and lies in H**? c H"? ¢ C2.
Since also 0 < ¢ € H" C C* this ensures that the density

dAp

Frale AD = qup.q (27)

is Lipschitz and non-negative on 2. We can therefore consider the Poisson point process N over 2 constructed
in Section with intensity measure nAp where Ap is the (probability) measure with Lebesgue density
Ap. From what precedes N will generate samples lying in €2g almost surely. Considering that there are on
average n particles diffusing, and in light of (I7), we then consider

K = K, 4 ~n¥td (28)

many bins B; that partition g in a way such that each bin has Euclidean diameter bounded by a multiple
of K=/ We measure the count of the killed particles in each bin:

Y; := N(B;) 1<i<K, (29)

which for these choices of K, A = Ap and O = Qq fits into the general measurement setting (7). We denote
the resulting law Py, of the observation vector by Pp in this section.

4.1 Construction of the prior and posterior

Our goal is to make inference on D and hence we construct a prior directly for this parameter which
induces a pushforward prior for the intensity measure Ap via (27). We start with a Gaussian random field
(w(z) : z € Q) that induces a probability measure Law(w) on the (separable) Banach space H%(Q) C C(Q)
with reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) equal to H*(2), where

a>2+d,a—d/2>a>2+d/2.

For the existence of such a process see Theorem B.1.3 in [32]. We then define the rescaled random function

1

W(z) = nd/(da+2d)

C()w(x), =€, (30)

where ¢ is a smooth cutoff function that is zero outside of €}y and identically ( = 1 on 9. The prior
probability measure for D is then the law I = II,, = Law(D) on H® of the random function given by

—_

D(z) = - iew(m), x € 9, (31)

>~

which equals D = 1/2 near the boundary 9%, specifically on  \ Q. For given ¢ this induces a prior
probability measure ITp supported in H?® for the intensity measures Ap from (27)) simply via the image

12



measure theorem (and since the map D — up 4 is appropriately measurable in view of Lemmata [£.3] and
B below). This prior and then also the resulting posterior measures concentrate precisely on the non-linear
manifold of intensity functions that arise from observing a killed diffusion process for some D (and ¢), which
will be crucial later to solve the non-linear inverse problem via Theorem 5.6l Note that the posterior measure
from (2] based on data (29) is then given by

apk, (Y1, Yi)dTI(D)
Jia PX, (Y1, .. Yi)dIL(D)

I(A|Yy, ..., Yk) , A a Borel set in H*(Q). (32)

Despite the lack of convexity of the negative loglikelihood function D — —log prm, following ideas in
@], approximate computation of this posterior measure is possible by MCMC methods, with each MCMC
iterate requiring the numerical evaluation of pf{D and hence of the elliptic PDE (28]). For instance one
can use the pCN, ULA or MALA algorithm, see ﬁ] and also Sec.1.2.4 in @] as well as references therein.
Computational guarantees for such algorithms can be given following ideas in ﬂﬁ], see also Ch.5 in @]
In concrete applications one may wish to model a further drift VU(X;)dt in (), which corresponds to
subtracting a further vector field VU - Vu on the Lh.s. in (28) and hence changes little in the implementation
if U is known or determined independently — see also the introduction of ﬂﬁ] for further discussion of this
aspect.

4.2 Numerical illustration

To illustrate the theory, we perform numerical experiments where Q is the unit disk (d = 2) represented by
a triangular mesh with 6161 nodes. We take n = 107 as the expected number of molecules, and K = 36
the number of bins. We select parameters D, ¢ such that ¢ equals 200 on a small circular ‘focus’, and 100
outside (with a smooth sigmoid transition in between), and such that in the link function (I we replace the
additive constant 1/4 by 15. These values were chosen for convenience to amplify the effects of both diffusion
and binding in the graphical representation of our results — a more comprehensive numerical investigation
of the algorithm proposed here will be undertaken in future work.

True diffusion Potential q
60 1 e 200
55 08 y \
y \\
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50 / \ 150
45 Ly \
02 / \
40
0 100
35 oz
-0 02 [y /
) 30 A
-0.f 25 -0.6 \\ 50
y
" 20 8 \ -
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A 05 ) 05 AL = 05 ) 05 10
Initial condition Prior draw

[N

o
o

1 1 r
-
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06 06 ' .
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0
| 0.3
02 02
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08 08 ¥ 4
i 05 0 05 ;0 #, . .

Figure 2: Problem setting
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Synthetic data We take the initial condition ¢ and ground truth Dy such that ¢(x,y) o exp(cos(3m(x? +
y2))), Wolz,y) = 5e102"=10w=0-0" f51 (3 ) in the interior of the mesh and zero elsewhere. The corre-
sponding solution up, 4, is computed on the mesh nodes via FEM, and can be extended to the whole domain
via standard interpolation, as needed to compute the integrals Ap,(B;) = fB@- qupy,q,t =1,..., K. We then
draw the random observation count Y; = N(B;) for each bin as Poisson(nAp,(B;)). For the sake of speed,
a basic trapezoidal method on a fine grid (Az = Ay = 0.01) is used to compute the integrals over the bins.

MCMC Following a standard implementation from M], we run the preconditioned Crank-Nicolson (pCN)
scheme for 15 000 steps, on the posterior density ([B2]) arising from a Matérn Gaussian process prior of
smoothness parameter a = 2.5 and length scale £ = 0.15. At each step, the function W is represented by
the 6161-dimensional vector of its values on the mesh nodes, and we again use a standard interpolation
algorithm to define it on the whole domain when solving the PDE. We initialise the chain uniformly at 0.
After running the chain, we thin it by retaining every 200*" sample after removal of the burn-in (initial 5 000
iterations) - which we then use to compute the posterior mean W giving rise to D = 15 + %ew.

