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ABSTRACT

In this note we discuss the statistical problem of estimating the mean of a random vector

based on independent, identically distributed data. This classical problem has recently

attracted a lot of attention both in mathematical statistics and in theoretical computer

science and numerous intricacies have been revealed. We discuss some of the recent

advances, focusing on high-dimensional aspects.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the statistical problem of estimating the mean of a random vector based
on independent, identically distributed data. This seemingly innocent classical problem has
drawn renewed attention both in mathematical statistics and theoretical computer science.

The problem is formulated as follows: let X1, ..., X,, be independent, identically
distributed random vectors taking values in R¢ such that their mean u = E X, exists. Upon
observing these random variables, one would like to estimate the vector p. An estimator
n = Un(X1, ..., X,) is simply a measurable function of the “data” Xy, ..., X,, taking
values in R9.

Naturally, the standard empirical mean

1 n
P =+ > X
i=1
is the first estimate that comes to mind. Indeed, the strong law of large numbers guarantees
that [t, converges to p almost surely without any further conditions on the distribution.
However, here we are interested in the finite-sample behavior of mean estimators and for any
meaningful statement one needs to make further assumptions on the distribution. Throughout
this note, we assume that the covariance matrix ¥ = E(X; — u)(X; — )7 exists.

The empirical mean is known to be sensitive to “outliers” that are inevitably present
in the data when the distribution may be heavy-tailed. This concern gave rise to the area of
robust statistics. Classical references include Huber [19], Huber and Ronchetti [2e], Hampel,
Ronchetti, Rousseeuw, and Stahel [14], Tukey [44].

The quality of an estimator may be measured in various ways. While most of the
early statistical work focused on expected risk measures such as the mean-squared error

E[lI7zn — pll?]
(with || - || denoting the Euclidean norm), such risk measures may be misleading. Indeed, if
the distance ||ii, — | is not sufficiently concentrated, the expected value does not necessar-
ily reflect the “typical” behavior of the error. For such reasons, estimators fi, that are close
to p with high probability are desirable.

Thus, our aim is to understand, for any given sample size n and confidence parameter
8 € (0, 1), the smallest possible value ¢ = &(n, §) such that

P{7n — ull > ¢} <.

In Section 2 we briefly discuss the one-dimensional case and lay out some of the
basic ideas behind the more complex high-dimensional estimators. In Section 3 we present
so-called sub-Gaussian estimators that guarantee the optimal order of magnitude for the
accuracy ¢(n, §). Finally, in Section 4 we discuss the more refined requirement of estimators
being close to the mean in each direction.

Bibliographic remark. It is beyond the scope of this note to offer an exhaustive bibliog-
raphy of the topic. We refer the reader to the recent—though already somewhat outdated—
survey of Lugosi and Mendelson [27].
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2. BASIC IDEAS: THE ONE-DIMENSIONAL CASE
First consider the case d = 1, that is, when the X; are real-valued random variables.
In this case, if 02 denotes the variance of X1, then the central limit theorem guarantees that
the empirical mean satisfies
. _ o®1(1-6/2)
nlggolf”{lun -l > T} =4,
where ®(x) = P{G < x} is the cumulative distribution function of a standard normal
random variable G. This implies the slightly loose asymptotic inequality
2log(2/6
lim P{Iﬁn — | > w} <.
n—o0 «/75

Motivated by this property, we introduce a corresponding nonasymptotic notion as follows:

for a given sample size n and confidence level §, we say that a mean estimator i, is L-sub-
Gaussian if there is a constant L > 0, such that, with probability at least 1 — &,

i — ] < LOLECT),
N
As it is pointed out in [11], if one considers the class of distributions with finite variance, the
best accuracy one can hope for is of the order \/m and in this sense sub-Gaussian
estimators are optimal. Perhaps surprisingly, sub-Gaussian estimators exist under the only
assumption that the X; have a finite second moment.

One such estimator is the so-called median-of-means estimator. It has been proposed
in different forms in various papers, see Nemirovsky and Yudin [41], Jerrum, Valiant, and
Vazirani [21], Alon, Matias, and Szegedy [1].

The definition of the median-of-means estimator calls for partitioning the data into
k groups of roughly equal size, computing the empirical mean in each group, and taking the
median of the obtained values.

