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Support and distribution inference from noisy data

Jérémie Capitao-Miniconi*, Elisabeth Gassiat* and Luc Lehéricy™*
* Université Paris-Saclay, CNRS, Laboratoire de mathématiques d’Orsay, 91405, Orsay, France,
** Université Cote d’Azur, CNRS, LJAD, France.

Abstract

Understanding what kind of noise in the observations allows to recover low dimensional
structures of a signal is of interest in statistical learning, as a first step to build efficient
dimension reduction procedures. In this work we give a new contribution on the type of
noise which can affect the data without preventing to build consistent estimators of the
support and distribution of the signal. We focus on the situation where the observations
are corrupted with additive and independent noise. We prove that for general classes of
supports, it is possible to recover both the support and the distribution of the signal with-
out knowing the noise distribution and with no sample of the noise. We exhibit classes
of distributions over which we prove adaptive minimax rates (up to a loglog factor) for
the estimation of the support in Hausdorff distance. Moreover, for the class of distribu-
tions with compact support, we provide estimators of the unknown (in general singular)
distribution and prove maximum rates in Wasserstein distance. We also prove an almost
matching lower bound on the associated minimax risk.

1 Introduction

1.1 Context and aim

It is often observed that high dimensional data has a low intrinsic dimension. The compu-
tational geometry point of view gave rise to a number of interesting algorithms (see [6] and
references therein) for the reconstruction of a non linear shape from a point cloud, and the
case of non noisy data is by now relatively well understood. See for instance [1] for an overview
of the subject and references when the observations are sampled on an unknown manifold,
and [14] and [24] for the estimation of the distribution using the Wasserstein metric as loss
function. Some of the geometric ideas that have been developed to handle non noisy data can
be applied, or adapted, to handle noisy data and build estimators with controlled risk. How-
ever, the upper bound on the risk is meaningful only when the bound on the noise is small,
or even when the noise tends to 0 with the amount of data tending to infinity. See [2], [1],
[12], [16], [25], [3]. The estimation of the distribution with unknown but small (and orthogonal
to the unknown manifold) noise is handled in [14] with a kernel estimator. Non parametric
Bayesian methods have been explored in [5] for observations on a tubular neighborhood of the
unknown manifold, that is for bounded noise.

In this paper, we aim at giving a new contribution on the type of unknown noise which can
affect the data without preventing to build consistent estimators of the support and of the law
of the signal. We are interested in the estimation of possibly low dimensional supports, and of
distributions supported on such supports, when the observations are corrupted with additive
noise: this is called the deconvolution model. In contrast with previous literature, we consider
the setting where the distribution of the noise is unknown and where we do not have access to
auxiliary data to estimate it.

When we accept to consider noise with known distribution, usual estimation procedures are
roughly based on the fact that it is possible to get an estimator of the characteristic function
of the non noisy data by dividing an estimator of the characteristic function of the noisy data
by that of the noise. The authors of [20] consider data corrupted with Gaussian noise, and



propose as estimator of the manifold an upper level set of an estimator of a kernel smoothed
density of the unknown distribution. With the truncated Hausdorff loss, the authors prove that
their estimator achieves a maximum risk (over some class of distributions) upper bounded by
(v/Togn)~'+9 for any positive &, and prove a lower bound of order (logn)~'*9 for the minimax
risk. Taking an upper level set of an estimated density had been earlier proposed to estimate a
support based on non noisy data in [9]. In the context of full dimensional convex support and
with additive Gaussian noise, [7] proposes an estimation procedure using convexity ideas. The
authors prove an upper bound of order loglog n/+/logn and a lower bound of order (log n)_Q/T
for the minimax Hausdorff risk, for any 7 € (0,1). Earlier work with known noise and with full
dimensional support is [22], where the author first builds an estimator of the unknown density
using deconvolution ideas, then samples from this estimated density and takes a union of balls
centered on the sampled points, such as in [13]. Focusing on the estimation of the distribution,
with known Gaussian noise, the authors of [11] prove matching upper and lower bounds for
the minimax risk using the Wasserstein distance. Results for other known noises, but limited
to one dimensional observations, can be found in [10].

1.2 Contribution and main results

The intuition behind our work is that certain geometrical properties of the support of the
signal induce sufficient structure for the deconvolution problem to be solvable even without
knowledge of the noise distribution. The main original contributions of our work are twofold.

o We exhibit simple geometric properties of a support so that, whatever the distribution
on such a support—provided it does not have too heavy tails—, the deconvolution problem
can be solved without any knowledge regarding the noise.

e We propose classes of distributions over which we prove adaptive minimax rates (up to
a loglog factor) for the estimation of the support in Hausdorff distance. Moreover, for
the class of distributions with compact support, we provide estimators of the unknown
(in general singular) distribution and prove rates for the maximum risk in Wasserstein
distance. We also prove an almost matching lower bound on the associated minimax risk.

In Section 2, we precise the setting and the identifiability of the deconvolution problem
of [17], which our paper builds upon. The main assumption needed in [17] to ensure that the
recovery of the distribution of the signal is possible, (Adep), comes from a complex analysis
argument and does not have a clear probabilistic or geometric interpretation; as such it may
seem difficult to verify outside of specific cases. We exhibit in Section 2.3 simple geometric
properties of a support so that, whatever the distribution on such a support, (Adep) holds
and therefore the deconvolution problem can be solved without any knowledge regarding the
noise, see Corollaries 1 and 2. The genericity of these geometric conditions is considered in
Section 2.4.

Section 3 provides an overview of our estimation procedures and the estimation of the
characteristic function of the signal. We focus on support estimation in Section 4. We are
able to propose estimators achieving adaptive minimax rates (up to a loglog factor) for the
estimation of the support in Hausdorff distance. The minimax rates are investigated over well
chosen classes of distributions, see Theorems 3, 4 and 5. Specifically, the minimax risk for the
Hausdorff distance is upper bounded by (loglogn)L/(logn)* for some L, where x € (1/2,1]
is a parameter characterizing the heaviness of the tail of the distribution of the signal (x =1
corresponds to compactly supported distributions, and k = 1/2 to sub-Gaussian distributions).
On the other hand, the minimax risk is lower bounded by 1/(logn)”® if x € (1/2,1) and
1/(logn)'=% if k = 1, 6 being any (small) positive number. Adaptivity is with respect to .
In some sense, exhibiting these classes of distributions allows to fill the gap between the upper
and lower bounds in [20] and [7], together with the extension to totally unknown noise.

Section 5 is devoted to the estimation of the distribution when it is compactly supported.
We consider the estimation of the unknown (in general singular) distribution of the hidden non
noisy data itself when it has a compact support. We prove almost matching upper and lower



bounds of order 1/logn for the estimation risk of the distribution in Wasserstein distance, see
Theorem 6 and Theorem 7.

Appendix A presents an index of the notations defined along the paper. Detailed proofs
for Sections 2, 3, 4 and 5 are given in the remaining appendices.

1.3 Notations

The Euclidean norm (in any dimension) will be denoted || - ||2. If A is a subset of R”, we write
d(z, A) = inf{|lz —y|2 | y € A}. For any r > 0, we write B, = (—r,r). For any measurable
function f on BP, we write || f| .~ the essential supremum of f over BP and | |2, the norm
of f in L?(BP).

2 Geometric conditions for identifiability

In this section, we recall the general identifiability Theorem proved in [17]. We provide geo-
metric conditions on the support of the signal that ensure that this theorem can be applied.

2.1 Setting

We consider independent and identically distributed observations Y;, i = 1,...,n coming from
the model
YV=X+e, (1)

in which the signal X and the noise € are independent random variables. We assume that the
observation has dimension at least two, and that its coordinates can be partitioned in such a
way that the corresponding blocks of noise variables are independently distributed, that is

1) 1) 1)
in which YU, XM (M) e Rd and Y, X2 ) e R% for dy,dy > 1 with dy + ds = D, and
we assume that the noise components e() and £(?) are independent random variables. We write
G the distribution of X and Mg its support. For i € {1,2}, we write Q) the distribution of
™ so that Q = QM @ Q® is the distribution of ¢.

We shall not make any more assumption on the distribution of the noise ¢, and we shall
not assume that its distribution is known. Indeed in [17], it is proved that under very mild
conditions on the distribution of the signal X, model (2) is fully identifiable, that is one can
recover (G, and thus its support, and Q from the convolution G * Q.

2.2 Identifiability Theorem

Let us introduce the assumptions on the distribution of the signal we shall use. To state the
first assumption, we let x be a positive real number.

A (k) There exist a,b > 0 such that for all A € RP, E [exp (AT X)] < aexp (b||)\||§/ﬁ>.

Assumption A(k) is about the tail of G as the following proposition shows.
Proposition 1. o A random variable X satisfies A(1) if and only if its support is compact.

o A random variable X satisfies A(k) for k € [0,1) if and only if there exist constants
¢,d > 0 such that for any t > 0,

P(||X |2 > t) < cexp(—dtt/ =),



The proof of Proposition 1 is detailed in Appendix B.1.
Under A(k), the characteristic function of the signal can be extended into the multivariate
analytic function

Oy :Ch xC2 — C
(2’1,22) — E {exp (Z'ZIX(U +Z'ZJX(2))} )

The second assumption is the following.

(Adep) For any zy € C%, 2z — ®x(20,2) is not the null function and for any zy € C%,
2z Ox(z,20) is not the null function.

It has been shown in [17] that several models satisfy this assumption, such as the repeated
measurements submodel (see Corollary 2.3 in [17]) or the noisy independent component analysis
submodel (see Corollary 2.2 in [17]). In particular, it follows directly from Corollary 2.4 of
[17] and the inverse function Theorem that the errors in variable regression model (in which
X @) = g(XM) for some function g) satisfies assumption (Adep) when the regression function is
a non-constant differentiable function. In this paper, we are interested in identifying supports of
distributions and we will provide geometrical conditions so that Assumption (Adep) is verified,
see Section 2.3.

Obviously, if no centering constraint is put on the signal or on the noise, it is possible to
translate the signal by a fixed vector m € R” and the noise by —m without changing the
observation. The model can thus be identifiable only up to translation.

Theorem 1 (from [17]). If the distribution of the signal satisfies A(k) for k € (1/2,1] and
(Adep), then the distribution of the signal and the distribution of the noise can be recovered up
to translation from the distribution of the observations.

The proof of this theorem is based on recovering ®x for which the structure provided
by (Adep) is crucial. The arguments show that knowing the characteristic function of the
observations in a neighborhood of the origin allows to recover ®x in a neighborhood of the
origin, and then over the whole multidimensional complex plane.

2.3 Sufficient geometrical conditions for (Adep) to hold

In [8], the authors prove that (Adep) holds for random variables supported on a sphere. In
this section, we provide very general conditions on the support of a random variable which
are sufficient for (Adep) to hold. At the end of this section, we show concrete examples where
these conditions are satisfied.

We define the following assumptions (H1) and (H2). Here, if A is a subset of R”, we write
Diam(A) its diameter sup{||z — y||2 | =,y € A}.

(H1) There exist (Aa)aso and (Ba)aso such that Ay C R%, By ¢ R%, P(X3) € Ap) > 0,
lima 0 Diam(Ba) = 0 and P(X™M) € BA | X € Ap) = 1.

(H2) There exist (Aa)aso and (Ba)aso such that Ay C R4, By ¢ R%, P(X() € Ap) > 0,
lima_so Diam(Ba) = 0 and P(X®) € Bo | XM € Ap) = 1.

We prove that these assumptions are sufficient to ensure identifiability provided that A(k)
is satisfied. In what follows we shall say that a random variable satisfies (Adep) when its
characteristic function does.

Theorem 2. Assume that the distribution of X satisfies A(k), (H1) and (H2). Then X
satisfies A(k) and (Adep).

The proof of Theorem 2 is detailed in Section B.2.
One can interpret the assumptions (H1) and (H2) geometrically as shown in Figure 1. In
essence, it means that there exists a slice (along the first dy, resp. last da, coordinates, with



base Aa) such that the random variable belongs to this slice with positive probability and such
that on this slice, the support of the distribution is contained in an orthogonal slice (along the
last do, resp. first dy, coordinates) of diameter shrinking to zero with A.

Let us introduce sets of support that guarantee that (H1) and (H2) hold for any signal with
support in these sets. Let 7(191) (resp. 7(#1+1:P)) be the projection which extracts the first
dy (resp. last dy) coordinates of vectors of R%, and let

Ai(A,e) = {M C RP | There exists z = (1, 22) € M
such that Diam (ﬂ(lzdl) [M N (R4 x B(m,s))]) < A}
and

As(A,e) = {M C RP | There exists = (z1,12) € M

such that Diam (W(dﬁl:D) l./\/l N (B(z1,e) x R%)

><A}.

Corollary 1. Let M € A:= (Naso Ueso A1(A,2))N(Naso Ueso A2(A, €)). Then any random
variable with support M satisfies (H1) and (H2).

The following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.

This is analog to (H1) and (H2) in the sense that if M € A, there exists sequences (Aa)a>o
(of the form B(z1,¢)) and (Ba)aso with Diam(Ba) < A and such that if (X1, X(?) has
support M, then conditionally to X(V) € Ax, X € Ba a.s., and likewise for (H2). Note that
this is not strictly equivalent since the Aa are not necessarily open in (H1) and (H2).

In the case of compact supports, these sets (Naso Ueso A1 (A, €)) admit a simple formula-
tion. Define the sets B and By as

By = {M c RP compact |3z; € R4, Card(({z1} x R2)n M) =1},

and
By = {M C R compact | 3z, € R®, Card((R* x {z2}) N M) = 1}.

Corollary 2. Let M be a subset of RP such that M € By N By. If X is a random variable
with support M, then X satisfies A(1), (H1) and (H2).

The proof of Corollary 2 is detailed in Section B.3.

We now give some illustrations of when Corollaries 1 and 2 hold.

First, any closed Euclidean ball, and more generally any strictly convex compact set in
RP is in By N By. To see this, consider the points of the set with maximal first (resp. last)
coordinate: they are unique by strict convexity, which ensures that the set is in By (resp. Bs).
The same holds for any compact set with strictly convex convex hull.

For non-compact supports, it is possible to satisfy Corollary 1 but not be in B N By:
Figure 2 shows a situation where the sets Axn and Ba cannot be nested, since there is no single
“pinching point” as in B; and Bs.