Posterior mean estimate D %103 UDyq %103

UD,g
. ¥ 3.4 : 3.4
70

; 60 ; 3.2 . 3.2

' 50 ‘ 3 ’ 3
0. 40 = 28 = 28
o = o 2.6 o 12.6
e 20 e - w

4 E 2.4 2 2.4

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

Figure 3: Posterior mean estimate D for the diffusivity function (left), along with the corresponding PDE
solution up ,(centre), and the true solution up, 4 (right) for comparison.
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Figure 4: The second and third displays compare, respectively, the ‘fit’ of the histogram bin count N(B;)
and the estimated posterior intensities nA 5(B;) with the ground truth nAp,(B;). The numerically improved
recovery also of the intensity Ap, by the Bayesian method when compared to the naive bin count is clearly
visible in these images.

4.3 Posterior consistency theorems
We now adapt techniques from Bayesian non-linear inverse problems @, @, @] to the present situation to
derive some posterior consistency results.

While the probabilistic structure of the prior for D is well understood via Gaussian process theory, the prior
for the intensity measures Ap is more complex as it involves the non-linear PDE solution map D +— up 4.
To verify the hypotheses of Theorem we will require the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.3. Suppose D, q, ¢ satisfy Conditions [{-1] and [{-Z Let the intensity measure Ap be given as in
(27) with Lebesgue density Ap. Then we have

f A >—>0.
Ilerle()() D(:E) - Q

Next consider two diffusivities D1, Da > 1/4 s.t. D1 = Dy on Q\ Qo and ||D;||ga < B for some B > 0 and
a>24d/2. Then we have
H)\Dl - /\D2||L2 < CBvqmian”Dl - Z)QHL2

and for every o' > 1+ d/2 that
IADy = Ap, [loo < ¢B,@lID1 = Daf o
for finite positive constants ¢ q,,..,,.0+€B,0Q-

Proof. We use PDE techniques and notation from Sec. Bl The first claim is Lemma [53h) with ¢ = ¢.
Next, suppose up,,i = 1,2, solve the elliptic equation (28] for two distinct diffusivities D; s.t. || D;||ge < b.
Set @ = up, — up, and notice that

lup,llcz S llupill gose < e <00

in view of Lemma [5.4] for appropriate b > d/2, Proposition 5.2} the Sobolev imbedding, and our hypotheses
which ensure ¢ € H,%h ¢ Then we have

LDlﬁq(l_L) = —d) — ,C[)%q’u,[)2 + V- (D2 - Dl)VUD2 =V (DQ - Dl)VUD2

so that u equals ﬁgi)q[ga] with ¢ = V - (D3 — D1)Vup, which lies in ﬁ%l)q,b > d/2, by what precedes,
Proposition [5.2] and since D1 — Do vanishes near 9€2. We thus obtain from the second inequality in Part a)
of Lemma that

lup, —up,llec <[V (D1~ D2)Vup,)|lec S D1 — Daller < || D1 — Dal| far (33)

which implies the desired L>°-estimate since Ap = qup 4 for all D. For the L? — L*-estimate, we notice that
Dy — D5 has compact support in 2 and so we see from the divergence theorem, again Lemma combined
with the previous bound for ||up,||c1 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, that

HU’DI - U‘D2||L2 /S Hv ' ((Dl - DQ)VUD2HH*1

= sup (Dl — DQ)V1/) . VUD2 S HD1 — D2||L2

Il g2 <t ‘ Q

completing the proof.

We now provide an appropriate result for the Gaussian small deviation asymptotics of the base prior.

Lemma 4.4. Consider the Gaussian process W from (30) with o > 2+ d and let Wy € H® be such that
Wo = 0 outside of Qoo. Let &, = n=*/2+d)  Then for every fized € > 0,a < a — d/2, there exists a positive
constant C' = C(e, a,a,, ¢, Qoo) > 0 such that for all n,

2

Pr(W: |W = Wollz2 < &n, [|W — Wol|zra <€) > e "%, (34)

Proof. Note that the rescaling factor in ([B0) equals 1/y/n&,. Since (~! is smooth on the support of Wy,
using also Exercise 2.6.5 in [14] and @), the RKHS-norm of the ‘shift’ Wy can be bounded as

Vnén |[Wo /Cllae S Vnén||[Wol ge.
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Therefore, using Corollary 2.6.18 in [14], the Gaussian correlation inequality (e.g., Theorem B.1.2 in [32]),
and again ({]), we can lower bound the probability in question by

=2 2
emeulWollie Pr(w : [lwl g2 < vneh /IIC]loo) Pr(llwll e < ev/ngn/[[Cllce).

Since the law Law(w) is supported on the separable Banach space H®, the second probability is bounded
from below by a positive constant independent of n in view of Anderson’s lemma (Theorem 2.4.5 in [14])
and for \/n&, > 1 (in fact the probability converges to one as n — o0). For the first probability, the required

lower bound follows by the same computation as the one on p.34 in [32], so that the result follows. o
Collecting these facts we can now show:

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that q, Do, ¢ satisfy Conditions [{-1] and [[-9 with o > 2 + d, respectively. The prior
L for the intensities Ap from (27) as constructed after (31) satisfies conditions (13) and (14) with Ap,,
Aoz =1, e = kn—o/(2atd) for some k > 0, and with regularisation set

On ={D: | D|a- < B}, (35)

for any B large enough and every a < o — d/2. As a consequence we obtain, for all M large enough, some
k>0, and K = K,, as in (23) that

11 (D S @n . H)\D — )‘D0||L1(Qoo) S Mnil/(2+d)|}/1, e ,YK) =1- OPDO (efknsi) (36)