Formally, recall that the median of k real numbers x1, ..., x; € R is defined as
M(x1,...,xr) = x; where x; is such that
. k . k
jelkl:xj <xi}f| = 3 and [{j € [k]:x; = x;i}| = X
(If several indices i fit the above description, we take the smallest one.)
Now let 1 < k < n and partition [n] = {1,...,n} into k blocks By, ..., By, each
of size |B;| > |n/k]| > 2.
Given Xy, ..., X,, compute the sample mean in each block
1
Zj=—Y X
|Bj| /5,
J
and define the median-of-means estimator by i, = M(Zy,...,Zy).

To grasp intuitively why this estimator works, note that for each block, the empirical
mean is an unbiased estimator of the mean, with controlled standard deviation o/ \/n/_k
Hence, the median of the distribution of the blockwise empirical mean lies within o/ \/n/_k
from the expectation. Now the empirical median is a highly concentrated estimator of this
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median. Now it is easy to derive the following performance bound. For simplicity, assume
that n is divisible by k so that each block has m = n/k elements.

Let X4, ..., X, be independent, identically distributed random variables with mean
1 and variance 2. For any § € (0, 1), if k = [81og(1/8)], and n = mk, then, with
probability at least 1 — §, the median-of-means estimator [i,, satisfies

. 321og(1/8)
[n —pl <o —

In other words, the median-of-means estimator has a sub-Gaussian performance
with L = +/32 for all distributions with a finite variance.
An even more natural mean estimator is based on removing possible outliers using

a truncation of X. Indeed, the so-called trimmed-mean (or truncated-mean) estimator is
defined by removing a fraction of the sample, consisting of the en largest and smallest points
for some parameter ¢ € (0, 1), and then averaging over the rest. This idea is one of the most
classical tools in robust statistics, see, Tukey and McLaughlin [45], Huber and Ronchetti [2e],
Bickel [3], Stigler [43] for early work on the trimmed-mean estimator. The nonasymptotic sub-
Gaussian property of the trimmed mean was established recently by Oliveira and Orenstein
[42] who proved that if € is chosen proportionally to log(1/8)/n, then the trimmed-mean
estimator has a sub-Gaussian performance for all distributions with a finite variance (see
also [27]).

A quite different approach was introduced and analyzed by Catoni [4]. Catoni’s idea
is based on the fact that the empirical mean 7z, is the solution y € R of the equation

> (Xi—y)=0.

i=1
Catoni proposed to replace the left-hand side of the equation above by another strictly
decreasing function of y of the form

Y v(a(Xi —y).

i=1
where ¥ : R — R is an antisymmetric increasing function and o € R is a parameter. The
idea is that if ¥ (x) increases much slower than x, then the effect of “outliers” present due to
heavy tails is diminished. Catoni offers a whole range of “influence” functions v and proves
that by an appropriate choice of v the estimator has a sub-Gaussian performance.

We close this section by noting that in a recent work Lee and Valiant [23] construct a
sub-Gaussian estimator with the (almost) optimal constant L = +/2 + o(1). Their estimator
builds on a clever combination of median of means, trimmed mean, and Catoni’s estimator.
A different approach was proposed by Minsker and Ndaoud [39]. Just like median of means,
their mean estimator also starts by computing empirical averages on disjoint blocks of the
data. Then they reweight the block averages in function of their empirical standard deviation.
Using nontrivial properties of self-normalized sums, they obtain an estimator that is not only
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sub-Gaussian but it is also asymptotically efficient, in the sense that the estimator is asymp-
totically normal with an asymptotic variance that is as small as possible in the minimax sense.

3. MULTIVARIATE SUB-GAUSSIAN ESTIMATORS

Next we discuss the substantially more complex multivariate problem. Recall that
X is a random vector taking values in R¢ with mean ;4 = EX and covariance matrix
¥ =E(X — u)(X — )T Given n independent, identically distributed samples X1,.. ., Xj,
drawn from the distribution of X, one wishes to estimate the mean vector u.