2.4 Genericity of (H1) and (H2)

Write A = (Naso Ueso A1 (A, €)) N (Naso Ueso Az2(A, €)) the set of supports we introduced in
Corollary 1.

We are interested in understanding whether signals ”almost always” have a support in A.
Several notions of genericity exist when one wants to show that a property is ”almost always”
true.
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Figure 1: Illustration of (H1) and A;. As Aa narrows on the “tip” of the support, Ba can be
taken smaller and smaller. This narrowing as Aa tends to the extremal point of the support
is why B holds for compact supports with strictly convex convex hull.
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Figure 2: IHlustration of (H1) and A; for a non-compact support. As Aa goes to infinity and
becomes thinner, so does Ba.

One approach is to show that the property holds almost surely in a probabilistic sense.
The issue with this is that we need a measure on the closed subsets of RP, of which there is
no canonical example. As an illustration, we construct a small, random perturbation of the
Euclidean space (based on partitioning it into arbitrarily small simplices which are then moved
at random by a small amount). When applied to a compact set, this perturbation produces
a random variable taking values in the compact subsets of RP. We show that almost surely,
regardless of the initial support, this new support satisfies Corollary 2. The precise construction
of this transformation and the statement of the probabilistic genericity of Corollary 2 are
detailed in Section B.4.

Another approach of a more topological nature is to show that the set A, seen as a subset
of the metric space of all closed subsets of R” endowed with the Hausdorff distance, is a dense
G5 set (i.e. it is a dense, countable intersection of open sets), or in other words, is comeagre.

This property follows from the fact that the sets U.s0.41(A,€) are open with respect to
the Hausdorff distance, and are increasing in A. Therefore, A is a countable intersection of
open sets (i.e. a Gs set) which is in addition dense (see Proposition 3 from Section B.5).



Equivalently, this means that the complement of A is a meagre set, and therefore the set of all
supports satisfying (H1) and (H2) is comeagre. Do note that while this notion ensures that .4
is dense in the set of all closed subsets of R, its complement is also dense, see Proposition 3
as well.

3 The estimation procedures

3.1 Overview

The identifiability Theorem 1 is the base upon which our estimators are built. A key part
of its proof is the following result: if a multivariate analytic function ¢ satisfies ¢(0) = 1,
o(t) = ¢(—t) for all ¢, as well as assumptions A(k) for some k > 1/2, (Adep) and

d(t1,t2)Px (t1,0)Px(0,t2) = Px (t1,t2)P(t1,0)d(0, t2)

for all (t1,t3) in a neighborhood of zero in R% x R then ¢ = ®x. In particular, fixing some
Vest > 0, the only function ¢ such that

[ 10ttt 000 00t2) — (. t2)6(11, 00000, 12)
Byl xB,?

Vest Vest

X |‘1)€(1) (tl)(ba(z) (t2)|2dt1dt2 =0

is ®x. Indeed the characteristic functions of the noises ®_, i € {1,2}, are continuous and
equal to 1 in zero. Moreover, the introduction of these characteristic functions allow to combine
them with the characteristic functions ®x of the signal to get the characteristic functions of
the observations, so that we are able to construct an empirical criterion M,, that estimates the
above integral, see (4). Finally, following the usual M-estimation procedure, we then construct
an estimator g/b\ of ®x by minimizing M,, over some set of multivariate analytic functions. Note
that the resulting ¢ is in general not the characteristic function of a probability distribution.

A difference between our estimator and the one from [17] is that we do not directly use
$ to estimate the distribution of the signal. Indeed, while there is always a one-to-one corre-
spondence between the distribution G and its characteristic function ®x, the inverse Fourier
transform approach to recover G from ®x breaks down when G is singular. However, it is
always possible to recover the convolution G « ¥ of G by ¥ for any properly chosen kernel
V. Moreover, when W is an approximation of the unity, the distribution of Z will be close to
the Dirac in zero, thus X + Z will concentrate close to the support of X. In Section 4.1, we
propose an estimator of the support as an upper-level set of an estimated density following
ideas of [20], the main difference being with the smoothing kernel we choose. Indeed, with this
kernel, no prior knowledge on the intrinsic dimension is needed to build the estimator. The
precise choice of ¥ is non trivial and is given in Section 4.1.

Proposition 2 directly ensures that the estimator

§:=F" [0 Flu]

is close to g := F ! [®x - F[¥]] = G * ¥, whose upper level sets are close to Mg. Here, for
any integrable function f from R to R, we denote by F[f] (resp. F~*[f]) the (resp. inverse)

Fourier transform of f defined, for all y € R?, by
T _ 1 T
FUN) = [ pdr and FAW) = (5207 [

Then, the estimator for the support of the signal is taken as the upper level set

M= {y:39(y) > A},

where A has to be well chosen. To obtain the best possible rates requires a further polynomial
truncation of ¢ before Fourier inversion, depending on the parameter . We then provide a
model choice procedure to adapt in k and get adaptive rates. Estimation of the distribution
starts from the estimation of the support and follows similar ideas.



3.2 Estimation of the characteristic function

For any S > 0, let Y, s be the subset of multivariate analytic functions from C” to C defined
as follows.

T.s = {qs analytic s.t. Vz € RP ¢(z) = ¢(—2),¢(0) = 1 and Vi € NP\ {0},
9'¢(0)

Sllill }
<
d . = . !
[Ie_dat| a1

where [i]l; = S22 i4. If the distribution of X satisfies A(k), then there exists S such that
®x € Ty s, and the converse also holds, see Lemma 3.1 in [17].

Let ®_) be the characteristic function of @ i =1,2, and define for all ¢ € T,,s and any
v >0,

M(p;v|®x) = / |p(t1,t2)@x (t1,0)@x (0, t2) — Px (t1,t2)¢(t1,0)p(0, t2) |

d d
B, xB,?

X ‘(1)5(1) (t1)®5(2) (tg) |2dt1dt2.

Fix some veg; > 0, and define M,, for any ¢ as follows

My(9) Z/Bd1 i [6(t1, t2)dn(t1,0)$n (0, t2) = Pn(t1,t2)$(t1, 0)H(0, t2) Pdtrdta,  (4)

Vest Vest

where for all (t1,t;) € R x Rz,
~ 1 n . .
On(tr,t2) = — 3 exp {ztfyé(” i thY,}z)} .
=1

By the law of large numbers, M, (¢) is a consistent estimator of M (¢; Vest|Px ). As usual in
M-estimation to get consistency of the estimator, we need to minimize M, over a closed set
of functions over which ®x is the only minimizer of M (-; Vest|Px). We thus introduce H a
subset of functions CP — CP such that all elements of H satisfy (Adep) and such that the set
of the restrictions to B’Zst of functions in H is closed in L2 (B,Zst). Indeed we shall consider
consistency of the estimator in L2(Bf;t), see Proposition 2 below. For instance, H can be
defined using submodels such as errors in variable regression with regression functions in a
closed set of smooth functions when it is believed that the signal X belongs to this submodel.
‘H can also be defined using geometric constraints such as those described in Section 2.3, as
soon as it is believed that the support of X satisfies those constraints since we need ®x € H.
We now introduce the following assumption.

(Amin) There exists « € (0,1) and vy > 0 such that for all v € (0, 1], there exists c¢(v,a) > 0
such that forall ®x € H N Ty/p s and for all ¢ € H N T/ g such that ¢ # Px,

1+a
)
2,v

where f(-,0) denotes the function ¢; € R4 — f(¢1,0) and likewise f(0,-) : to € R%
f(0,t) for any function f on RP.

2,v

> o(v, ) max (Hm o 4(0.)

(I)X(Ov') !

)
2,v

From now on, we assume that H satisfies (Amin) for some fixed « € (0,1).



Let also C,,,[X] be the set of polynomial functions of degree m in D indeterminates. For

any integer m and any x < 1, we define @n,mﬁ be a (up to 1/n) measurable minimizer of the
functional ¢ — M, (¢) over Y, s NH N C,,[X], that is

M, (D, < inf M -,
n(®nm.r) ¢ermsrlwr%m<cm[x] "(¢)+n

For good choices of m, ‘i)n,mﬁ is a consistent estimator of ®x in L?(BP) at polynomial rate.
The constants will depend on the signal through x and S, and on the noise through its second
moment and the following quantity:

= inf{|®.)(t)], t € B2} Ainf{|® ) (t)|, t € B}, (5)

Note that for any noise distribution, for small enough v, ¢, is a positive real number. For any
v >0, c(v) >0, E>0,define QP)(v,c(v), E) the set of distributions Q = ®?:1Qj on RP
such that ¢, > ¢(v) and [, [|2]?dQ(z) < E

Proposition 2. For all kg > 1/2, v € (0,vcq), S,c(v),E, C > 0 and 6 € (0,1), there exist
positive constants ¢ and ng such that the following holds: let k € [ko,1], for all®x € T, sNH
and Q € QW) (v, ¢(v), E), for all n = ng and s > 1, with probability at least 1 — 2™,

. ) s 1-6
sup ]/d1 B2 [P, (B) — x (F)]7dt < c (m) .

’ logn log n
K G[RO’K] mG[ r! loglogn 7 log logn

The proof of Proposition 2 is based on results in [8] and [17] and is detailed in Appendix C.

For sake of simplicity, we denote <I>n « the estimator <I>n m, in which m = [4 logi ~—]. Note that

with this value of m, we may apply the inequality in Proposition 2 uniformly for «" € [ko, K]
whatever ko € (1/2,1] and € (ko, 1].

4 Estimation of the support

In Section 4.1, we provide an estimator of the support of the signal when x is known, and
prove an upper bound for the maximum risk in Hausdorff distance. Section 4.2 is devoted to
the construction of an adaptive estimator of the support for unknown . In Section 4.3, we
prove a lower bound which shows that our estimator is minimax up to some power of loglogn
for all k € (1/2,1) and up to any small power of logn for kK = 1.

4.1 Upper bound

We shall consider the minimax risk in Hausdorff distance, which is defined, for A; and A,
subsets of R”, as
H(Al,AQ) = sup |d(I,A1)*d(I,A2)|
r€A1UAs
When x < 1, the support of G is not compact. Since we allow the support to be a non-compact
set, we define a truncated loss function as in [20]. We fix K a compact subset of RY (which
can be arbitrarily large) and for any S7, Sa subsets of R, the truncated loss function is

Hic(S1,8:) = d(S1 N K, Sy NK).

We now define the class over which we will prove an upper bound for the maximum risk in
Hausdorff distance. Since consistency of ®,, ., . is obtained for X such that ®x € HNTY, g we
summarize L(k,S,H) as the set of distributions G such that, if X is a random variable with
distribution G, then ® x € HNY,, g. Moreover, for any positive constants a, d and ry, we define
Stx(a,d, ) as the set of positive measures G such that for all x € Mg N K, for all r < ro,
G(B(z,r)) = ar?. The distributions in Stx(a,d,ro) are called (a,d)-standard. Such a class of
distributions is commonly used for inferring topological information, see for instance [6].



Remark 1. e If a measure pu (for instance the d-dimensional Hausdor[f measure on a
manifold) is (a,d’)-standard for some positive constants a and d', and if G admits a
density g with respect to p such that g is lower bounded by ¢ > 0, then G is (ac,d’')-
standard.

o We do not make any assumption on the reach of the support of G (see [15]) since it is
not necessary here, although it provides a convenient way to check the (a,d)-standard
assumption: if Mq is a Riemannian manifold of dimension d with reach(M@g) = Tmin >
0, then the d-dimensional Hausdorff measure restricted to Mg is (a,d)-standard for some
a >0 (see Lemma 32 of [20]).

We now introduce the kernel we shall use for our construction. Fix A > 0 and define, for

all y e R,
1 1

UA(y) = exp { (1 _ 2y)A o (1 + 2y)A } 1|[_%7%](y)

and for all y € R,

baly) = I(A) F ua xual(|lyll2) with I(A) = [ Fua *ual(|z]2)dz

For h > 0 and x € RP, we write 14 5(z) = h=Pea(z/h), hence F[pan)(t) = Fpa](th). Note
that F[¢ 4] has compact support, so we may define define the function g by

1

wew?, )= (i) [ F N oxte

which may be rewritten using usual Fourier calculus, for all y € R, as

70 = a0 = 1 [ v (1512 dciw),

The density g is a kernel smoothing of the distribution G. The bandwidth parameter h will be
chosen appropriately in Theorem 3 below. We now construct an estimator of g by truncating
®,, . depending on . Adaptation with respect to & is handled in Section 4.2. For some integer
m,; > 0 to be chosen later, let

1

D
e R Gunln) = (55 [ IFBAM) T B

in which for any multivariate analytic function ¢ defined in a neighborhood of 0 in C? as

T =D inyenp Ci HaD=1 x| its truncation on C,,[X] for any integer m is

D

T :x— Z ciné”.

(i1,...ip)ENP i14-+ip<m a=1

Since for all t € RP, Ty, &%,H(—t) = Tmngﬁn,,i(t), the function g, . is real valued. Finally,
define an estimator of the support of the signal as the upper level set

M, = {y € RD | /gn,n(y) > An,m} )
for some A,, .. The main theorem of this section gives an upper bound of the maximum risk.

Theorem 3. Let k € (1/2,1], a >0 ,d < D, 79 > 0. Forc, > exp (2D +2) and £ € (0,1),

define m,, and h as
1 log(n) _
k= | 2 7 3 7 | h= S "
" {6& log log(n)J 2y

and Xy, depending whether d < D ord=D as

10



ifd< D,

ifd=D,
1
Ank = ZacfdA.

Then for any ko € (1/2,1], v € (0,Vese], ¢(v) > 0, E > 0, S > 0, there exists ng and C > 0
such that for all n = ng,

log(n)"~ o
sup sup 7 Ecron [He(Ma, M,)] < C.
r€lro,1] GEStr(a,dro)nL(x,5H) log(log(n)) +a

QeQP) (v,c(v),E)

Remark 2. e We prove in the next section a nearly matching lower bound. Thus, the

minimaz rate of convergence of the support in truncated Hausdorff distance depends on k,
that is on the way the distribution of the signal behaves at infinity. This rate deteriorates
when the distribution of the signal has heavier tails. Indeed, since the distribution of the
noise is unknown, taking into account distant observation points to build the estimator
of the support becomes more difficult.

When d < D, thanks to the use of the kernel ¥4, our estimator does mot require the
knowledge of d, which has to be compared with the estimator in [20] where prior knowledge
of d is meeded.