Proof. To the ground truth Dy corresponds the potential Wy = log(4Dg — 1) which lies in H* by the chain
rule and since Dy > 1/4 does, and which equals Wy = log 1 = 0 outside of Qyo, hence satisfies the hypotheses
of Lemma [L4l To verify (I3), we work on the event in ([B4]), so that in particular |W| g + [|[Wollme is
bounded by a fixed constant, which also bounds the || - ||co-norms by the Sobolev imbedding with a > d/2.
By Lemma and (27)), the true intensity function Ap, is uniformly lower bounded on g9 and hence on
any B;, by Amin = Gmin®min/Q > 0. We then have from Jensen’s inequality

K

K 2
|Ap(B;) — Ap,(B;)]? . 1 </ >
< A ADp — A x)dx
; Ap,(B:) = mm; |B,| Bi( D — Ap,)(%)
= dr \?
_ A1 B dx ‘
_AminZ(‘/B.()\D )\DO)|B1-|) | B;]
=1 i
K
< A7_n1n Z/ (Ap — >\D0)2d$
i=1 " Bi
= A;lan)\D - )\DOH%Q(QOO) S COHD - D0||%2 S CIHW - WO”%%

using also Lemma [£3]in the last line, and for a fixed positive constant C7 > 0. Similarly from Lemma [4.3]

|Ap(B;) — Ap,(B;)] 1 / )
S AinthT — < AL _
ADD (BZ) S Amzn |BZ| B, ()\D )\DO)(J:)dJI S Am'LnH)‘D )\Do ||OO

< el|D = Dollgor < W = Wol| gror

for some ¢/ > 0. The condition (3] then follows from Lemma 4] with &, a constant multiple of &, as
well as @' = @ and € > 0 small enough. The condition (I4)) is verified for the rescaled prior and our O,
just as on p.33 in [32]. We also note the uniform upper bound on A(Qpp) < 1 = Apge in view @23), 24).
Therefore, noting also that our choices of K, ¢,, are as required, we can invoke Theorem to obtain the
contraction rate O(y/K/n) for the ||[Ap — Ap,|l¢, distance over the K bins B; partitioning Qpp = O. Using
again Lemma [5.4] Conditions 1] £2] and the Sobolev imbedding implies that Ap = qup is uniformly
bounded in H*** ¢ C'(Q2) for D € ©,, U {Dy}. This implies that these densities admit a uniform Lipschitz
constant B and so the final conclusion for the L'-norms follows from (I7T). O
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The last step is to take advantage of the stability estimate Theorem to show that the posterior inference
for D is also valid, which in particular implies the proof of Theorem To focus on the main statistical
ideas we show this for ‘small potentials’ ¢ and d < 3, see Section for discussion.

Theorem 4.6. In the setting of Theorem [[.3], assume further that ¢ satisfies the identifiability Condition
[5.3, that d < 3 and that ||q|| g2 < 0 for § small enough as in Theorem[5.8 Then if K = K, is as in (28) we
have

I (D:|D— Dol < MnP|Yi,....Yg) = 1= Op,, (e5") (37)
for some k>0 and g = 2_+db+§;2d/2. If D= (1+ eW)/4 for posterior mean W = EN[W|Y1,...,Yk], then
we also have

1D = Dollzz = Opp, (7).

Proof. For D € ©, from B5) and Dy € H* we know from Lemma [5.4] and our hypothesis on ¢ that
Up,q — Upy,q is bounded in H*2 C H**2 c Wb+21 We then combine (36) with the stability estimate
Theorem for D1 = Dy, D2 = D and the interpolation inequality (@) to obtain

W =Wollzz S 1D = Dollz> < l[up,g — wno.qll 52 (9200)

b,d b,d
Sllupg — uDo,q”CL(l(Q)OO) S A — )‘DoHcL(l(Q)DO)

1 b+2-d/2
< n T 2+d T bF2
~

from which the first claim of the theorem follows. The convergence of the posterior mean can then be proved
as in Theorem 2.3.2 in [32], and is left to the reader. O

5 Analytical results from PDE theory

5.1 Schrodinger operators and their spectrum

We now recall some analytical results for Schrodinger type equations that will allow to derive some estimates
for solutions of the PDE (28] that are essential in our proofs. Define the Schrédinger operator

Lpqv=V-(DVv)—qu (38)

acting on v belonging to the usual Sobolev space
9 9 ou
Huz{ueH(Q):$:Oon89} (39)

equipped with Neumann-boundary conditions. In this subsection we generally assume Conditions 21| and 2]
even though weaker assumptions would be possible too. Adapting standard arguments from spectral theory
for the Laplace equation with Neumann boundary conditions in Ch.5.7 in |41] to the presence of D, q (with
D =1/2,q = 0 near 99), one shows that the Schrédinger operator £p , has L?(Q)-orthonormal eigen-pairs

(€5,0.q»—Nj,D.g) € HI(Q) x [0,00), j > 1,

with eigenvalues satisfying
Nj.g < Ajr1.p.g = 571 (40)

where the constants implicit in ~ depend on upper bounds for ||q||ec, ||D]|cc- We now prove the following
key Poincaré-type inequality.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose q > Gmin > 0 on some subset Qoo of Q of positive Lebesgue measure |Qog| > 0. Then
we have the spectral gap inequality

)‘l,D,q 2 C(Qv |QOO|7 szn) > 0.
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Proof. The variational characterisation of eigenvalues (Sec.4.5 in [€]) and D > 1/4 imply that

A,D,g = — sup (Lp,gu, u)r2(a)
wEHZ, |lull 2oy =1
= inf [(DVu, VU>L2(Q) + <qu, U>L2(Q)]

uEHf,HuHLg(Q):l

>C, inf Vu,V + [Jul|?
- q"”"ueH57|\1urll|Lz<m:1[< w V) 12(@) HUHL%QUU)}

for some C,,;, > 0. Suppose the last expression equals zero. By the usual Poincaré inequality (p.292 in [10])

this implies first that « = const and then that |Qgg|/|Q| = 0, a contradiction since Qg has positive Lebesgue
measure. The result follows. O