In order to obtain guidance of what a desirable performance is for a mean estimator,
itis instructive to consider the properties of the empirical mean fz,, when X has a multivariate
normal distribution. In that case, it is not difficult to see that the Gaussian concentration
inequality implies that for § € (0, 1), with probability at least 1 — §,

7, — 1l < \/Tr’(f) " \/ZAmax log(1/8) .

n

where Tr(X) and A, denote the trace and spectral norm of the covariance matrix X.
Inspired by this, we may generalize the definition of a sub-Gaussian mean estimator to the
multivariate setting as follows: we say that for a given confidence level § € (0, 1) and sample
size n, a mean estimator [i, is sub-Gaussian if there exists a constant C such that, for all
distributions whose covariance matrix exists, with probability at least 1 — §,

I — e < c(\/Trl(f) + \/A“‘“l"g(l/‘g)). 3.1

n

Naive attempts to generalize the one-dimensional median-of-means estimator do not neces-
sarily achieve the desired sub-Gaussian property. For example, one may define the geometric
median-of-means estimator defined as follows (see Minsker [37], Hsu and Sabato [18], Lerasle

and Oliveira [25]): we start by partitioning [r] = {1,...,n} into k blocks By, ..., By, each
of size |B;| = |n/k]| > 2, where k ~ log(1/§). Just like in the univariate case, we compute
the sample mean within each block: for j = 1,...,k, let
1
zZj=— Z X;.
i€B;

The estimator may be defined as the geometric median of the Z;, defined as

k
U = argminz |Z; —m].

meR4 j=1

This estimator was proposed by Minsker [37] and independently by Hsu and Sabato [18] (see
also Lerasle and Oliveira [25]). Minsker [37] proved that there exists a constant C such that,
whenever the covariance matrix exists, with probability at least 1 — &,

N Tr(%) log(1/8)
I = pll = € ) ——=——
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This is quite nice since the inequality does not require any assumption other than the exis-
tence of the covariance matrix. However, it is not quite a sub-Gaussian bound as in (3.1). An
important advantage of the geometric median-of-means estimator is that it can be computed
efficiently by solving a convex optimization problem. See Cohen, Lee, Miller, Pachocki, and
Sidford [8] for a recent result and for the history of the computational problem.

3.1. Median-of-means tournaments

The existence of a sub-Gaussian mean estimator was first proved by Lugosi and
Mendelson [29]. Their estimator is an instance of median-of-means tournaments and may be
defined as follows. Let Z1, ..., Z) be the sample means within each block exactly as above.
For eacha € Rd, let

T.=1{xeR?:3J C[k]:|J]| > k/2such thatforall j € J, | Z; —x|| <||Z; —all} (3.2)
and define the mean estimator by

iy € argminradius(Ty),
acR4

where radius(7;) = sup,cr, [Ix — al|. Thus, /i, is chosen to minimize, over all a € R4, the
radius of the set 7, defined as the set of points x € R? for which \Z; —x|| < 1Z; —al| for
the majority of the blocks. If there are several minimizers, one may pick any one of them.

The set T, may be seen as the set of points in R that are at least as close to the
point cloud {Z1, ..., Z;} as the point a. The estimator ii, is obtained by minimizing the
radius of T,. The sub-Gaussian performance of this estimator is established in [29]:

Let Xy, ..., X, be independent, identically distributed random vectors in R4 with
mean p and covariance matrix X. There exist constants ¢, C > 0 such that for any
8 €(0,1),if k = c[log(1/8)] and n = mk, then, with probability at least 1 — §,

7, — el < C(\/Tr,(f:) n \/Amaxlog(l/S)) .

n

An equivalent way of defining the median-of-means tournament estimator is
[l € argmin sup (Median{(Z;, u)}jE[k] — (a.u)).
acR4 yeSd-1
‘We may regard this as another notion of multivariate median of the block centers Z1, . . ., Z.
Unfortunately, unlike the geometric median, computing this median is hard in the sense
that computing it (at least in its naive implementation) takes time exponential in the dimen-
sion d. However, Hopkins [15] introduced a semidefinite relaxation of the median-of-means
tournament estimator that can be computed in time O(nd + d log(1/8)¢) for a dimension-
independent constant ¢ and, at the same time, achieves the desired sub-Gaussian guarantee
under the only assumption that the covariance matrix exists. Subsequent improvements man-
aged to decrease the running time further. For example, Cherapanamjeri, Flammarion, and
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Bartlett [7] combined Hopkins’ ideas with gradient-descent optimization to construct an sub-
Gaussian mean estimator that is computable in time O(nd + d log(1/8)? + log(1/8)%).
Based on ideas of “spectral reweighting” of Cheng, Diakonikolas, and Ge [6], Depersin and
Lecué [9], and Lei, Luh, Venkat, and Zhang [24] further improve the running time. Hopkins,
Li, and Zhang [17] show how spectral reweighting is essentially equivalent to the median
notion introduced above. We refer to these papers for an exhaustive review of the rapidly
growing literature of computational aspects of robust mean estimation.