In [20], the upper bound on the rate is of order 1/+/logn. Here we get a bound of order
1/(logn)® depending on the tail of the distribution of the signal. We do not need to know
the distribution of the noise, contrarily to [20] where the distribution of the noise is used
in the construction of the estimator, as usual in the classical deconvolution literature.

It may be seen from the proof of Theorem 3 that the choice A, , = iachA is valid for
any d. However, this requires the knowledge of a.

Note that there are two truncation steps: the first one is implicit in the construction of
D, .. (chosen at the end of Section 3.2) and the second one appears in the definition of

Gn.- This second truncation is necessary to control the error of EDWQ on BlD/h (instead of
the error on BP in Proposition 2), and the degree m,, in the second truncation is always
smaller than the degree m used in the construction of ®,, .

The constant ¢ can be chosen arbitrarily between 0 and 1.

The proof of Theorem 3 is detailed in Appendix D.1. As in [20], the idea is to lower bound g
on the support Mg when the bandwidth parameter A becomes small, and to upper bound it on
every points further than a small distance (depending on h) from that support, see Lemmas 3
and 4 in Appendix D.1.

4.2

Adaptation to unknown x

We now propose a data-driven model selection procedure to select x such that the resulting
estimator has the right rate of convergence. As usual, the idea is to perform a bias-variance
trade off. Although we have an upper bound for the variance term, the bias is not easily
accessible. We will use Goldenshluger and Lepski’s method, see [21]. The variance bound is
given as follows:

Fix some ko > 1/2. The bias proxy is defined as

Bn(k) =0V sup (H;C(M\K,M\K/)—Un(ﬁ/o.

K E€[ko,kK]

11



The estimator of k is now given by
Fn € arg min { By, (k) + on(k), & € [Ko, 1]},

and the estimator of the support of the signal is M\gn. The following theorem states that this
estimator is rate adaptive.

Theorem 4. For any ko € (1/2,1], v € (0,vest), ¢(v) >0, E >0, 8 >0, a>0,d< D, there
exists ¢, > 0 such that

log(n)"”

limsup sup sup —
A

n—+00 k€[ko,1] GEStx (a,d)NL(x,S,H)log(log(n))
QeQP) (v,c(v),E)

E(Gugyen [Hic(Ma, Mz, )] < +o0.

The proof of Theorem 4 is detailed in Appendix D.5.

4.3 Lower bound

The aim of this subsection is to prove a lower bound for the minimax risk of the estimation
of Mg using the distance Hy as loss function. The proof of Theorem 5 is based on Le Cam’s
two-points method, see [27], one of the most widespread technique to derive lower bounds.
Note that we can not use the lower bound proved in [20] since the two distributions they use
for the signal X in their two-points proof have Gaussian tails, for which k = 1/2.

Theorem 5. For any k € (1/2,1), there exists S, > 0, a,, > 0 and H} a set of complex
functions satisfying (Adep) such that the set of the restrictions of its elements to [—v,v]P is
closed in Lo([—v,v]|P) for any v > 0, and such that for all S > S., a < a., d>1,0<1ry <1,
E >0 and v € (0, Vs such that c(v) > 0, there exists C > 0 depending only on a, D, S, E
and v, and there exists ng, such that for all n > ng,

—~ C
inf sup Egsoyen |[He (Mg, M)] > ,
M GESti(a,d,ro)NL(1,S,HE) (G+Q) Hic( ) log(n)"

QeQ®P) (v,e(v),E)

(6)

and for any § € (0,1), there exists C > 0 depending only on a, D, S, E, v and 8, and there
exists ng, such that for all n > ny,

— C
inf sup Egwoyon[He (Mg, M) > ————, 7
M GeStx(a,d,ro)NL(1,5,H5) (@en Hr ) log(n)1+o @)

QeQ®) (v,c(v),E)

where the infimum in (6) and (7) is taken over all possible estimators M of Mg.

Remark 3. e The lower bound in Theorem 5 almost matches the upper bound for the
mazimum risk of our estimator in Theorem 8. Thus our work identifies the main factor
in the minimaz rate for the estimation of the support in Hausdorff loss. Notice that (7)
is weaker than (6) with k = 1, but we were not able to find a f. suitable to prove (6)
with k = 1, see Lemma 7 in Appendix D.6.

o In [20], the lower bound does not match the upper bound by a larger power in the rate
(almost twice).

o The sets of supports we consider are not the same as that considered in [20]. In [20], the
authors assume that the support is a regular manifold with lower bounded reach. We do
not assume regularity, we only assume that the distribution of the signal is (a, d)-standard.

The proof of Theorem 5 is detailed in Appendix D.6.
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5 Estimation of the distribution of the signal

In this section, we assume that the support Mg of G is a compact subset of RP. For any
n>0and A C RP, A, will denote the n-offset of A, that is the set of all points = in R” such
that d(z, A) < 7.

To estimate G, we shall consider the probability density g defined in Section 4.1 and define
the probability distribution Py, , ~on RP such that, for any O borelian set of RP,

Py (0) = /O 3(y)dy.

We then estimate Py, , using the estimation of g defined in Section 4.1 for k = 1, g, := Gn,1-
Since g,, can be non positive, we use g7 = max {0, g, } and renormalize it to get a probability
distribution. We shall also estimate Py, , ~with a probability distribution having support on

—

a (small) offset of the estimated support M restricted to the closed euclidean ball B(0, R,,),
for some radius Iz, that grows to infinity with n. Thus we fix some 1 > 0 and define P, , such
that, for any O borelian set of R,

~ 1

Pn,n(o) = / _ [
f(_/(/l\ﬂB(QRn))n%(y)dy ON(MNB(0,Ry))»

9 (y)dy:cn/ - 9. (y)dy.
ON(MNB(0,Rn))y

5.1 Upper bound for the Wasserstein risk

The aim of this subsection is to give an upper bound of the Wasserstein maximum risk for the
estimation of G. For any p € [1,+00) and any two probability measures y and v on RP, we
write Wp(p, v) the Wasserstein distance of order p between p and v, that is

1/p
Wy(uv) = inf (/ |x—y§dw<x,y>) ,
RDP xRDP

well(p,v)
where TI(u, v) is the set of probability measures on R” x RP that have marginals y and v.

Theorem 6. For all v € (0,ves), ¢(v) > 0, E > 0,5 >0,n>0,a >0, rg >0,
d < D, p € [1,+), define my, h, and N\, as in Theorem 3 for k = 1. Assume that
lim, 4o Ry = +00 and that there exists 6 € (0, %) such that R, < exp(n'/?7%). Then there
exist ng and C > 0 such that for all n > ng,
~ loglog(n)
Gesm(a,;l:gmc(Ls,H)E(G*Q)@n[WP(G’P"’")] S log(n)
QeQ®) (v,e(v),E)

The proof of Theorem 6 is detailed in Appendix E.1. Note that the magnitude of 1 does
not appear to be crucial when looking at the proof, at least in an asymptotic perspective.
Considering an offset of size 1 of M is meant to control the variance of the estimator P, .

Remark 4. o The lower bound in Theorem 7 almost matches the upper bound for the
mazximum risk of our estimator in Theorem 6. Thus our work identifies the main factor
in the minimaz rate for the estimation of the distribution in Wasserstein loss.

o Comparison with earlier results in the deconvolution setting [11] or [10] with known noise
s not easy since the classes of signals they consider is much different than the ones we
consider.

5.2 Lower bound for the Wasserstein risk

The aim of this subsection is to establish a lower bound for the minimax Wasserstein risk of
order p for any p > 1. Again, we can not use previous lower bounds proved in [11] or [10] since
they use in the two-points method signals with distributions having too heavy tails.

13



Theorem 7. For any p > 1, there exists S1 > 0, a1 > 0 and HT a set of complex functions
satisfying (Adep) such that the set of the restrictions of its elements to [—v,v]P is closed in
Ly([~v,v]P) for any v > 0, and such that for all S > S, a<a;,d>1,0<r0 <1, E>0
and v € (0,Vest] such that c(v) > 0, there exists C' > 0 depending only on a, D, S, E and v,
and there exists ng, such that for all n > ny,

~ 1
inf sup Eg.oyen W, (G, P,)] > C—F—,
Pr Geste(adarontsmy) o Wl ) log(n)t+9
QeQP) (v,c(v),E)

where the infimum is taken on all possible estimate 13” of G.

As for Theorem 5, we use Le Cam’s two-points method with the same two distribu-
tions Go(1) and G1(1). The proof essentially consists in showing that there exists a con-
stant C' > 0 independent of v such that W,(Go(1),G1(1)) > CHx(Mo(7v), Mi(v)), that is
W,(Go(1),G1(1)) = Cv for a constant C' > 0. Once such an equality is established, the lower
bound follows from taking v as for Theorem 5.

The rest of the proof is detailed in Appendix E.2.
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A Summary of notations

To help the reader, this section gathers the notations introduced in this paper, along with
where they are defined.

e For any r > 0, we write B, = (—r,r) and for any measurable function f on B, we

write ||f||cc,~ the essential supremum of f over BP and ||f|l2, = ([go |f(u)du)*/2.
Section 1.3.

e Ox: the characteristic function of X, ®_u): the characteristic function of £ Section 2.2.
e Assumption A(k): There exist a,b > 0 such that for all A € RP, E [exp ()\TX)] <
a exp <b||)\||§/'£>. Section 2.2.

e Assumption (Adep): For any zy € C%, z v ®x(z0, 2) is not the null function and for
any zg € C%, 2+ ®x (2, 29) is not the null function. Section 2.2.

e Mg: support of the distribution G. Section 2.2.
e For all (t;,t5) € R4 x Rz, én(tl,tg) = %ELI exp {z’tIY@(I) + it;Ye(z)}. Section 3.2.

o M(¢;v|®x) and M,(¢), Section 3.2:

M(éiv]x) = / (6(t1, £2)Bx (1, 0)Px (0, £2) — Bx (1, £2)(t1, 0)(0, 1)

d d
B, xB,?

X ‘(I)s(l) (tl)q)g(2) (t2) |2dt1dt27

M () Z/Bd1 " |61, ta)Pn (t1,0)n (0, t2) — P (t1, t2)B(t1,0)(0, ta) |*dtrdts.

Vest Vest
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For S >0 and k > 0, Y, s = {¢ analytic s.t. Vz € RP ¢(2) = ¢(—2),¢(0) = 1 and Vi €
NP\ {0}, ’ o 0) ‘ < s }. Section 3.2.

T
flallz ™™

H: a subset of functions CP — CP such that all elements of H satisfy (Adep) and
such that the set of the restrictions to [—vest,Vest]” of functions in #H is closed in
L2 ([~Vest, Vest) ). Section 3.2.

For any integer m, C,,[X] is the set of polynomial functions of degree m in D indeter-
minates with complex coefficients. Section 3.2.

For any integer m and any x < 1, </I;n,m7,.c is a (up to 1/n) measurable minimizer of the
functional ¢ — M, (¢) over Y, s N H N C,,[X]. Section 3.2.

c, = inf{|®_)(t)], t € [-v,V]T} Anf{|® ) (t)|, t € [-v,]%}. Section 3.2.

For any v > 0, ¢(v) > 0, E > 0, QP)(v, ¢(v), E) is the set of distributions Q = ®3,Q;
on R such that ¢, > ¢(v) and [, [|2[|?dQ(z) < E. Section 3.2.

dg (A1, Ay) is the Hausdorff distance between A; and A, subsets of RP. Section 4.1.
K: a compact subset of RP (which can be arbitrarily large). Section 4.1.
For all Sy, Sy subsets of RP | Hy(S1,52) = dg(S1 NK, Sz NK). Section 4.1.

Stic(a,d,r9): set of positive measures G such that for all z € Mg N K, for all r < r,
G(B(x,r)) > ar®. The distributions in Stx(a,d,ro) are called (a,d)-standard. Sec-
tion 4.1.

L(k,S,H): set of distributions G such that, if X is a random variable with distribution
G, then ®x € HN T, 5. Section 4.1.

Fourier and inverse Fourier transform : when f is an integrable function from R” to R,
for all y € RP, Ff](y) = [ € Vf(t)dt and F~[f](y) = ()P [e= " v f(t)dt. End of
Section 3.1.

For any A > 0, for all y € R, ua(y) = exp {_(kéy)f\ — (1+2y } 1| = % y). Section 4.1.

For any A >0 and y €RP Ya(y) = I(A) FHua *ual(||yll2), with
I(A) = TF I[UA*UA](HfbH Ydz and a5 (z) = h_D’(/JA(l'/h). Section 4.1.

The constants ¢4 > 0 and dg > 0: for all z € {y € R? : ||ylla < cal, Ya(x) = da.
Section 4.1.

For any multivariate analytic function ¢ defined in a neighborhood of 0 in C” as ¢ : z >

D . - . .
2 (ir,ipyene Ci [[o—q g, for any integer m, its truncation on C,,[X] is

. D i :
Tt :x— Z(il,.“,iD)END i ttip<m Ci [I,—; zk. Section 4.1.

For all y € RP, g(y) = (55)” [ e v Fpa](ht) ®x(t)dt. Section 4.1.

For all y € RY, G o(y) = (5)7 [ e~ VF[pa)(ht) Ty, ®pn(t)dt. Section 4.1,
= {y ERP | Gunly) > )\nn} Section 4.1.

Liw = 1Gnn = Gllo = supyern [Gn.x(y) = g(y)|. Section 4.1.

For any n > 0, A, denotes the n-offset of A. Section 5.

For any borelian set O of RP, Py ( fo g(y)dy. Section 5.

Gn = gn1 and g;f = max{0,7,}. Section 5.
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e For any borelian set O of RP, JSnm(O) L

- =
f(ﬁmé(o,Rn))n In

(y)dy fOﬁ(/\AAﬂB(O’Rn))ﬂ I (y)dy =

Cn fomﬁmé(o,Rn))n g (y)dy.

e For any p € [1,+00) and any two probability measures g and v on R?, W, (u,v) is the
Wasserstein distance of order p between p and v. Section 5.1.

e For k,l € {1,...,D} with k <1, 7D : (z1,...,2p) € RP = (xp,...,2;) € RF+1 and
k) = 7 (k) Section 2.3.

B Proofs for Section 2

B.1 Proof of Proposition 1

Case k = 1.