We deduce from Parseval’s identity that for any ¢ € H? we have

Lpg® =~ Xi.D.g€j.0.q(€jD.g> )2,
=1

with convergence at least in L?({2), and that for any ¢ € L? the functions

o0

1
§ A],D qeg D,q e; D q7<P>L2

solve the PDE (25)) with r.h.s. —¢ = —¢ in the L?sense. To see that these solutions satisfy Neumann
boundary conditions, let us define the associated spectrally defined Sobolev-type spaces

HQ) = Hp ()= F: > Nop (freina)is = fll%, <oop,b>—1. (41)
J

By Parseval’s identity HY = L2 while H ! = (f[ 1)* is interpreted by duality in the usual way. For b > 0
these are subspaces of L? with the following properties:

Proposition 5.2. a) For any D € C',0 < q € L*, we have that
Fr2 2
HD,q = Hl/
and the graph norm |Lp qf|lL2 = HfHHg is Lipschitz-equivalent to the H?-norm on H?2, with equivalence

constants depending only on upper bounds on llglloos | Do -

b) Let |D||ga + [lql|zn < B for some a > 24 d/2,n > 1+ d/2, and let |b] < min(a + 1,1 +2). Then
H® c H® and ||ul|g» < c(B,b)||ul| v for all uw € H®. Conversely, if u € H is constant outside of a compact
set K C Q, thenu € H® and |Ju| gv < ¢(B,b, K)||u| go-

Proof. First, let f € ﬁ%yq and define its J-th partial sum as

fr= Z ej0,q{fsespqg) L2, J EN,

J<d

so that f; € HZ since e; € H2 and clearly f; — f in fl%yq. Using standard isomorphism theorems for the
Neumann Laplacian (e.g., Theorem I1.5.4 in |27]) and D > 1/4 we see for any u € H2 that

lull g < |Aullz2 S 1£p.qullL2 + [ Dllcr[ullar + llglloollull 2

1/2
Sllull g, + (Lpguw) s + lalloollullze S llull s
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Applying this to u = f; — f;» we see that f; is a Cauchy sequence in H? and hence f € H?, in fact by the
trace Theorem 1.9.4 in [27] we must have f € H2. Conversely, let f € H2. Then by the divergence theorem
and Parseval’s identity

||f||§q; =Y XN pfeipa)i: = (Lpafieipa)i = 1Lpafliz S (IDler + o)l a2 < oo,
7 7

so f € HJQD and Part a) of the proposition follows. Part b) is proved by induction similar to Proposition 2
in [33) and Teft to the reader. O

Parabolic and steady state equation

We now study the underlying time-dependent equation and recall its relationship to the steady state equation
(25). Specifically, consider solutions v = vp 4 to the parabolic PDE

%U(t, ) =Lp,gv on (0,T] x (42)
v(0,-) =¢ on Q
% =0 on (0,7] x 9.

For any ¢ € L? and D, q as in Conditions A1l -2l unique solutions exist by standard PDE arguments (as,
g., in Sec 7.1.2 in [10]) and can be represented spectrally as the convergent series in L2(£2) given by

o0
Up,q(t,") = Zeit)\j’D’qej,D,q@j,D,qv P)re. (43)
j=1

One shows, using Proposition[5.2] that for ¢ € H?, the solutions vp 4(t, -) lie in C([0,T], H®) ¢ C([0,T], HY),
where the parabolic spaces C([0,T], X) are deﬁned as the bounded continuous maps from [0, 7] into a Banach
space X. We also have from Lemma 51 ({0, and Parseval’s identity that

lvp,q(t, )z < e™llpllrz ¥t >0, (44)

for some ¢ > 0, which shows that the energy of the system dissipates as t — oo (corresponding to the ‘killing
of all particles’ in Proposition B.I]). Integrating the penultimate expression in time and using

/ it = L= 1) aso0,
0 A

we have after letting s — oo, and using the dominated convergence theorem,
-1 2
/0 UD,q(t,-)dt = Z)‘J D,q%3.D.q (€j,D,q:P) 12 = ED,q[_‘P]a pel” (45)

Thus the time average of the solutions to ([2)) equal the solutions up 4 to the steady state equation ([25]) with
source —¢ = —p. From Proposition [5.2] and the Sobolev imbedding we have that ¢ € H%ﬁq C H® ¢ L™ for

some b > d/2 implies that the solutions up 4 lie in H2+qb C H?** C C2. Theorem 5.1 (or 5.2) in [12] then
allows us to represent the solution via the Feynman-Kac formula

up,q(z) = /Ooov(t,x)dt =FE" /000 o(Xy) exp{ - /Ot q(XS)ds}dt, x € 9, (46)

where X is the Markov process from (I]) started at Xy = =.

Lemma 5.3. Assume Conditions [{-1}, [{.3 and that up,, = Ef))lq(—go) is the solution to (28) with source
—p=—0.
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a) Suppose further ¢ € ﬁ%ﬁq for some b > d/2 and that ||q|lcc < Q < 00. Then

inf,
inf up 4(z) infaco o(2)

€9 - Q ’
as well as
”uD,quo < lelloo-

b) We also have for any ¢ € L*
[upglle < Coa0.allellg— < llellz

Proof. For Part a) note that (f) and the hypotheses on ¢, ¢ imply

. < inf (x)
> Qt gy _ WMlaea @
u(z) > wllfelg cp(x)/o e~ %tdt — 0

and similarly

t
)] < el exp { = [ aXo)ds}t < ol

since ¢ > 0. For Part b) we use (the proof of) Lemma 5.T] and sequence space duality to the effect that for
any ¢ € H' and testing g = —¢

1£p.q¢ll g+ = sup [Lpg¥,9)r2l 2 —(Lpg¥, )12 2 ¢l 2.

llgll g1 <1
Inserting ¢ = u = Eg}qga € H' and the elementary embedding H' C L? imply the inequalities in b). O
We finally record the following lemma on regularity of solutions of (23]).
Lemma 5.4. In the setting of Lemmal53, suppose that ¢ € ﬁ%ﬁq for some b < min(a+ 1,7+ 2) —2. Then

|71

sup L=l prz < oo (47)

llell go +I Dl o +llgllpn <B
The result remains true if ¢ = 0 as well if we assume in addition that fQ ¢ =0.