3.2. Multivariate trimmed mean

Here we describe a quite different construction that also results in a sub-Gaussian
mean estimator. The estimator, proposed and analyzed by Lugosi and Mendelson [31], is a
multivariate version of the trimmed-mean estimator discussed in Section 2. The construction
is as follows.

First split the data in two halves. For simplicity of the exposure, suppose we have
2n data points Xy, ..., Xy, Y1,..., Y. Sete = CM for an appropriate constant ¢ > 0.
For every v € S9!, let &, and B, be the empirical /2 and 1 — £/2 quantiles based on the
second half of the data Y7, ..., Y,. Define

g ifx > B,
boap(x) =41 x ifx € [a,f],
o ifx<a.

and for a parameter Q > 0, compute the univariate trimmed estimators

1 n
Ug(v) = - > bay—0.p,+0((Xiv)).

i=1
Each of these estimators is just the trimmed mean estimator of E(X, v) = (u, v) for a given
direction v. Note that the trimming interval is widened by the global parameter Q whose
role is to make sure that the univariate estimators work simultaneously. In order to convert
the estimators of the projected means into a single vector, define the “slabs”

(v, Q) = {x e R? : |(x,v) — Up(v)| <2¢0}
and let
r@= () rewo.
veSd-1
If x € T'(Q), then the projection of x to every direction v is close to the trimmed mean
estimator of {u, v). The main technical result of [31] is that, when

1 [Tr(%) \/Tl
meax(g ot ?),

the set I'(Q) contains the mean j, with probability 1 — §. Since the diameter of I'(Q) is
at most 4¢Q, this guarantees the sub-Gaussian property of any element of the set I'(Q).

The problem with such an estimator is that its construction requires knowledge of the cor-
rect value of Q that depends on the (unknown) covariance matrix X. This problem may
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be circumvented by a simple adaptive choice of Q: let i * be the smallest integer such that
Nisix I"(2) # @. Then define ji,, to be any point in the set

(| TE@).
i€Z:i>i*
This choice is sufficient to guarantee the sub-Gaussian property of the estimator.
Remark. In some situations the Euclidean norm is not necessarily the most adequate way of
measuring the accuracy of a mean estimator. Hence, it is natural to ask the following: given

anorm || - ||, a confidence parameter § € (0, 1), and an i.i.d. sample of cardinality n, what is
the best possible accuracy ¢ for which there exists a mean estimator (i, for which

litn — |l < & with probability at least] — §?

The optimal order of magnitude of ¢ is now well understood even in this general setting, see
Lugosi and Mendelson [28], Bahmani [2], Depersin and Lecué [1e].

4. DIRECTION-DEPENDENT ACCURACY
An equivalent way of formulating the sub-Gaussian inequality (3.1) for a mean esti-
mator L, is as follows: with probability at least 1 — §,

Vu e S9N (i — ) < C(\/Alloi(l/S) N \/Tr’(lil)), @1

where Ay > --- > 1; denote the eigenvalues of the covariance matrix X and

Tr(X) = Z;l=1 Ai. We refer to the two terms on the right-hand side as the weak and strong
terms. The strong term corresponds to a global component, while the weak term controls
fluctuations in the worst direction, leading to the weak term which involves A;.

If one wanted to estimate the projection (i, u) in a fixed direction u € S¢~1 by an
estimator U, (1), as discussed in Section 2, the best accuracy one could hope for would be

[ ) — ()] < C M

where 02(u) = Var({X,u)). Now it is natural to ask whether one can improve the inequality
of (4.1) in a direction-sensitive way. In particular, a natural question is if the weak term on
the right-hand side of (4.1) can be improved to v/02(u) log(1/8)/n and if it can, what price
one has to pay in the strong term for such an improvement. This problem was studied by

Lugosi and Mendelson [3e] and in this section we recall the main results of that paper.