First, it is clear that any compactly supported distribution satisfies A(1). Conversely, if
E[e*)] < aexp(b||||2), then for any p > 0, we get, for any b’ > b, if we denote (e;)1<;j<p
the canonical basis of R,

E

P(IX|2 > D) < ) P(IX;| > V)

1

<.
Il

I
WE

{P(X; > V) +P(X; < b))

<.
Il

Mo

{P((pej, X) = pb’) + P(—(uej, X) = pb')}

<.
I
—

A
WE

{]E [exp((pej, X)) | E [exp(—(ue;, X))]

by Markov i lit
exp(t1) (b 1) } y Markov inequality

1

<.
Il

aexp(bu)
xp(b/j) oo

N
S

and hence || X||2 < Db almost surely.

Case k < 1.
Assume that for any \ € RP E[eMX)] < aexp(b||)\||§/'<’) for some a,b > 0. Then by using
the same directional method as for k = 1, we get that for any u,t > 0,

P(|| X |2 > t) < 2Daexp(bp'/" — put)

i 1 t fe
= 2Danp (— (%) ' (1 — H)tlm) by taking n= (IZ) ,

hence the result.

Now, assume that for any ¢ > 0, P(|| X ||z > t) < cexp(—dt'/(1=%)) for some ¢,d > 0, then
by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any A € RP,

E[e<>"X>] < E[BIWI2I\X\I2].
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Then, using that for any nonnegative random variable Y, E[Y] = [ >0 P(Y > t)dt,

E[e¥)] < 1+/ P(elM=IXIz > g

t>1

si+ / P(|| X2 > s)||Alla exp(||A[las)ds  with t = ellM2s
s>

>0

< 1+c||/\||2/ exp(—dsT= + ||A||2s)ds

52

<1+ Ay" //>0exp(\|>\\|§/'{(—ds’ﬁ +¢))ds’ with s = s/ ||A|l5/" .

Note that —ds' ™= + & < n(le”)l/”’l for any s’ > 0, and —ds'T + 5 < —s' when § >
(2)1/%=1 In particular,

2\1/r—1

d

Ele™] <14 c|Ally" / exp(| A3/ (~ds' ™% + &'))ds'

s'=0

+ el Ay " / exp(|[ A3/ (~ds' ™% + s'))ds’
s/>(3)1/n

L (2 1/k—1 (1—k 1/k—1 ) 1/k—1
<ty (3) ew (mun;/ (%) e (1 () ).

which proves that A(x) holds.

B.2 Proof of Theorem 2

Consider a random variable X satisfying A(x). Theorem 2 is a direct consequence of the
following Lemma 1. Indeed, for any zp € C% and z € C%,

E [exp (i2g XV 412" X®) | =B [E [exp (i2] XV | XP] exp (27X )]

Let us show that z +— E[exp(izg X 42T X?))] is the null function if and only if the random
variable E[exp(izg X (1)) | X is zero Py (2)-a.s. Define h the measurable function such that

E {exp (z‘zOTX(l)> \X(Q)] =h (X(2)> Pxe —a.s.,

and assume that for all z € C%, E[h(X®))exp(iz" X))] = 0. Write W(h, iz) this expectation
(which is zero for all z € C?), and note that W(h,iz) = ¥ (h,iz). As a consequence,

E {Re(h(X@)))exp (izTX@)ﬂ - % (\I!(h,iz) + O (h,ﬁ)) =0,

and likewise for Im(h). By replacing h(X(?) by its real or imaginary part, let us now assume
that it is real-valued.
Denote for all z € R92, hy(z) = max {h(z),0} and h_(z) = max {—h(z),0}. We get for all

z e C¥,
E [h+ (X(2)> exp (izTX@)ﬂ =K [h_ (X(2)) exp (izTX(Q))} .

If h(X(z)) is not zero Py (2)-a.s., then the measures with density Ay and h_ with respect
to Px(2 have positive (and equal) total measure. After dividing by this total measure, we
obtain two probability measures with equal characteristic functions, therefore they are the same
probability distributions, so that hy (X)) = h_(X®), Py (s -a.s., which implies k(X)) = 0,
IP’X<2)—a.s.

Likewise, for any zo € C%, z + Elexp(iz| X1 +izJ X ()] is the null function if and only
if Elexp(izg X)) | XMV)] is zero Py -a.s.
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Lemma 1. Assume (H1) and (H2). Then, for all z € C%, Elexp (iz" X)) | X@)] is not Py ) -
a.s. the null random variable and for all z € C%, Elexp (iz" X)) | XMV] is not Py -a.s. the
null random variable

Proof of Lemma 1. Let z € C% be such that E[exp (iz! X)X is Py-a.s. the null
random variable. Then for any A > 0, if we denote Ax and Ba the sets given by (H1) and
take xA € Ba,

Elexp(iz" (XM — 22))| X1 xoea, =0 Py@-as.,

and taking the real part of this equation shows that
Elcos(Re(2) " (X® —za)) exp (~Im(2) (XY — 2a)[ X1 x2rca, =0 Pxemas.  (8)

Using that Diam(Ba) — 0 as A — 0 from (H1), we can fix A > 0 small enough that if
x € Ba, cos(Re(2) T (z — xa)) > 0. Since P(X™M) € Bo| X® € Ap) = 1, this means that the
expectation in (8) is positive, which is a contradiction. Thus E[exp (iz" (X — 2))|X®)] is
not Py (-a.s. the null random variable.

The proof of the other part of Lemma 1 is analogous using (H2).

B.3 Proof of Corollary 2

Let M be a compact subset of RP. Let us first prove that the function u — Diam({u} x
R% N M) is upper semi-continuous.

Let u € R%. Since M is compact, there exist sequences u, — u and (%, ¥,) in
({un} x R% N M) such that ||z, — ¥, |2 = Diam({u,} x R® N M) and lim,, 1 o || — ynll2 =
limsup,_,, Diam({v} x R% N M). Moreover, we may assume that there exists (z,y) in
({u} x R% N M) such that x, — z and y, — y. Taking the limit along those sequences
shows that Diam({u} x R® N M) > ||z — y|| = limsup,_,, Diam({v} x R% N M), proving the
claimed upper-semi continuity.

Now, since M is compact, there exists R > 0 such that M C B(0, R). If moreover M € By,
there exists 27 € R% such that Diam({z1} x R% N M) = 0. Using the upper semi-continuity
shows that M € N,>1A42(1/n,R). Likewise, if M € By, there exists zo € R% guch that
Diam(R% x {z2} N M) =0 and M € N,,>1.A41(1/n, R).

The end of the proof follows from Corollary 1 and the fact that any random variable with
compact support satisfies A(1).

B.4 Measure theoretical genericity and random perturbation of the
space

In this section, we construct a random and small perturbation of R” and show that any
compact set is almost surely transformed into a compact set in B1 N Bo.

More precisely, for any ¢ > 0, we define a (random) continuous bijection f : RY? —s RP
such that almost surely, |f(z) — z| < ¢ for all z € RP, and such that if M is compact, then
f(M) is in By N By almost surely. This random bijection does not depend on which support
M is considered, and can for instance be seen as a modeling of the imperfections of “realistic”
supports, or as a way to introduce a Bayesian prior on the support. In that sense, compact
supports are almost surely in By N Bs, and thus compactly supported random variables almost
surely satisfy (Adep).

There is no canonical way to define a random perturbation of RP. Our approach is to tile
the space with simplices, then add a small perturbation to each vertex of the tiling, keeping the
transformation linear inside each simplex. Visually, this results in a small, random crumpling
of the Euclidean space.
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B.4.1 Simplicial tiling of R”

Let us recall a few definitions about simplicial complexes. For any k € {0,..., D}, a k-simplex
of R is the convex hull of (k + 1) affinely independent points of RP. A simplicial complex P
is a set of simplices such that every face of a simplex from P is also in P, and the non-empty
intersection of any two simplices F}, F» € P is a face of both F; and F5. P is a homogeneous
simplicial D-complex if each simplex of dimension less than D of P is the face of a D-simplex
of of P. For any simplex F, we write relint(F) its relative interior. Finally, a homogeneous
simplicial D-complex P is called a simplicial tiling of A ¢ RP if the relative interior of its
simplices form a partition of A. Note that the facets of P, that is, its D-simplices, do not
necessarily form a partition of A: two facets can have a non-empty intersection when they
share a face.

First, consider a finite simplicial tiling of the hypercube [0,1]”, and extend it to R? by
mirroring it along the hyperplanes orthogonal to the canonical axes crossing them at integer
coordinates. Formally, for any k = (ki,...,kp) € Z”, the hypercube Hil[kji, k; + 1] contains
the tiling of [0, 1], mirrored along axis 7 if and only if k; is odd. The faces of the hypercubes
defined in this way match, as each pair of hypercubes sharing a face are mirrors of each other
with respect to that face. Thus, the resulting tiling P is a simplicial tiling of RP.

Let (2, )nen be the sequence of vertices of the simplicial tiling P (i.e. its 0-simplices). We
identify each simplex F' € P with the set of its 0-dimensional faces {z;};cs, and write Fy in
that case. Note that the set I is unique for any given simplex F' and characterizes F'.

B.4.2 Perturbation of the tiling

Fix a small r > 0. Let (£,,)nen be a sequence of i.i.d. uniform variables on [—r,7]?, and define
P¢ the simplicial complex defined by

P ={{zi +eiticr : {zi}ier € P}.

Note that since the original tiling of [0, 1]P was finite, there exists g > 0 such that for any
(en)nen € ([~70,70]P)N, the vertices of any simplex in P are still affinely independent after
being moved according to € and any two simplices F, F’ € P sharing a face F" (resp. with no
intersection) are transformed into two simplices of P¢ that share exactly the transformation
of F" (resp. with no intersection), so that P¢ is indeed a simplicial complex. Finally, P still
covers RP (as seen when moving each vertex in [—1, 2] one after the other along a continuous
path, showing that no hole is created in the covering of [0, 1] at any point in time), so for any
r € (0,70], P¢ is almost surely a simplicial tiling of R .

Since the relative interiors of the simplices of P define a partition of R, for each z €
RP, there exists exactly one face F; € P such that z € relint(Fy). Writing z = Ziel ;T
(for a € (0,1]11 such that Y icr @ = 1), we define the image of z by the perturbation as
fe(z) = X icr @i(wi + ;). In other words, each simplex is deformed according to the linear
transformation given by the perturbation of its vertices.

The mapping f¢ is a (random) bijective and continuous transformation of RP that is
“small”, in the sense that almost surely, sup,cgo ||z — f¢(2)| <.

Note that the transformation f¢ can be made with arbitrarily small granularity: the same
approach works when considering tilings of [0,8]” for any § > 0 instead of [0,1]” (up to
changing r). We may also iterate several random independent transformations f¢ Moo f5<m)
for m > 1, and the transformation of M will still almost surely belong to By N Bs.

Theorem 8. Let r € (0,79] with ro as above, € = (ep)nen be a sequence of i.4.d. uniform r.v.
on [—r,7]P, § >0, and f¢ be the bijective transformation of RY defined above.
Then for any (random) continuous mapping H : RP — RP that is independent of ¢, the

mapping F : z — (5f8(¥) satisfies: for any compact set M C RP | F(M) € By N By a.s..

This shows that for any compact set M € RP | a small change into the set F'(M) where F'
is a transformation of R” of the type described in the Theorem almost surely results in a set
in Bl N Bg.
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B.4.3 Proof of Theorem 8

Let M be a compact set of RP. Since ¢ and H are independent, and thus f¢ and H(M) are
independent, writing p gy the distribution of H(M):

P(F(M) € By N By) = /IF’ (f&(g) € B, n32> dps(h) =1,

provided that for any compact set M’ € RP, f¢(M’) € By N By as..

Thus, it suffices to show that for any compact set M € R, almost surely, f¢(M) is in the
set By from Corollary 2. The proof for By is identical.

We will show that Card(arg max, ¢ - a7 (2)) = 1, where 71 (2) is the first coordinate of
z. First, since M is compact and f¢ is continuous, f€(M) is compact, therefore the supremum
of 7™ is reached at least at one point.

Lemma 2. The two following properties hold almost surely.

1. Let F},F’ € P be two different simplices, then at least one of the two following points
holds:
® SUPgc fe(M)Nrelint(F}) W(l)(ﬂﬂ) # SUPge fe (M)Nrelint(F) W(l)(ﬂf)
o 1) does not reach its mazimum on f¢(M) N relint(F}) or does not reach its mawi-
mum on f(M) N relint(F}).
2. Let F} € P¢, then the supremum of 7 on f¢(M) Nrelint(F}) is reached at at most one
point of relint(Fy).

A consequence of this lemma is that almost surely, the maximizer of 7' on (M) is
unique, as all maximizers of 7(1) on f(M) belong to the relative interior of one simplex of
P=, which shows that f¢(M) is almost surely in B;.

Proof of Lemma 2. The following functions will be of use in the proof. For any finite J C N
such that F;, = {z; + ¢, }ies € P, for any j € J and « € (0,1], let

Uy, j i€ € R — sup {a(w(l)(xj) +e)+ Z oM (2, + 1), where
keJ\{j}

z=axj+ Z agry € M, oy € (0,1] anda—f—zak = 1}.
ke\{j} k

In other words, u,, is the supremum of 7() on the slice of f¢(M) N relint(F’) that gives
weight « to the vertex (z; +¢;). To simplify the notations, let wy : 2 — ay be the “weight”
functions. It is straightforward to check that

1. the function u,, s is linear with slope a,
2. SUPge fe (M) Nrelint(F%) W(l)(ff) = SUPqg(0,1] Ua,J(W(l)(f‘?j)),

3. the function h : 7V (g;) — SUPg e f= (M) Arelint (F7) 7 (x) (all coordinates of all 5 other
than 7(1)(g;) being fixed) is convex,
4. if the supremum of 7(!) on the closure of f¢(M) N relint(F?}) is reached at some point

z € F, when 71 (g;) = e, then w;(z) is a sub-gradient of h at e,

5. since the number of points where the sub-gradient of a convex function on R is not unique
is at most countable, almost surely (whether all coordinates of all €5, other than w(l)(aj)
are fixed or not), h has a unique sub-gradient at 7} (¢;).
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Let us now prove the first point of the lemma. Let F} = {z; +¢;}icr and F; = {x; +¢;}icy
be two different simplices of P¢, and let j € J\ I (by exchanging the two simplices, we may
assume without loss of generality that J is not a subset of T).