Proof. Within the spectrally defined H* scale, by definition of the H” norm we immediatly get

sup L@l gore = sup el go < B < oo.
llell go +I Dl a+llgllzn <B llell go+IDllzra +llgllzn <B
The proof for ¢ = 0 is similar under the additional constraint on ¢, cf. Sec.3.1 in [33]. O

5.2 Identifiability and Stability.

We will now show that the the diffusivity D can be identified from up , on a fixed subset Qo C Q if ¢ is
small enough in a H? sense, and assuming d < 3. These hypotheses can be weakened by the introduction of
further technicalities (e.g., replacing energy methods by Schauder estimates), but our focus here is not on
obtaining the most general stability estimate but on providing a concept proof that inference on diffusivity
from killed diffusion is possible under certain hypotheses on the initial condition ¢. To ease notation we take
Q to have normalised Lebesgue measure equal to one, so that the invariant measure of the process (X;) from
(@D equals 1 identically on £2.

Condition 5.5. Let d < 3. Assume that || = 1 and that for some strict subdomain Qoo of Q and some
€ > 0 the initial condition ¢ of [d) is a probability density that satisfies

(a) either ¢ = 1+ eeq where ey € H? is the first non-constant eigenfunction of the generator Lp, o of the
diffusion process (), and ey satisfies inf cqy, |Ver(x)] > ¢ >0,
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(b) or > 1+€ on Qoo.

Before we discuss this condition, let us state our main stability (inverse continuity) estimate for the ‘forward’
map D — up 4 of our inverse problem.

Theorem 5.6. Assume D;,i = 1,2;q, ¢ satisfy Conditions [[-1], [{-9 with o > 2+ d/2 and moreover that ¢
satisfies Condition[5A with Dy = D in case a). Denote by up, 4 the corresponding solutions to (23). Suppose
further that ||D1||ge + ||D2||ge < b. Then there exist positive constants 6,C depending on b, ¢, €, 2, Qoo,
such that if ||q|| g2 < § we have

1D1 = Dal|r2() < Cllup, g — uns,qllH2(900)- (48)
The following remark discusses some physical interpretations of our hypotheses.

Remark 5.7. Since ¢ is a probability density, Condition [5.5b) requires the initial state to be prepared
such that more than average (= 1) particles start diffusing in the sub-domain 2oy where we wish to identify
D. This can be thought of as ensuring that we will see sufficiently many binding events in the region Qqg.
The hypothesis a) is somewhat more subtle to interpret: It essentially requires the domain Q and operator
Lp,.0 =V (DyV) to satisfy the hotspots conjecture (see Sections 2.2.2 and 3.7 in |33] for concrete examples
and relevant references). We also notice that e; € H2 C L™ (cf. Prop.2 in [33]), so Condition E2is satisfied
for b = 2,d < 4 and € = €(]|e1]|eo) small enough. Since the distribution p,(¢0) of X; from (I for any
initial condition ¢ at time ¢ equals 1+ 3.+, e Nej(e;j, )2 (with (e;, —A;) the eigen-pairs of Lp, o), the
perturbative (¢ — oo) interpretation of hypothesis a) is that ¢ = 1 + ee; is already close to its equilibrium
distribution. Statistically speaking, the first eigenfunction e; = e; p, is the last ‘informative’ part of diffusion
that we can see before it reaches its non-informative (uniform) equilibrium distribution. [As ¢ = e; now
depends on Dy, one needs to replace it by an empirical estimate in the MCMC implementation.]

That g needs to be small enough can be related to the problem that too large ¢ may kill diffusing particles
too aggressively for them to visit all areas of g9 before they ‘bind’. One could equivalently calibrate the
parameter of the exponential random variable Y featuring in the binding time. It remains an open problem
whether this hypothesis is necessary or not. The numerical findings from Sec. suggest that the ratio D/q
is relevant for stable recovery, and moreover that recovery of D is possible also after relaxing the hypothesis
Condition This presents interesting avenues for future research.

5.3 Proof of Theorem 5.6

We first recall a general stability lemma for a transport operator, taken from [33] and inspired by earlier
work in [36, 132].

Condition 5.8. Let ug € H?*(Q) be a function such that sup,cq,, |uo(z)| < u < co and
1
EAuo(z) + u|Vug(x)]* > co >0, ae x€Qp (49)

for some subset Qoq s.t. dist(Qoo,2) > 0.

Lemma 5.9. (Lemma 2 in [33]) Suppose ug (or —ug) satisfies Condition[.8 Then there exists a constant
c = c(u,co, i) > 0 such that we have, for any h € C that vanishes on Q\ Qgo,

[V - (hVuo)[22() = cllhllL2(q)-

Given the preceding lemma, the proof of Theorem proceeds in several steps by comparing the solution
of 28] to the solution of the standard Neumann problem with ¢ = 0, which exists if the ‘source’ term ¢
integrates to zero.

Step 1: For ¢ satisfying Conditions and we set
bo=d—1=¢-— /Q 6 and wy = L3\ o[~ o).

From Lemma [5.4] combined with Proposition 5.2l we know that wgs € H2NHA*2 C C? for some 2 > 3 > d/2.
Let us show that wg further satisfies Condition [5.8] for some p > 0 and subset oo C 2.
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(a) If ¢ = 1+ eeq with |Vey| > 0 on Qq,

elej,e1)  _ eer

N TN

NE

Wy = LB},O[_Eel] =
j=1

such that |Vwgy| = |€Z%| > 0 on Qgp. Since Awy € L™ we see that for p large enough, Condition [5.8is

satisfied with ug = wg.

(b) If ¢ > 1+ € with € > 0 on Qoo then ¢o > € on Q. Let us write Wy = —w,, then,
¢o =V - (D1Vw¢,) = DlAﬁ)d, + VD - V’lD¢. (50)

This forces either D1 Awg(z) > § > 0 and then Awg(x) > >0, or

Bilizn P
€
5 S VDi(2) - Vg(z) < [V (2)[[VDi(2)|
so that [Vwg| > m on Qgg. Conclude that again, Condition B.8lis verified for ug = @y = —wy and
1t large enough, since Awg € L.

Step 2. We next consider a constant potential ¢ = ¢ > 0 on the domain €. In this case the spectral
decomposition of Lp, g,.;. is the same as the one of Lp, o but with eigenvalues

shifted by gmn, including A9 = 0 corresponding to eg = 1. The operator Lp, g,.,,, thus has inverse £ D1 Gomin

on L?(Q) with spectral representation

o0
1
1 2
ui‘chqmm ZY eJ’ 7 p € L7,
j=0 "\
solving V-(DVu)—¢mintt = ¢ subject to Neumann boundary conditions. Now since wg solves Lp, owe = —¢o

with Neumann boundary conditions, the function

Jo ¢

Qmm

Vy = Wy +
also satisfies Neumann boundary conditions and solves

LD, ,qminVé = L£D,,0V¢ — GminVs = —P0 — / @ — qminW¢ = —P — minWe
Q

-1

Distomin [—¢] is the actual solution of the steady state Schrodinger equation

Therefore if u = up, q,.., =
V. (Dlvu) — gminU = _(b
with Neumann boundary conditions, then

141 g = Vollez = 1£0, 4,0, [ = LDy g, =0 = Gminwo]llc2

= Gminll Ly g [Wolllez S Gminl| L0340, 06 5250 S i
using the Sobolev imbedding (d < 4) as well as the elliptic regularity Lemma 541 When Condition 5.8
holds for wg then it also holds for vy as the constant subtracted vanishes after taking the gradient and the
Laplacian. Hence for g, small enough the function up, 4., satisfies Condition 5.8 too since its C*-norm
distance to v4 can be made as small as desired.
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Step 3. Now, let up, 4 = EB})Q[—(;S] be the solution of the steady state Schrodinger equation with non-
constant potential ¢ such that ||¢ — ¢min| g is small. We then see that

EDI)Q(UD17Q - uDlﬂhnin) = (q - qmi”l)uD17Q7nin'

We have that up, g4,,,. lies in H? = H2 and so does q¢ — gmin as it belongs to H? and is constant near the
boundary. Therefore (¢ — Gmin)up, ¢ € HZ as well in view of {@) and d < 4. Hence we obtain from the

Sobolev imbedding with d/2 < 8 < 2, the definition of the Hb-norms, and again ()

||U‘D1,q ~ UD1,qmin le2 S ||£Z)},q[(q - Qmin)uDl,qmin]HH%ti

S ||(q - %m'n)uDl,qmm ||H]231’q

S ||q - qmi’ﬂ”HzHuDI;QminHHz?

and the r.h.s. can be made as small as desired for ||¢ — ¢min]|| gz small enough, so that again Condition 5.8 is
inherited by up, 4. From what precedes Lemma 5.9 applies to give for any h € C! that vanishes on Q\Qgo

IV - (hVup, q)l|> = cl[h]|L>
and applying this to h = Dy — D4 gives
|1D1 = Da|r2 S IV - (D1 = D2)Vup, q)l|2- (51)

Now, since up, 4 solves Lp, qu = —¢, and up, 4 solves the same equation with Dy in place of Dy, the r.h.s
equals, with all L2-norms over g,

IV - (D1 = D2)Vup, )72 = IV - (D1Vup, 4) = V - (D2V(up, g — UDyq + uDs.q))|[72
<=+ qup, g+ ¢ —qup,gllis + |V - (D2V(up, g — tup,.q))llis
= ||q(up,.q — uDy,)l|7> + IV - (D2V (up, g — upy.q))l[72

Sllupy g = “qu”%ﬁ(ﬂoo)-

This completes the proof of Theorem

6 Proofs for Section
6.1 Proof of Lemma 2.7]

By independence and the definitions, it suffices to prove

[A(B) — Ao(B)[?
Ao(B)

—Ex, (10g PA (Y)) <2n
PAro

for every Y = Y;, B = B; and where py = p}\ﬁn in this proof. From the definitions of Poisson densities we
have

PA (1) _ o=n(A(B)~Ao(B)) AB) 17
T i) (52)

and therefore

Ex, [log o (Y)] — “n[A(B) — Ao(B)] + log[A(B)/Ao(B)En,[Y]

A(B) — Ao(B)

= —n[A(B) — Ao(B)] + nAo(B) log [1 + Ao(B)
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Using a second order Taylor expansion about zero with mean value remainder

1, 1

log(l+z) =2 — 22 (e for some ¢ € (0,1)
at x = % € (-1/2,1/2), we deduce
g (14 MEMB)) _AB)—olB) L (M) () 1
Ao(B) Ao(B) 2 Ao(B) (1 +C%f)(8))
The last factor is bounded by 4 under our hypothesis and we deduce
pA (A(B) — Ao(B))* 1 (A(B) — Ao(B))*
—E log—(Y)| =n <2n ,
o { gPAo( )} 200(B) (14 ¢MESsB)) Ao(B)

completing the proof.