Consider the following, conditionally to (£,,)n; and 72P)(¢;). Assume that h(7(M(g;)) =
SUD, ¢ f= (M) relint(F)) 7 (z) (otherwise we are in the first case of the first point of the lemma).
We may assume without loss of generality (by point 5 above) that the sub-gradient of h at
70 (g;) is unique. Two cases are possible:

e the sub-gradient of h at 7" (g;) is 0. Then 7(") does not reach its maximum on f(M)nN
relint(F%), since if z is a maximizer of 7(*), then w;(z) = 0 by point 4,

e the sub-gradient of h at 7(1)(g;) is positive, so there exists a single point e such that
h(e) = SuPe pe (Mynrelint (F) 7 (z). Since 7 (e;) is uniform on [—r, 7] by construction,

we almost surely have 7(1) (€5) # e, and thus this second case almost surely never happens.

For the second point of the lemma, by points 4 and 5, if the set of maximizers of 7(*) on
fe(M) Nrelint(F%) is a non-empty set Z, then for any j € J, almost surely, w; is constant
on Z. Since every point z € F is characterized by the vector (w;(z));es, this shows that Z
contains a single point, which concludes the proof. O

B.5 Density of A and its complement

The proposition below shows that any support M can be altered by a small perturbation to
produce both supports that satisfy (H1) and (H2) and supports that satisfy neither. A fortiori,
the same is true for (Adep), as on one hand (H1), (H2) and A(k) ensure (Adep) by Theorem 2
and on the other hand a small perturbation of the signal (by adding noise with independent
components supported on a small neighborhood of zero) is enough to no longer satisfy (Adep).

Proposition 3. The set A = (Naso Ueso A1(A€)) () (Naso Ueso A2(A, €)) of supports sat-
isfying Corollary 1 and its complement are dense in the set of closed subsets of RP endowed
with the Hausdorff distance.

Proof. First, let us show that A is dense.

Let 6 > 0 and let M be a closed subset of R”, we show that there exists a closed M’ in
Naso(A1(A,6) N A2(A,6)) (and thus in A) such that dg (M, M) < 86.

For k,1 € {1,...,D} with k < I, write 7(¥!) the projection 7V : (z1,...,2p) € RP
(T, ..., x;) € REFHL and 7(k) = gkk),

Let z = (21, 22) € M with z; = 7% (2) and 2o = 7(@+1P)(2), M’ is defined by cutting
the space in half through z orthogonally to the space of the first d; cooordinates and spreading
the two halves apart, connecting them by a single segment to ensure it is in A2(A, ), then cut
and connect again orthogonally to the (d; + 1)-th axis to be in A (A, ).

Formally, define M’ as the union of:

o {yly=(y1.y2) € M7 (1) <7 (21) and 7V (y2) < 7V (22)},
{(yl + 46(1707 <. '70),y2) ‘y = (y17y2) € Maﬂ-(l)<y1) 2 77(1)(21) and W(l)(yQ) < 7T(1)(Z2)}7
{(y17y2 + 45(1707 s 70)) ‘y = (y17y2) € Maﬂ.(l) (yl) < W(l)(zl) and 7T(1) (yQ) = 7T(1) (ZQ)}7

{(yl + 46(1703"'70)ay2 + 46(150750))“/ = (y17y2) € Maﬂ.(l)(yl) = 77(1)(21) and
T (y2) > 7 (22)},

the segment between z and (z; + 46(1,0,...,0),22) and the segment between z and
(Zl, 22 + 45(1,0, o ,0))

An illustration of this construction is given in Figure 3.

By construction, the Hausdorff distance between this set M’ and M is smaller than 85 (the
points in the first four sets have moved at most 89 and the segments are at distance at most 8§ of
z). M’ is also closed, and taking z = (21 +246(1,0,...,0), 22) and 25 = (21, 22 +26(1,0,...,0))
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1)

Figure 3: Transforming M into a set M’ € B; N By

in the definition of 4;(A, ) and A3(A,d) is enough to check that M’ € A;(A, ) N Az(A, )
for any A > 0.

To show that the complement of A is dense, let M be a closed subset of R and n > 0,
and let M’ = {z +y|z € M,y € [-n,7]P}. Then dg(M, M’') < 7D by construction, and
for any A < 2 and e >0, M’ ¢ A;(A,e), and thus M’ € A% where AC is the complement of
the set A.

Note that if M is the support of a random variable X, then M’ is the support of X + Y,
where Y is a uniform random variable on [—7,7]? that is independent of X. Since ®x,y =
& x Py and Py does not satisfy (Adep), @ x4y does not satisfy it either. O

C Proof of Proposition 2

Let ko € (1/2,1].
From Lemma H.3 of [18], there exists a constant ¢y > 0 such that for all " € [k, 1],
m > D/k and ¢ € T, g,

o — Tm¢||00)l’e:;t < CT(SVest>mm_K/m+D-

Let &' € [ro, 1] and assume that m > 2 222" then we get || — Trnd|loop., = O(n~2Hon (1),

’ loglogn’
where 0,(1) denotes a sequence tending to 0 when n tends to infinity. In particular, there
exists ng such that for all n > ng,

1
sup  sup sup sup [|¢p — Timoll2 < — (9)
K/ €[50, 1] VE(O,Vest] m> 2, logn_ ¢€T s n
and 1
sup sup sup  |Mn(9) = Mn(Tm)| < €ll¢ = Tnllooven < (10)

K'€[ko,1] m>2 logn @€Y,/ g

=/ Toglog n

for some ¢ > 0 that depends only on ves, o and S, using that supgey, o [|8lloc,ve, < +00.
Let now k € [ko,1] and ®x € T, s NH. By definition, for any m > 1 and &’ € [ko, K],
D), m,x is such that &, € T,y s NH and

~ 1
Mn(Tm(bn,m,K’> < Mn(Tm¢) + -
n

inf
¢'€TK/,SOH
1
n
and thus, by (10),

~ 2
sup sup My (®rmpr) < My (Px) + e (11)

’ 2 logn
k' €|Kko,K g
[ 0, ]m) 7 Toglog 1
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Straightforward computations prove that for some constant C, for all ¢ € T, s,

||Zn||00,l’cst
NG

where Z,(t) = /n(dn(t) — ®x ()@ (t1) P2 (t2)). Therefore, for any v € (0, Veg), writing
Cmw = Ppom.x — Px, for some constant C,

|Mn(¢) - M(¢7 Vesth)X)| <C

M((/I\)n»m,ﬁ/; I/|(I)X) M((I)n m,K’ s Vesth)X)

< oo Zalloosen , 2

N n’
Combining this with the concentration properties of Z,, described in the proof of Lemma A.1
of [17] shows that for any § > 0, there exist ¢s > 0 and ng (which do not depend on ) such
that for all n > ng, with probability at least 1 —e™%",

Sup sup M((I)n,m,/-c’; Vest|(bX) < J.
2

, |
S P

In addition, since Y,, s N H is compact in L2([~Vest, Vest|P), ¢ = M (¢; Vest|®x) is continu-
ous on L2([~Vest, Vest)?), and M (¢; vest|®x) = 0 implies ¢ = ®x for all ¢ € HN Yy, 5 by
Theorem 1, and for all n > 0, there exists § > 0 such that

inf M (¢; Vest|Px) > 0.
GEY g, sNH st |[¢p—Px [l2,005 =7

Therefore, for all n > 0, there exist ¢;, > 0 and ng (which do not depend on &) such that for
all n > ng, with probability at least 1 — e~ ",

sup sup Gl <0 (12)

wElroRl m> 5 g

Now, using (20) in [8] (which is a consequence of direct computations and norm comparisons
in [18] Section J) we get that there exists 1y > 0 such that as soon as ||Cm, k|20 < 71,

[1Zn o0 st

vn

where for all © > 0, €(u) = b/loglog(1/u) for some b > 0. Fix now v € (0, Vest], ¢(v) > 0 and
E > 0 such that Q € QP) (v, ¢(v), E). In particular, ¢, > ¢(v) > 0. Assumption (Amin) and
Proposition 1 in [19] imply that there exists 72 > 0 and ¢ depending only on v, ¢, and ¢(v, a)
such that as soon as « S,

€ ’ v, 2
1- ucm lovese) | 2 (13)

n

M(®py i V| ®x) < cur

M(Dyy i v|®x) > |30t (14)

Let n = min{n;, n2}. Then, by (14) and (13), as soon as ||Cm.x/ 2,0 < 1,

2 Z,
||Cm o ||2+2a < ; Z max (CM H n\“;’%:l’est

Now, following the proof of (25) of Section A.3 of [17], for any v/ > v, m > 1 and ¢ € C,,[X],

1=€([Cm et 12,00e) 2
el fen 200, 2. (15)

/
9]l < mP/?(4 V)””D/Qllcbllz (16)

2 logn logn

T Toglog w] in the following series of inequalities (for some fixed C' >

Assuming m € |
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2/K'),

3
1Cmom l|2,vee < 2max(||TmCm’,{/H2Ar,,cst, ﬁ) by (9)
D Vest m+L2 3
< 2max | | TnCm ll2om™> (4 )T — by (16)
v n
- I T (4Yest Y+ 5
N (cm R AT U i Gl by (9
v n
e(1/n) 1
<n max ||Cm,'€’||27uv g ) (17)

up to increasing the constant b in the definition of u — €(u), which can be done without loss of
generality. Together with (15) and (12), one gets for all s € [1, ¢,n] (assuming ¢, < 1 without
loss of generality), with probability at least 1 —e™“™ — e™% > 1 — 2¢~* (on the event where

| Zn|loo,veee < €z+/s and (12) holds) that for all & € [kg, x] and m € [%logigwc@%]v

T=e([[¢m, nr 12, vest)
S 1 m,K WVest 1
G 3377 < cmax (f w0 (Gl 1) )

for some constant ¢ > 0 that does not depend on &, " or m, from which Proposition 2 follows.

D Proofs for Section 4

D.1 Proof of Theorem 3

The following properties of 14 and F|i4] will be of use.
(I) The support of F[th4] is the unit ball {y € RP : ||ly|l2 < 1}.
(I1) 94 > 0 and Fliha] > 0.

(IIT) 4 is continuous so that there exist constants c4 > 0 and d4 > 0 such that for all
v €{y R : |lylla < ca}, valz) > da.

(IV) t4 and 1) 4 5, are probability densities on RP.

(V) (Lemma in [26]) For all A > 0, there exists 84 > 0 such that

_A
i exp {8l el = 0 (13)
(VI) It holds
I(A
asll = 2o fa s e (19)

We shall also need the following lemmas.
Lemma 3. Assume G € Sti(a,d, 1), then for any h < ro/ca,
1\ P—d
ye}}llgmcg(y) > achda (h) '
The proof of Lemma 3 is detailed in Section D.2.
Lemma 4. For any Cy > 0, there exists hg > 0 depending only on C1, D and A such that for
any h < hyg,

sup {g(y) |y €K, dy, M) > h [BD log (i)] A} < Ch.
A
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The proof of Lemma 4 is detailed in Section D.3.

The last ingredient is to control the difference between the convoluted density and its
estimator, defined as I';, x = [[gn,x — Gllc = SUPyerp |Gn.x(y) — G(y)|- The following Lemma
uses Proposition 2 to show that it converges uniformly to zero with high probability.

Lemma 5. Let kg € (1/2,1] and S > 0. For all k € [ko, 1], take m,, < 2 logn _ cich that

X 6k loglogn
inf,cpeo,1) Mx — +00 as n — +oo. Let h = cySm " for some ¢, > exp {2D + 2}.
Then for any v € (0,Vest], c(v) >0, E > 0, for any n > 0, there exists ng such that for all
nz no,

S

sup sup P(vgyn (Tue 2 1) <
KkE€[ko,1] GEStk (a,d,ro)NL(K,S,H)
QeQ®) (v,c(v),E)

The proof of Lemma 5 is detailed in Appendix D.4.

To prove Theorem 3, the idea is to lower bound g on the support Mg when the bandwidth
parameter h becomes small, and to upper bound it on every points further than a small distance
(depending on h) from that support.

Let now ko € (1/2,1], v € (0,Vest], c(v) > 0, E >0, S >0 and C > 0. Let xk € [ko, 1],
Qe 9P) (v, c(v), E) and G € Stx(a,d, o) N L(k, S, H).

By Lemma 3, for any h < (ro/ca) A1,

d 1\"? achda (1 b
f An/-{ 2 f g *an> d 7 *an> 7
ek s (Y) yeglcmg(y) = acyda <h) : 5 (h>

d
d
as soon as I, < “4%4

d —
implies that on the event where I',, ,; < aCAQdA, MacnNK c M, NK. Next,

, and this lower bound is strictly larger than A, , for any d. This

sup gn,rc(y) < sup f](y) + Fn,rv
A+l A+1
yeKid(y,Ma)=h|[ £ log(4)] 7 yeK:d(y, Ma)>h[ B log(£)] *
d d
Choosing Cy = acfﬁd“ and applying Lemma 4 we get that, on the event where I';, ,, < aCdeA,

sup 9(y) <204,

A
yEIC,d(y,Mc)>h{%log(%)] 4

and this upper bound is strictly less than A, . for any d. This implies that

A4l

{y:ye/c,d(y,MG) >h [Dlog (1>}A}m/\7ﬁzg.
Ba h

As a result, we have proved that for all kg € (1/2,1], S > 0, a > 0, d < D, v € (0, Vest],

c¢(v) > 0 and E > 0, there exist ¢ > 0 and ng such that for all n > ng, for all k € [k, 1],

G € Stx(a,d,ro) N L(x,S,H) and Q € QP)(v,¢c(v), E), with (G * Q)®"-probability at least
1-2,

IOg(n)N - H’C(MGy-M\K,) <C/. (20)

log(log(n))™ 2%

o~

Using the fact that Hx (Mg, M) is uniformly upper bounded, the theorem follows.
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D.2 Proof of Lemma 3
Let y € Mg N K. By property (III) of ¢4,

30 = 7 [ va (251) de
1 ly — ]
> 5 /| o PG )

L 0,6(B(y. cah))

Z 1D

1
> ﬁdAa<CAh)d.