6.2 Proof of Lemma

We prove the result for ¢ < 2 relevant below, in which case we will show that one can take L. = c2 /8. The
case ¢ > 2 follows from simple modifications and is left to the reader. By Jensen’s inequality,

tog [ 221, Vi) 2 [ tog 22 (1, Yiedan()
A Pno A Pa,

so using also Lemma [Z] the probability in question is bounded, for s > 0, by

P, (/ log PA (Y1, ... Yg)dv(A) < —(2+c)ne2>
A PAo

_ PAD(/ [log P2 (WA, ..., Yic) — E, log 22
A PAy D

Ao

(Vi, ..., Yic)]d(A)

_(2+c)n62_/ Ea, log 24 (Yl,...,YK)dy(A))

PAo

< Py, (/ [log PA (V1. Vi) — Epg log 22 (Y3, .0, Vi )]dv(A) < —cne2)
A PAo PA

0

< P, (exps £, [log (Y1,...,Yk) — Ep, log FA (Y1, ---,YK)} ‘ = escn€2>
" Pao
< efsncez[EAo |:€Xp5 |: ,Y ) [EAO 1Og (Yh 7Y ):| H
PAo
< e’S"“Z[E,, [[EAO {exps log (Yl,...,Y ) — Ea, log (Ylv"'vy )H]
DPAo PAo

using also Jensen’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem in the last step. We define random variables

_ A (B;) A(Bi) -
(Y;) = Y, log no(By)log s, =1, K,

and estimate the expectation of 312 %il < 32 %i 4 ¢332 Zi For the first term we have by independence

PA DA
Z; .= log Y;) — Ep, log
PAo ¥) " pa, SN (By)

K
Ep,[e®2i %] = 1_[1 Ea, {exp (s log //XXQ((BEB) Y; — slog 11\\0((3;1)) nAO(Bi))}

) slog% 1 A(Bz) ok
p (nAO(BZ) (e 1—slog By ) ) (**)
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Using a second order Taylor expansion with mean value remainder, 0 < ¢ < 1, and the hypothesis

max; |%| < 1/2 we get for 0 < s <1 that

s A(B:) A (B; 2 A (B; 2 s ACB:)
e 8 X0(51) — 1+ slog AO((BZ-)) + % <1og Ao((BZ))) e< 8 X (2]
K3 3 C

with C' < 3/2. Similarly from the mean value theorem

A(B;) A(Bi) — Ao(Bi) A(Bi) — Ao(Bi) 1
log No(By) log (1 + _0 ) Ao(Bz'()) 11¢ BZ) Ao)(B)

C/
where 1/C’ < 2. We conclude that () is bounded by

A(B;
et T 2] H exp (nAo ( AO((Bi)) )2>

2 (A(Bi) = Ao(Bi)*\ _ as20p2 , (A00)
§i1:llexp<2ns No(B) =e K , 0<s<1.

and the same inequality can be established for e=*2i % by similar arguments. Combining what precedes
with the support of the probability measure v we obtain for all 0 < s < 1 the bound

Py, ( [ P2 Yieyn(a) < 6(2“)"62) < 27 B P (M)
A PAo

< 2675710624*2527162 _ 267n52(sc7252)

Choosing s = ¢?/8 < 1 (permitted since we assumed ¢ < 2) gives the overall bound

PAO (/ DA (Yl, ,YK)dV(A) S e—(2+c)n52> S 26—0211,52/8,
A PAo

completing the proof.

6.3 Proof of Theorem 2.3

Step 1. Let us introduce the sets
LM =0,NR.

We can find tests (indicator functions) ¥,, = ¥(Y1,..., Yk, n) such that for every n € N and M > 0 large
enough depending on C, A0,

(Z) [EAD\IIH — O, (’LZ) sup [EA(l _ \Ijn) < L€7(0+4)n52
AeL™:||A=Aolley 2MA/K/n

Proof. Define W,, = 1{||A — Ao||¢, > t\/K/n}. Part (i) follows from the concentration inequality Theorem
and so does (ii) in view of the following argument: note that

Er[l — ©,] = PA(0,, = 0) = Py(J|A — Ao|le, < t\/K/n).

But R . .
[[A = Aolley = |[A = A+ A = Aolle, = [[A = Aolle, — [[A = Alle,

so that

Ea[l — W] < Pa(|A = Aolley = 1A = Alle, < tv/K/n) = Pa(IA = Alle, > [|A = Aole, — tv/K/n)
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and hence, using (G3)), we have for all A € £™ such that |A — Ag|le, > M+/K/n the bound
Ea(l—W,) < Pa(IA = Alle, > [[A — Aolle, — ty/ET) < Pa(IA = Ally, > Mey, — t3/E7n)
< PA(JJA = Alle, > (M — t)\/EK/n) < e ¢K < e

Step 2. Notice first

Eay [TN{A € (£7)° UIAT) = A Jo, > My/EnlYA, o Yie W0 | < Eag W = 0
by assumption on the tests. Let us write shorthand
L(K,n) = (L") U{A « ||AY) — AFY], > MK n}
so we only need to prove convergence in Py, to 0 of

S sy (0 /P20 (Vi o YieWIL(A) (1 = )
f(pA/pAo)(Ylv a3 YK)dH(A)
Lemma shows that for all ¢ > 0 and probability measures v with support in