D.3 Proof of Lemma 4
Recall the definition of g: for all y € RP,

3 = 75 [ oa (L) acw),

Let C; > 0 and € > 0. By Property (V) of 14, there exists T' > 0 (depending on A and Cy)
such that for any t > T, ¥4 (t) < C; exp(—Bat?AFD). Take y € RP such that d(y, Mg) >

(ﬁ%)%hlog(%)%, then for all u € Mg, @ > (ﬁ;llog(h—i))%, therefore there exists

ho > 0 depending only on €, D, A and T (thus C; such that h < hy implies “y;i“” > T and
thus

1/%4( Hy ; UH) < Cl eXp{*BA( ||y ; u” )A/(A+1)}

1
< Crexp{—1log(-)}
= C1h°,

and finally g(y) < C1(3)” 7 since G is a probability distribution. Lemma 4 follows by taking
e=D.

D.4 Proof of Lemma 5
Recall Ty, . = [|Gn.x — §llco. We first relate it to HTmN(fJn,,,” — Oxllo,1/n-
Lemma 6. Let k € (0,1], h >0, m > 0. For any A >0,

) nD/2 ||Tm~¢)n,r€ - (I)X”Q,l/h-

Proof. For y € RP,
Bn) = 90) = ()P [ € I F AR (T, B (8) — B (0
Since Fwa](th) is 0 for ||t]|2 > 1/h,

Gun() — () = ()P / Y F (Al (th) (T B (1) — i (0))1] ol

2T
= ‘Fﬁl[F[wh]{(TmN&\)n,n - (bX)”HtHzél/h}](y)
= FUFWan]) * F (T B — ©x)1 oo /) (). (21)

By Young’s convolution inequality,

[Gn.x = Glloo < IF T Fa]l2IF " (T, @re — @)L je1a<asnlll2-
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Finally, using Parseval’s equality and the fact that F [ F[tan]] = ¥a.n,

”/g\n,fi - gHoo < ||¢A,h”2”Tmnq}n,n - ¢X||2,1/h7
and use that |4 nll2 = %HUA * uy||2 to conclude the proof. O
Let us now show that with proper choices for the parameters m, and h, I',, , tends to 0
with high probability.
Let ko € (1/2,1], v € (0,Vest], c(¥) > 0, E > 0, S > 0 and C > 0. By Proposition 2,
taking s = logn and § small enough (to be chosen later), there exists ¢ and ng such that for
all n > ng,

N o 2
sup sup P(g.q)on (||(I>n},1€ — ®x|lo,1/n < c(logn)n @ 5)/(1+2a)) >1-=.
KE[Ko,1] GESti (a,d,ro)NL(r,S,H) n
QeQ®) (v,c(v),E)
(22)

Take these ¢ and ng, and let & € [ro, 1], Q € QP) (v, ¢(v), F) and G € Sty (a,d,ro)NL(k, S, H).
Using inequalities analogous to (28)-(29) p.17 of [17], we get that for all integer m,

~ 1 .
T = @l jn < AU(h) + 4mP(2 + 2520 <2V<u> ([ - <I>X||%,U>, (23)

where

U(h) _ Ch—D—2m—2/n52mm—2mm+2D exp(2/$(S/h)1/“)

and V(v) = c(Sv)2m+2/“m_2“m+2D.

Thus, applying Lemma 6 and using h = ¢, Sm ", there exists C' > 0 (which does not depend
on k) such that on the event where (23) holds:

Fi,n < C(Ch5)72D72mﬁ72/nmiD(K+1)+QS2mHeXp(Qﬁcgl/nmn)
my

+ Cm£(1+n)(2 + zm)zmﬁD ((SV)QvaLZ/HmRanNJrQD 4 H@m — <1>X|§7y>. (24)

The first term of the upper bound is upper bounded as follows.

(ChS)—2D—2m,<,—Q/RmiD(R+1)+QS2m~, /

exp(2/~€c;1 m,.)

— §72P=2/% oxp {(=2D — 2m,, — 2/k)log(cn) + (2D (k + 1) + 2) log(m) + 2kc; 7/ m,.}
< Cexp {(—2log(er) + 1)my + 2(D(k + 1) + 1) log(my)} (25)
< Cexp {(—2log(cn) + 3 +2D(k + 1))m.. }, (26)

for another constant C' > 0, where inequality (25) holds because 2/{0,11/ " > 1 and inequality (26)
holds because log(m,) < m,. The second term of the upper bound is upper bounded by

mE(IJrn) (2 +9 m, )2mn+D ((SV)2m,;+2/mmK2fim,{+2D + ||(/I\)n,l~e o (I)X”g V)
ChSl/ s

< C m5(1+2n) (QHmK)QﬂmK’ (21‘{)—2mm,c (ChSV)_Qm“_D

% ((SV)2mN+2/K/m;2fimm+2D + ||EI\)n,/-c _ (I)XH%,V>
<C (exp {(—2log(ch) + (3D + 2&))m,{}

+ (26m,) 2 exp {(—2log(ch) +D(1+ 2/{))m,€} [ <I>X||§7V>
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for another constant C' > 0. Putting all together, we get that for yet another constant C' > 0,

Ffw§ < C'max (exp {(2 log(en) +3+2D(k + 1))m,€},exp {(210g(ch) + (3D + 2/@))m,€},

(2rm,. )2"™= exp {(—QIOg(ch) + D1+ 2/@))mﬁ}||(/ﬁnﬁ — Py ||§V> )

Choosing ¢, > exp {2D + 2} and m,, < & log)ﬁ)gn, it follows that

n,k

2, < Ce ™ [1 vnllf|®, . — ‘leliul . (27)

By (22), taking 6 < 1 — % (which is possible since o < 1), we obtain that on the event
of (22), T3, < Ce ™ — 0 (up to changing C'), which concludes the proof.

D.5 Proof of Theorem 4

Fix ko € (1/2,1], S > 0,a > 0,d < D, v € (0, Vest}, c(v) > 0, E > 0. Using the end of the proof
of Theorem 3, there exist ng and ¢’ such that for all k € [kg, 1], all G € Stx(a,d,ro)NL(kK, S, H)
and all Q € QP (v, ¢(v), E), with (G * Q)®"-probability at least 1 — 2,

log(n)“ A ’
_Hi(Mg, M,,) < . 28
log(log(n))’” A:{ IC( G ) ( )

Let us now choose ¢, = ¢’ and consider the event where (20) holds. By the triangular inequality,
for any € [Ko, 1],

—

Hi(Mg, Mz,) < He(Mg, M) + Hc (Mo, Mz,)
<on(k) + H;C(.K/l\m./(/l\gn).
Now, using the definition of B, (), if £ < K,, then
Hy (Mo, Mz,) < Bu(fn) + 0n(k)

while if k¥ > K,,, then

—_

HK(M , Mz ) < Bn(l{)—i—an(,‘/{n)

n

=

so that in all cases,

using the definition of %,,, and therefore

Hi(Mg, Mz,) < 2By (k) + 30, (k).
By the triangular inequality and the definition of B,,(-),

B,(k) <0V sup {H;C(./T/l\m./\/lg) + H;C(./\/lc,./(/l\,{f) — an(n')}

K €[Ko,K]
< H;C(JT/I\K,MC,V) +0V sup {H;C(Mg,./f/l\,@/) - Un(/i/)}
K'€[Ko,kK]
< on(K).

Thus, for all & € [ko, 1], all G € Stx(a,d,r0) N L(k,S,H) and all Q € QP) (v, c(v), E), with
(G * Q)®"-probability at least 1 — %7

Hic(Mg, Mz ) < 50 (k),

—

and using the fact that Hx (Mg, Mz) < sup, ,ex d(z,2) on the event of probability at most
2/n where this does not hold, Theorem 4 follows.
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D.6 Proof of Theorem 5

As usual for the two-points method, the idea is to find two distributions having support as far
as possible in Hy-distance, and a noise such that the joint distributions of the observations
have total variation distance upper bounded by some C' < 1. We shall consider the noise as
in [17], with independent identically distributed coordinates having density ¢ defined as

1+ cos(cx)

q:xERl—)cqm

for some ¢ > 0, where ¢, is such that g is a probability density, and with characteristic function

Flgl : t ¢4 Kl — ’ZD cos (wi) + %Sin (77 Zm 1-c<i<e

Let us now define the two distributions to apply the two-points method. For any x € (1/2,1],
we first choose a density function f, according to the following Lemma.

Lemma 7. For any x € (1/2,1), p > 1, there exists a continuous density function f,, : R = R
in Ly(R), positive everywhere, and positive constants A, B such that for all u € R,

%),

For any § € (0,1), there exists a continuous compactly supported density function f1 : [—1,1] —
R positive everywhere such that

FIful(w)] < Aexp(=Blul*) and |F[f,)'(u)] < Aexp(~Blu

IFLA)(u)] < Aexp(=Blul’) and |F[f1]'(w)| < Aexp(~Blul®).

The proof of Lemma 7 is detailed in Section D.7.
Then, inspired by [20], for all v € (0,1], define g, : R - R and g, : R - RP~ forallz € R
as

G (x) = cos (:) and g, (2) = (§5(2),0,...,0)7 .

Let Mo(7y) = {(u,vg(u)) : u € R}, My(y) = {(u, —vg(u)) : u € R}, and let J € RP*P be the

matrix

1 00 0
1 1/20 0
g0 o1 0
0 0 (0 ... 1

For any x € (1/2,1], let U(x) be the random variable in R having density f. defined in
Lemma 7 and let Sy(k) = (U(k),v9+(U(x))), Si(k) = (U(k), —v9,(U(k))). For ¢ € {0,1}, we
shall denote T;(x) the distribution of S;(x). Finally we define X;(xk) = JS;(k), ¢ = 0,1 and
G (k) the distribution of X;(x). When k < 1, the supports of S;(k) and X;(x) do not depend
on k. They are illustrated in Figure 4. The transformation J is such that the the support
of X; is the graph of a bijective function, which makes it easy to satisfy (Adep) through for
instance assumptions (H1), (H2) and Theorem 2 from Section 2.3.

Lemma 8. For any i € {0,1} and x € (1/2,1], X;(k) satisfies A(k).
The proof of Lemma 8 is detailed in Section D.8.

Lemma 9. There exists ag > 0 such that for i € {0,1}, for anyd > 1, ro < 1 and a < ay,
GZ(KJ) € St;g(a,d, 7“0),

The proof of Lemma 9 is detailed in Section D.9.

Lemma 10. For any i € {0,1} and x € (1/2,1], ®x, (. satisfy (Adep)
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g(u)
0
I
A(u,g(u))
0
|

Figure 4: Left: support of Sy and S; when v = 1. Right: support of Xy and X; when v = 1.

The proof of Lemma 10 is detailed in Section D.10.

We finally set 1} = {®x,(x), Px,(s)}. As a finite set, it is closed in Ly([—v,v]P).

Let us comment on dimensionality. The distributions used here are distributions with
support of dimension 1. This is not an issue since the d in the definition of Stx(a,d,ry) is
an upper bound on the dimension of the support. We could also have used supports with
dimension d by adding to X;(x) an independent uniform distribution on a Euclidean ball of a
linear space of dimension d.

The support of G;(k) is JM;(7y), and the following lemma follows easily from the fact that
for i € {0,1}, JM;(y) = vJM;(1).

Lemma 11. For any v > 0,
Hyc(JMo(7), JMi (7)) = vHx(JMo(1), JMi (1), (20)

To obtain the lower bound, the parameter « will be chosen as large as possible while making
sure that the joint distributions of the observations have total variation distance smaller than
some C < 1.

In the following, we will write A, B, C' (with upper case letters) positive constants that can
change from line to line. As in [17] and [20], we use the upper bound:

I(Go(r) * Q)" = (G1(k) * Q)" 1y < 1= (1 = [[(Go(k) = Q) = (G1(k) * Q)|7v)",

where || - — - |7y denotes the total variation distance. Using Le Cam’s two-points method,

the minimax rate will be lower bounded by H(JMy(vy), JMi(7)), that is ~, (see Lemma 11)

provided that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that |[(Go(k) * Q)%™ — (G1(k) * Q)®™||7v <
C < 1, so that we only need to find C' > 0 such that

C

/RD |d(Go(r) * Q)(x) — d(G1(k) * Q) ()| < .

Since @ has a density ¢ over R, Go(k) * Q and G1 (k) * Q also have a density over RP. We
first prove that for ¢ € {0,1},

2

D
/RDEI? W(@ dz < +00. (30)
Indeed,
oo |dGim) < Q) [ d(Gi(k) * Q) <SP
/RDjl:[lxj T (z)| dx < H i HOO/RDJ]:[l‘Tjd(GZ(K) * Q) (x)



First, HﬂH < Jlql|2 < co. Moreover, for k € {1,..., D}, writing X;(x)* and ¢[¥! for
the k-th coordinate of X;(x) and ¢,

D
/ H:c?|d(G K)*Q
RD 5

k)L elfD)2)

H:jb

D

= E[(Xi(0)"Y + 2 (X (0)P + 2D TTEIEM)?. (31)

k=3
We have that (X;(k) + P2 < a?(X;(k)1)2 + 29X, (1) 42X (5)Hel 4 (1 4-7) (e2)2 442,
using (31) and the fact that €[?! is independent of all other variables and that, for k € {1, 2},
X[ Vis independent of ¢[¥], we finally get that [ H 1 23 |d(Gi(k) * Q)(z)| is upper bounded by

product and sum of expectation of ((eV)2);cq1 . py, (Xi(k))2, (X;(x)H)? and (X;(k)M)4
which are all finite thanks to Lemma 7.
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

/RD |[d(Go(k) x Q)(2) — d(G1(k) * Q) ()]

d(Go(x) = G1(K)) * Q)

, 1/2
dz) . (32)

D
< ~D/2
< ( / 1:[ - ()
By Parseval’s identity, for all € {0,1},
20 | (Go(k) ~ Cr(x) Q) [
/ H x?m 0 ! ()| dz
RD =1 dl‘

2

- [_C7C]D

since F[Q] and for n € {0,1}7, 9" F[Q] are supported on [—c, c]?. Moreover, they are bounded
functions, so that there exists a constant C' (depending only on D) such that

(H ) (5)] — FIG1(0)]) (1) FIQI(t)

2

dt,

D
(H 3?;) (FlGo(#)] = FIG1L(=))($)FIQI(?)

[, H(Go() + Q@) = d(Ga) + Q)

2
D
<C ). / § (H 82?‘) (FGo(w)] = FIG1(m)))(1)| dt
ne{0,1}P &¢ j=1
{Z} / ( o ) (t = F[So] — FIS1))(A t)| dt.
ne{0,1}P P =1

Using the change of variable u = ATt, and noticing that {ATt ; ¢t € [—¢,]P} C [~2¢,2¢]P
there exists a constant C' > 0 depending on D and a such that

[, H(Go(x) + Q@) = d(Ga(x) + Q))

CZ/

ne{0,1}P

2

du.

( 52") (F[So] = FS1])(w)

2¢,2c]P
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Forallt = (t1,...,tp) € RP fori e {0,1}, F[Ti|(t) = F[T;](t1,t2), where T; is the distribution
of the 2 first coordinates of S;(x) under T;. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

[, H(Gor) + Q@) = d(Ga () + Q)

2

=¢ Z /[—2c,2c]2 (1_[16;71]) (F[To] = FILD)(#)| dt. (33)

n€{0,1}2

Following the same approach as [20], we get that for all t = (t1,t2) € R?,
(-/—'.[TO} ]_-[Tl /{eztlqurytzgw(u) _ eztlu iytag~ (u) }f ( )

—%/m%mMmmmmm

kt2k+1 2k+1

i u ’y ~
= 22/ 't Z k£ 1) g?ykﬂ(u)f,{(u)du.

2k+1_2k+1
Since 27, Jx %Tl),r%“( )| fx(u)du is finite, we can switch integral and sum thanks

to Fubini Theorem, so that

7 1)kt2k+1 2k+1 . 2k+1
(FI] - mz S LB )
O (= 1)kl 2k
=2 Z m(t1),
P (2k + 1)!
with for all u € R,
my(u) = F[*H fa)(u) = (F[g] * Flg) ... F[g] +F[fx]) (w). (34)
2k+1 times
Since . )
T
Flx — cos(;)] = 55_% + 55%,
for all u € R,

(Flg) = Flg] * ... * Flg))(u) = J-"[cos(;)] %Lk ]-'[cos(;)]

2k+1 times

2k+1 times

1 2k+1 2k+1 <2k + 1>
- o . 5a~7
(2> ; J !

J

where a; = (2j — 2k — 1)/v. By (34),

() = (;) o Qkf (Qk;r 1) Flfulu — ay).

j=0
Therefore,
25 —2k—1
a0 < sup |77 (1 222
[t|<c [t <c,0<5 <2k +1 Y
and 25 —2k—1
j— 2k —
sup |mj,(t)] < sup Flfe) (t — ) ‘ )
[t|<e [t|<e,0€5<2k4+1 Y
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Assume first that k € (1/2 1)
For «y that satisfies v < 5, by Lemma 7, there exist two constants A, B independent of
and k such that

FIf,] (t - 2"2’“1)] < Aexp(~ By )

sup
[t|<e,0<5<2k+1 Yy
and L
27 —2k—1
s |FIn) (- J)] < Aexp(—Byh).
|t|<e,0<5<2k+1 Y
Thus, )
|st Imi(t)| < Aexp(—By~*), (35)
t|<c
and )
sup [m}.(t)] < Aexp(—By~ *). (36)
[t|<e

For all n € {0,1}2, and t € [—c¢, c]?,

nj = - nj — (_1)kt§k+1’y2k+1
1_[8 | (FITo) — FIT)(t) = Hatf QZZ 2k + 1) my(t1)
t2k 2k+1 00 t2k+1 2k+1
= 2179 Z 0 my(t1) + 2i(1 — 2 Z 2k n 17 o my(t1),
k=0
so that
H O | (FITo] — FIT1])(¢)
It |2k 2k+1 |ty |2+ 1241
22 ('3,Zlmk tl +2Z2]€7_i_1)‘8:}11mk(t1)|

y (35) and (36), there exists a constant C' > 0 which depends only on D and A such that

Haff FlSo] = FISI(®) < Cexp(=B7%) sup (vcosh<|t2|w>+sinh<|t2w).

[t2|<c

For ~ small enough, there exists a constant C; > 0 which depends only on D; A > 0and C > 0

such that
2

[0 | (FITo) = FID) ()| < Cexp(~By%).

Finally, using (33), there exist constants C' > 0 and B > 0 which depend only on D such that
[ 1d(Golw) + Q@) — d(Ga(x) + ()| < Cexp(~B )
R

Taking v = ¢, (logn) ™" with ¢y < Bf shows that there exists C' > 0 such that

N
slq

/RD |[d(Go(r) * Q)(x) — d(G1(r) * Q) ()|

Let us now consider the case k = 1
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For ~ that satisfies v < i, by Lemma 7, for all § € (0, 1), there exist two constants A > 0,
B > 0 independent of v and k such that

sup
[t]<e,0< <2k+1

FI] (t - 2‘7‘3‘“_1)‘ < Aexp(~By~%),

and

sup
[t|<e,0< <2k+1

FlA] (t - 2]_,2;{_1) ‘ < Aexp(—By7?).

Thus, there exist constants A > 0 and B > 0 independent of vy and k such that

|Sl‘lp Imy ()] < Aexp(—By~?), (37)
t|<c
and
sup |mj,(t)| < Aexp(—By™). (38)
lt|<e

Doing the same computation as in the case k € (1/2,1) shows that for all n € {0,1}* and
t € [—c

Ham FITy] - FIR) (@)

|2k 2k+1 |2k+1 2k+1

to

z “2

By (37) and (38), there exist constants C' > 0 and B > 0 which depend only on D such that

|07 m(t)]

[t2]<c

Haff (F[To] = FIT1))(t) < Cexp(=By~°) sup <vcosh(|tz|7)+Sinh(|t2|7)>-

For v small enough, there exists a constant C' > 0 which depends only on D such that

2
1127 | (FITo] — FIT1])(#)| < Cexp(~By~°).

j=1

Finally, using (33), there exists a constant C' > 0 which depends only on D such that

/R d(Go() * Q) ~ d(G(x) * Q)(x)| < C exp(~By ).

1

Taking v = ¢y (logn)~% with ¢, < BT shows that there exists C' > 0 such that

[, 1(Galt) + @) = d(Gr )+ Qo) <

—
D.7 Proof of Lemma 7
Case k # 1.

This case is based on [23]. In the following, we will note constants that can change with
upper case A, B and C. In [23], Theorem 2, the author defines for any positive constants
u>0,¢g>1and a>0 a function (4, 4, such that for z € R,

Copalz) = —i/ 2Mexp(2? — qax?z)dz,
C
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where C is a curve in the complex plane so that the maximum of |2# exp(29 — gax?z)| for z € C
is attained on the positive real line. The author shows that (g .. and (3’#@ are integrable
functions.

The author uses the saddle-point integration method to show that there exist A > 0 and
B > 0 which depend on ¢, p and a such that

29
|FlCqual(t)] < Aexp(—Bxza+t). (39)
Finally, for x € (1/2,1), fix x> 0, a > 0, and define

fx = CfrzRe[CQ,,vl_pH,a]Z * U7,

where uy : & € R+ exp(—1—2)1](—1/2,1/2)(¢) and ¢y, is a constant that ensures that f, is a
density.

Let us first prove that there exist A and B positive constants such that |F[Re[(y,.q]%](t)] <
Aexp(—BJt|'/*).

FIReC, o a0 = IFIRE[C o, ol ¥ FIREC o, ]I(8)

<A [ exp(=Blo = y/'/" = Blyl"")dy
= [ exp(-Blo - Bl )y
ly—z|>|z]/2

+f exp(~Bla — y[/* — Bly|"/*)dy
ly—z|<l|zl/2
< Aexp(—Blz|'/"®). (40)

Finally, for all ¢ € R, using that |Flu1](t)] < 1,

FLIO] = IFIReC o o21O] 1FTu) )

< chAexp(—B|x\%).

For z € R, F|f.(x)] = Flx — zf.(x)] and

xfe(x) = cp,v*RelC

2m1—1 ’N7a]2(x) + cfrvul * 5(x)7

where v : z € R +— zuy(z) and ¢ : 2 € R — zRe[(_1 %(z).

2r—1 M

Following the same proof as Theorem 2 of [23], there exists A > 0 and B > 0 such that for
all t € R, |Flz — aRe[(_1 1(t)]] < Aexp(—BJt|'/*), so that, following the proof of (40),

2512
|FIC)(t) < Aexp(—Blt|'/*). Hence, there exists A > 0 and B > 0 such that |F[f.]'(t)| <
Aexp(—BJt|'/*).
Finally, note that f, is continuous as a convolution of an integrable function with a smooth
function, and that for all z € R, f.(x) > 0 since Re[¢ and u are not the null function

almost everywhere.

EE—
2Kk —1 ,M,CL

Case k = 1.
Let 6 € (0,1) and define f1 : 2 € R — ¢y, (“ﬁ * uﬁ)(aj), where ¢y, is a constant that

ensures that f is a probability density.

There exist A > 0 and B > 0 such that F[f1](z) < Aexp(—DBlz|°), see Lemma in [26].
Moreover, F[f1]'(z) = 2cp, Flu o |(2)Flu_r |'(z) < Allz = zu_1_(2)[l1 exp(—Bl|z|?).

Finally, note that f; is continuous and does not vanish on its support.
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D.8 Proof of Lemma 8

First, by Lemma 7, for any x € (1/2,1], U(k) satisfies A(x).
Let i € {0,1}. For any A = (\1,...,Ap) € RP,

Elexp(AT X;(k)) {exp ((Al + )\2> K) + (—1)%‘%2% cos (Ui’i))ﬂ
< eI [exp (()\1 + 2A2> U(n))} : (41)

Since U(k) satisfies A(k), there exist positive constants A > 0 and B > 0 such that for all
A= (A1,...,Ap) € RP, Elexp(AT X;(k))] < Aexp(B|A|*). Applying this in (41),

)

for some other constants A’ and B’ since 1 < &, so that X;(k) satisfies A(k).

1 1
Elexp(A" X;(x))] < Aexp (vzkgl +B ’ ()\1 - 2A2>

< A exp(B'[A[7)

D.9 Proof of Lemma 9

The proof is done in five steps.
1. We show that g, is 1-lipschitz.

2. For i € {0,1} and x € (3,1], we compute the density p; of Tj(x) with respect to the
1-dimensional Hausdorff measure gy and we show that for any compact set I, there
exists b(k, ) > 0 such that, for all u € M;(y) N K, |p;(u)] = b(k, K).

3. We show that for ¢ € {0,1}, pg (- N M;(v)) is in Stx(2,d, o).
4. We deduce that for ¢ € {0,1} and d > 1, T; is in Stx(2b(k, K),d, o).
5. Finally, we show that for i € {0,1}, d > 1 and a small enough, G;(x) € Stk (a,d,ro).

Proof of 1 For all z € R, |vg, ()| = |sin(%)| < 1, which implies that g, is 1-Lipschitz.
Proof of 2 Let us first compute the density p; of T;(k) with respect to pugy. For i € {0,1},
denote (; : € R — (z,(—1)’vg,(z)). Let B be an open subset of R”. For any « € (3,1],

T)(B) = PIGU () < B = PU() € ' B) = [ | futuyin

Let Jac(; : u € R — /1 4+ 2g,(u)? be the Jacobian of (;. By the Area Formula (see equation
(2.47) in [4]),

(1)(B) = f (1) () du — Fr(m® (u)) "
sk (B) = /qil(s) Jac G(u) JacG{u)du = /BﬁMi(fy) Jac Ci(ﬂ(l)(u))duH( )

We then have that for all z € RP,

fo(mW ()
pi(z) = WHM@-M(%)

Since f is continuous and does not vanish on its support, for any compact set IC, M;(v) N K
is a compact subset of the support of f,. Thus, since f, is continuous and does not vanish on
its support, for any compact set K, there exists ¢(x, KC) > 0 such that for all u € M;(y) N K,
fr(u) = ¢(k,K). Moreover, for i € {0,1}, Jac(i(u) < V2. Therefore, for all z € M;(y) N K,

) c(kr,K)
pi(z)| = vz
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Proof of 3 Recall that the 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure ppy is defined as the limit
lim, o p};, where for any set Z

wi(Z) = inf {ZDiam(Ai) X C UAi and Vi, Diam(A4;) < 77} .
ieN i
For any z € M;(7), there exists zy € R such that z = (zo, (—1)*vg,(x¢)) and, for any r > 0,
B(z,r) N M;i(7)  {(z, (~1)"19,(2)), = € B(zo,7)}
since |z — zo| < r implies ||vgy(x) — Vg4 (o) |loo < 7

Let (A;)ien be a covering of {(z, (—1)iyg,(x)),z € B(z,r)}, and B; = 7(V(4;), then B;
is a covering of B(zg,r). For all n > 0,

w1t ({(z, (=1)"7g4(2)), € B(zo,7)}) > plfy (Blwo, 7)),
thus pg(B(z,7) N M;(v)) 2 pp(B(zo,r)) = 2r. If ro < 1, then for any r < ro,
i (B(z,r) N Mi(7)) = 2r¢,

which proves 3.
Proof of 4 Let x; € M;(v) N K and 79 < 1. Then for all r < ro,

T;(B(wi, m) N M;(v)) = T )pi(u)duH(u)
> bk, K)prr (B(zi,r) 0 M;(7)) > 2b(k, K)re.

Proof of 5 For i € {0,1}, let z; € JM;(y) N K, 7o < 1, and take K such that J~'K c K.
For all r < ry,

Gi(k)(B(z,7)) =P[JS;(k) € B(ay,r)| 2P {Si(’f) €B (J_lxi’ U]()p)]
“ M llop
2b(m,/€)r
~ Moy

so that for some ag and all a < ag, G;(k)(B(2i,7)) = ar?.

D.10 Proof of Lemma 10

Let us write m; (x) = (z + (—=1)'3 cos(£),0,...,0), so that X;(k) = (U(k),m;~(U(k)). For
i € {0,1}, let w; . be the density of the first coordinate of m; (U(k)), then

M, = sup {wiﬁ’y(x) V fu(z)}
z€R,y€([0,1],i€{0,1}

is an upper bound of the density of X;(x)(") and of the first coordinate of X; (k) with respect
to the Lebesgue measure. Let us show that M, is finite. First, note that m; , is one-to-one
from R to R x {0}P~2 and ml_w1 is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant upper bounded by 1/2.
One can easily check that for all z € R,

1
wi,n,'y(x) = fﬁ((mi,’y)l(xa 0,..., 0)) (mz,'y)/l(m;,i(x, 0,.... 0)),

where (m;)1(z) is the first coordinate of m; (x). Since (m; )} is lower bounded by 1/2,
M, < sup,cp fec(x), which is finite.
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For any A > 0, define the sets:
_ 1
AV = [-A,A] and BP =B (0, 5+ 2)A) N (R x {0}°72),

AQ = [-A,A] x {0}P2 and B = B(0,A)NR.
Define ca = PlU(k) € AS)] A infcio.1),ie0,13 Plmi,(U(k)) € A(AQ)}, and let us prove that
CAk > 0.