B,:={AeLl": D;K(A,AO)2 < €2, Do, (A, Ag) < 1/2},

I(L(K,n)|Y1, ... Y)(1 = ¥,) =

we have

Py, (/ P (v, Yi)dv(A) < 6(2“)”5%) < 9~ Lene®
PAo

We apply this result with ¢ = 1 and v equal to the normalised restriction of the prior II to B,,. Together
with Step 1, this shows that if A, is the event

Ay = { [ B Vi) = (e > e-<3+0>"83},
B, PAo

then Py, (An) > 1 —2e~L1m¢” 5 1 and we can write for every ¢ > 0,

P, fi(K,n) (Pa/P2o) (Y1, -, Yie)dII(A) (1 — W)
Ao [(pa/Pag) (Y1, oo, Yic)dII(A) ‘

< Py (AS) + Py, | eBHOmen(1 — \1/")/ PA (v, Y )dII(A) > € |
L(K,n) PAo

Now, using that

Ea, [p/\ Y, ..., YK)} = / padp < 1, (p counting measure on NJ°)
PAy Pay>0

PA
PAo

En, [ (Y1,.., Y)(1 — \Iln)] <Er(1-1,)

and that 0 <1 - W¥,, <1, we obtain

Ea,

< 2I(L\L™) + sup Ea(l —0,).

(1 —%)/, PA (v, Yi)dTI(A)
L( AeLm:||[AT) AT ||, > MK /n

K,n) PAo

Now the assumptions on £" and concentration properties of the tests combined with Markov’s inequality
give, for every € > 0,

_ PA ¢ —nel
Pa, ((1 ) /L e B iR > e(gw)m%) < (3L/e)e

and the theorem follows by combining the preceding estimates and appropriate choice of e.

26



6.4 A concentration inequality for high-dimensional Poisson regression

For the construction of tests in the previous proof, we rely on a nonparametric estimator A of A with good
concentration properties. But note that A does not satisfy the ‘PDE constraint’ (24]), hence cannot be used
itself in the context of our inverse problem since the stability estimate Theorem does not apply to it.

A natural statistic is the normalised bin count, which gives the random vector in (R*)X with entries

for data from (7). Now consider the average ¢1-risk across the bins

K K

- . 1
1A = Al = 3 1As = A(Bo)| = = ¥ — EaYi| (54)
i=1 i=1
A basic first inequality is, using also the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality twice,
A 1 \/_ \/
EnllA = Alle, < ~ > VVar(y;) = Z Vn

i<K ik

This is upgraded to a probability inequality in the following theorem which for K > ne? has a sufficiently
rapidly decaying concentration function to combine with the posterior contraction rate proof from above.

Theorem 6.1. If K < Cn for some C > 0, then for any ¢’ > 0 we can find t large enough depending on
c,C and on an upper bound Apma. > A(0), such that we have for every K,n € N,

Pa(IA = Alle, > ty/K/n) < e % (55)

Proof. We represent the ¢1-norm of the vector A — A on RK by duality,
1A = Alle, = sup [T (A = A)].

vERK :max; |v;|<1

Then let v, m = 1,...,N(1/2), be vectors in the {o-unit ball B,(1) of R¥ that form the centers of a
radius-1/2 covering of BL, for the £o, norm ||v||,, = max;<k |v;|. By Prop. 4.3.34 in [14] we require at most
N(1/2) < 6% such balls. We deduce from the triangle inequality for every fixed v € By (1) and some vy,
that

~ ~ 1. - A
[0 (A = M) < (v = vm)) T (A = M)+ [0 (A = )] < SIA = Alley + [vf) (A = A)]

Taking suprema over v € By (1) and subtracting we get

1. .
—[JA = Ally, < L (A=A
2|| ey < m:l,r.I.l.fi]i/((lﬂ) |U(m)( )l

so that the Lh.s. of (BH) is bounded, using also a union bound for probabilities, by

PA( max v m)(A A|>t\/K/n/2)<6K sup PA(n|U (A — A)|>t\/_/2) (56)

m=1,...,N(1/2) vEBoo (1)

We now need an appropriate tail bound for the random variables
K

nv" (A= A) = 0i(V; — EAY;), v € Boo(1).
i=1

We consider each summand and 0 < z < 3. First, if 0 < v; < 1 so that 0 < zv; < 3, the moment generating
function can be bounded as

Ex exp{zv;(Y; — EAY;)} = exp {nA(Bi)[e”“’i —1— :zrvl]} < exp{%} < exp {%}7
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using that the Y; ~ Poi(nA(B;)) as well as (3.10) and (3.22) in [14]. Similarly, if —1 < v; < 0 so that
0 < —zv; < 3 then we have from e +y — 1 < y?/2 for —zv; =y € (0, 3) that

(Yi—EAY;) _ _nA(B;)[e*Vi—1—zv; A(B; $)2/2
[EAe”“’( AYi) — onA(Bi)le wv]gen( )(M)/7

which is also upper bound by the r.h.s. of the penultimate display. In summary, by Markov’s inequality and
independence of the bin-counts, for any z > 0 and 0 < z < 3,

ﬂ‘:A[ezszl z”i(YifEAYi)] _ s nA(B;)x?
PA( D Y~ YD) > 2) < < e [Low {5t
= er? E 2(1 = |2[/3)

71/\(0):1:2 2
< efszrzfz\m\/s <e~ 271A(ZO)+227

after choosing = = z/(nA(0) + z) € (0,1). Applying this with z = tv/nK /2 (and repeating the argument
with —ov to deal with | - | gives the following bound for (G6l)

. ___t?nk/4_
65 sup Py (n|vT(A —A)| >tV nK/2) < eKe  2ma@FtvaR
vEB (1)

with universal constant ¢ > 0. Now since K < C'n we obtain that the last tail is bounded by

1 tZnK ’
e K T TREA@)+VTD <e° K

for all ¢ large enough, completing the proof. O
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