First, P[U(k) € A(Al)} > 0 since the density of U(k) is positive everywhere on its support.
Then, for : € {0,1},

Plimi, (U(x)) € AD)) = P (U(@ + o1 greos (C9) € -,

>P(U(k) € [-A/2,A/2],(—1)° %ycos (UQH)) € [—A/2,A/2])

(09
>P (U [~A/2,A/2], cos <Ui”)> € [—A/y,A/y])
#r (v

Ul { %, ?] A Jarccos(A), 7 — arccoS(A)]) :

which is positive.
For any A > 0 define B(Al?m = m;i (Af)). Then

. 1
Dlam(B(A?M) = sup |zr-—y|

z,yEB(Aly)iﬁ

= sup [m(@) —m (y)|
z,yGA(Az)
1

<5 sup fz—y[<A
2 @

Thus, BY) ¢ BY, and
P[(Xi(x)V € BU(Xi(k)® € AR] > PI(X,(r)) D € BY),_|(Xi(r))® € AQ)] =1

Similarly, define BY) | =mi~(AY)) = {(z + (~1)"y} cos(£),0,...,0) , = € [-A, AJ}, then
1 T 1 Y
—1)i~ = Z) = (=1)yZ Z
crben(2) onben )
1 T Y
<2A+7y=|cos|—) —cos | =
2 v v
<(i+2)a

Thus, BY), . ¢ BY), and

Diam(B(Az’)m) = sup
;c,yEA(Al)

P{(Xi(x))? € BEY|(Xi(k)) M € AQD) > P[(X(r)® € BY, | |(Xi(x))) € AQ] =

(
Thus, the distribution of Xi(k) satisfies (H1) and (H2). Lemma 10 follows from Lemma 8 and
Theorem 2.

E Proofs for Section 5
E.1 Proof of Theorem 6

We shall need two technical lemmas. The following one is easily proved following the arguments
at the end of the proof of Theorem 3.
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Lemma 12. Let G be a probability measure with compact support Mg. Assume that G €
St (a,d, o) for some constantsa > 0,d > 0 andro > 0. Recall thatT'y, ;=T 1 = ||Gn— 7l co-
Then

(1) For any C1 >0 and ¢ > 0, there exists hg > 0 such that if h, < ho, on the event where

1
Cy+T, <\ < acff‘dA(h—)D_d -T,,

n

it holds -
Mg CMC (Mg)e.

or My, hn, An chosen as in Theorem 3, for all C1 € (0,ac%da) an > 0, there exist
2) F R, An ch Th 3, for all C 0,actd dd >0, th
C > 0 and ng = 0 such that for all n > ng, with probability at least 1 — 2exp(—n1/2*5/),

1
Fi < Ce™™n and Cir+T, <A\ < ac‘,jqu(h*)D_d -T,.

n

and in particular, for all ¢ > 0 and §' > 0, there exists njy, > 0 such that for all n = ng,
with, probability at least 1 — 2 exp(—n'/279"),

Mg € M C (Mg)e.
In particular, since R, — 400 and Mg is compact, up to increasing ng, on this event,

Mg C M B(0,R,) C (Mg)e.

In the rest of the proof of the Theorem, we lighten the notation Mn B (0, Ry,) into M
(equivalently, we redefine the estimator M as the intersection of the estimator of Section 4.1
with the closed euclidean ball of radius R,,).

Lemma 13. Let G be a probability measure with compact support Mg. Assume that G €
St (a,d, o) for some constants a > 0, d > 0 and ro > 0. Then for any a > 0, ¢ > 0 and
p € [1,+00), there exists C(a,c) > 0 such that, on the event where

Mg C M C (Mg)e,
it holds

c

11l ,, @ 50,y < Cla, by and /RD\(A |z|[P|g(x)|dz < C(a, c)hS.

Proof. By definition,

) 1 ly — |2
o, e =75 | [ v ( it
LI(RD\(M)C) hE rzeEMg yeRD\(/\?)c hn

By Point (V) of the properties of ¢4, for any A > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that for any
r € Mg and y € RP \ (M).,

ly = ]l ly — 5" d(y, M)A/ A+
Pa (fln < Cexp _ﬁAW <Cexp | —0Ba A/(ATT) )

Since M¢ C M, for all y € RP\ (M\)c, d(y, Mg) = ¢, so for any o > 0, there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

d(y,Mg)A/(A“)) B hD+o
Cexp | — <C—-"-—v—.
p ( Ba hﬁ/(A-q—l) d(y,Mc)D+"‘
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Moreover, since M is compact, Diam(M,) is finite, so that on the event where Mg C M\,

1 1
S S— </ -
/]RD\(//\/I\)C d(yaMG)D+a RP\(Mg)e d(y,Mg)D+o‘

S / (cv (lyll — Diamwc;)m))ma Ay <o

Therefore, for all ¢ > 0 and « > 0, there exists C' depending on A, D, ¢, a and Diam(Mg)
such that

1911, wor&2)e) < Ol
The proof that the same holds for fRD\(fvT) ||z]|Pg(x)dx is similar. O

Let G € St (a,d, o) be such that if X ~ G, then &x € HN Ty . Fix p € [1,+00). We
use a bias-variance decomposition of W,,(G, P, ;) through the triangle inequality

Wp(Gv an) < Wp(G7 PwA,h,) + WP(P’L[JA,h7Pn~,77)'
The proof is done is several steps :

(1) We first show that there exists C' > 0 depending only on A and D such that the bias
satisfies
WP(G7 PwA,hn) < Chy.

(2) We prove that for any « > 1, on the event where
Mg CMC (Mg)e,
there exists C’ > 0 such that

WP(PwA,hnaﬁn,n) < C/(hg + Fn)

(3) We show that the choice of the parameters m,,, h, and A, gives the result.

Proof of (1)
Let Yy be a random variable with density 4 5, and independent of X, so that the distri-
bution of X + Yy is Py, , . By definition of W),

WP (G, Py, ) SE(IX +Yy — X5) = E([[Yy[l5) = A7, /RD l[ullPy a1 (w)du,

and the integral is finite by point (V) of the properties of ¥ 4.

Proof of (2)

If v and p are probability measures on R” having respective densities f and g with respect
to the Lebesgue measure, letting w be the measure with density min(f, g) with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, a € R, and 6, the Dirac measure in a, by convexity of  — 2P,

WP(pu,v) <2071 (WP (p,w + (1 — w(RP))d,) + Wr(v,w+ (1 - w(RP))d,))
<27t [ o - alP(f(0) - g(e) ~ 2min(f(a), 9(x))dz
RD
=27 [ o = alF|f(a) = gla)lde
so that

Wyr) <27 min [ o= alPlf(e) - glo)lda. (12)

a€RP
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This entails

~

WPy Pun) <27 min, [ o= al?lale) = e )1, o)lda

<2t [ alrlge) - egi@ldo+ 2 [ falPglads. (43
(M)n RO\(M),

For S compact subset of RP| write Mg = sup,cg [|z||P and Vol(S) for the Lebesgue measure
of S, then

len — 1

[ llalPlate) - eagf @)ido < Mgy, [ 5 ) = glo)ldn + Mg
(M) (M), n

o len — 1]
< M(M\),IVOI((M)W)F” + M(/\?)n 7071 .

We also have

cn, — 1 1 - g
len =1 _ _1‘ — /A (’g\:{(y)—g(y))dy—/ _ gly)dy
Cn Cn (M), RO\ (M),
< Ngn =l (&), T 1902, o\ (5,

Using Holder’s inequality,

—

gn — gHLl((/\//T)n) < Vol((M)y)Ty,.

By Lemma 13, for any « > 0, there exists C' such that

/A lz||P|g(x) — cng,t (z)|dx < QM(M\)”VOI((M)U)FTL + M(M\),,Ch%'

n

For any ¢ > 0, when M C (Mg)e., one has (/\//Y)77 C (Mg@)yte. This inclusion entails M 5z, <

Mme),y. and Vol((M),) < Vol((Mg)y+e). Therefore, for any ¢ > 0,

/(A 2”13 (x) — engy (@)ldz < 2M(pg),, VOH(MG)n+e) T + Mg, .Chyy. (44)

M)y

Again by Lemma 13, on the event where Mg C M C (Ma)n,

/  Jzl?lg(e)ldz < CRS. (45)
RD\

n

Finally, using (43), (44) and (45), for any « > 1, there exists C' > 0 such that
Wg(Pd)A,hn ) Pnﬂ?) < C(hﬁ + Fn)‘
Proof of (3)
Using (1) and (2), for sequences h,,, m,, and A, satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 6,
on the event where Mg C M C (Mg),, for any o > p, there exists C' > 0 such that

Wy (G, Proy) < C(hy + (S +T,)YP) < 2C(hy, +TL/P).

We may assume h,, < 1 for all n without loss of generality. As stated in Lemma 12, for any §’ >
0, there exist C’ and ng such that for all n > ng, with probability at least 1 — 2exp(—n'/2=9"),

I'Y/? < Clem™n/@P) and Mg € M C (Mg),, and therefore

W, (G, P,.) < Cmy !
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on this event, up to changing the constant C'.

On the event of probability at most 2exp(—n1/2*5/) where this does not hold, since the
support of ﬁn,n* is a subset of B(0, R,,), W,(G, }3”,77*) < 2R,.

Therefore, taking 6’ < § where ¢ is as defined in the statement of the Theorem, there exists
C > 0 such that for n > ng,

~

E(G*Q)®" [Wp(Ga Pn,n*)] < Cm_l

n

which concludes the proof.

E.2 Proof of Theorem 7
Let P, be an estimator of G. According to [27],

~

sup E(G*Q)®n [WP(G, Pn)]
GeSti(a,d,ro)NL(1,S,HY)

QeQ®) (v,c(v),E)
> SW(Go(1), Gr (1)1~ [Go(1) * Q) — Ga(1) * Q)"

Using the same two distributions Go(1), G1(1) and the same set H7 as in Theorem 5. We have
shown in Theorem 5 that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

IGo(1) # @~ C1(1) * Qv < &,

d ¢ small enough, which implies that the

taking v of the form clog(n)~'~? for any § n
) ). We show that there exist constants ¢ > 0

minimax risk is lower bounded by W,(Gy(1),
and ng > 0 such that for n > ng

>0 a
G1(1)

Wp(Go(1),G1(1)) = c.

Let U, be the set of u € R such that [cos(¥)[ > 1/2, that is Uy = Uz [kmy — by + 3.
For each k € Z, let Iy, ., := [kny — &L, kmy + 5] Let us also define, for any two sets A and B
of RY, d(A, B) = infyea yep |7 — yll2. We first show that

1 .z
442 6

Let z € Mo(y) N (U, x RP~1) and y € M; (7). There exists k € Z such that z € My(y) N (U, N
I ) x RP=H If y € I, x RP~1 (that is, if the first coordinate of z and y are in the same
interval I ~), then

d(Mo() N Uy x RP7H), My (7)) = )-

o= ylla > d(Mo() N (Uy N Tiy) X RPH), My (3) O (T x RE7E)).

All points of My(v) are of the form (u,u + v cos(%),0,. ..0)T and the distance between
(u,u + %’ycos(%),O,...,O)T and the diagonal defined by D := {(u,u,0,...,0)" : u € R} is
ﬁﬂ cos(2)|. Since the sets Mo () N ((Uy NIk 4) x RP) and Mi(v) N (I, x RP71) are on
opposite sides of the diagonal D,

d(Mo(7) N (Uy N Iiy) x RPTH, Mi(7) 0 (Iky x RPT)
> d(Mo(’y) n ((U’Y N Ik’,y) X RD_I),'D)
1

4\/577
so that ||z — y|2 > 4—\1/57. If now y ¢ I, x RP~1,
d(Mo(7) N (Uy N i) x RPTH, Mi(7) 0 (RN Jiy) x RPTH) > d(Uy 0 Iy, R\ T )

_ ™
=%

42



so that ||z —yl2 > %, and thus d(Mo(y) N (U, x RP~), Mi(y)) > (4\[ NG
Now, let us show that W,(Go(1),G1(1)) > 7(8—\1/5 A {5). Let m be a transport plan between

Go(l) and G1(1), then

/ o~ yldn(z. )
Mo () x My (v)

> [ NN Lo

> d(Mo(y) N Uy x BP=1), M, (3))? 7(Mo(y) O (Uy x BP=Y) x My (7))
= (M) 1 Wy x B2, My ()P Col1)(Ma(y) 1 Uy x RP1)

— d(Mo(1) 1 Uy x RP), M ()P B[U(1) € Uy]

since G'1(1) has support M1 () and by definition of Go(1). Therefore, by taking the infimum
on all transport plans between Go(1) and G1(1),

1 0
——= A )PUQ) € U,)MP.
5 MR €]
U(1) admits a density f; with respect to Lebesgue measure that is supported on [—1, 1] and
continuous. Let us write w one of its modulus of continuity. We have

Wy(Go(1),G1(1)) = ~(

PO eth)= [ A, @i

= / fi(x)dx
[kry—T5t kmy+ 5]

ke[-1/( 7W) 1/(my)]

2
< ( / fi(kmy)dz + ?w(m/g)>
ke[=1/(my),1/(ny)] \7 [PV =50kt 5
2 3 21y
< g/ f1(kmy)dx + ——w( v/3)
ke[=1/(my),1/ (xy)] 7 BT =50 kmy 5] ™y
2
< > i fil@)de
3 kg2 ko 2]
ke[=1/(mv),1/ ()] v v
—i—i 2y w(my/3) + myw(my/2)
3l Y (my
2 2
<3 fi(z)dx + 3 | sw(my/3) + w(my/2)
3 [_171] 3
2 2
—>*/ fi(x)dz = =.
’Y_>0 3 [71,1] 3
Therefore, there exists ng such that for all n > ng, W,(Go(1),G1(1)) > 7(87\1/5 AL
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