Once again, we turn to the canonical case of Gaussian vectors to obtain guidance
about what kind of properties one can hope for. One can show (see [3e]) that if the X; are
independent Gaussian vectors, then the empirical mean [, satisfies that, with probability at
least 1 — 4,

o2(u)log(1/8) N \/Tr(E)),

Yue s (w, —pm,u) EC(\/
n n
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where C is a numerical constant. Thus, in the Gaussian case one can indeed obtain a weak
term that scales optimally, without giving up anything in the strong term. In fact, the bound
can be slightly improved to

Vu e S9N (7, — ju) < C(,/Oz(”)]:g(l/‘g) + Zi>nkl Ai)

where k1 = ¢ log(1/§), for some constant c. This bound is, in fact, the best one can hope for

in the following sense:

Proposition 1. Let i, = (1/n) Y_7_, X; where the X; are independent Gaussian vectors
with mean ( and covariance matrix . Suppose that there exists a constant C such that, for
all §,n, u, and 3, with probability at least 1 — §,

Yue s (ﬁn—ﬂ,mgc,/whs. (4.2)

Then there exists a constant C' depending on C only, such that the “strong term” S has to
satisfy

where kg = 14 (2C + +/2)%log(1/$).

The observation above shows that even in the well-behaved example of a Gaussian
distribution, the strong term needs to be at least of the order

Zi Sk Ai
n
where k is proportional to log(1/§).
The main result of [3e] is that under an additional assumption on the distribution
of X, one can construct an estimator that, up to the optimal strong term, preforms in every
direction as if it were an optimal estimator of the one-dimensional marginal:

Let Xy, ..., X, be ii.d. random vectors, taking values in Rd, with mean p and
covariance matrix X whose eigenvalues are A; > A, --- > A5 > 0. Suppose that
there exists ¢ > 2 and a constant k such that, forallu € S d-1 s

1/2

(IE\(X — ,u,u)\q)l/q < K(IE(X = [L,M)z) 4.3)

Then for every § € (0, 1) there exists a mean estimator i, and constants 0 < ¢, ¢/,
C < 00 (depending on « and ¢ only) such that, if § > e_"/”, then, with probability,
at least 1 — 4,

2 d A,’
Vi€ 847 (fin — o) < c(\/ g (”)l;’g(l/g) + Z’Z""’j(”s) ) (4.4)
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Mean estimators with sub-Gaussian performance of the type (3.1) exist without
assuming anything more than the existence of the covariance matrix. However, to achieve
the improved direction-dependent performance formulated above, we need to assume that
moments of order ¢ exist for some ¢ > 2. Moreover, we assume that the L, norm of each one-
dimensional marginal is related to the L,-norm in a uniform manner, as described by (4.3).
We call this a norm-equivalence condition. This condition is used repeatedly in a crucial way
in the construction of the estimator. It is an intriguing question whether such a condition is
necessary or if there exists a mean estimator satisfying an inequality of the type (4.4) under
the only assumption of finite second moments. The mean estimator and the constants in the
performance bound depend on the values k and g of the norm-equivalence condition.

Next we describe the construction of the mean estimator. It is a quite complex vari-
ation of the trimmed mean estimator described in the previous section. In the form defined
here, it is hopeless to have an algorithm that computes it efficiently, that is, in time polynomial
in the sample size, the dimension, and log(1/8). It is an open question how far computation-
ally efficient mean estimators can reach in terms of their statistical performance. In particular,
it would be interesting to understand whether there is a true (i.e., rigorously provable) conflict
between statistical accuracy and computational efficiency in the mean estimation problem.
‘We note that in the related problem of robust mean estimation under adversarial contamina-
tion, such conflicts indeed seem to exist, see Hopkins and Li [16].

In the first step of the construction of the estimator, we divide the sample X;,..., X,
into n/m blocks of size m and compute, for each block

l m
Y = N ZXm(j—l)H-

i=1
Here m is chosen to be a constant depending on ¢ and «, the constants appearing in the
norm equivalence condition. The purpose of this “smoothing” is to ensure that the ¥; satisfy
certain “small-ball” properties.
Next, for each direction u € S d_l, we compute the trimmed-mean estimators
1 1
Du) = = Y,
S /m = 20n/m je[n/m]\%%u)w_(u)
where the sets J4 (1) and J_(u) correspond to the indices of the On/m smallest and 6n/m
largest values of (Y;,u) and 6 € (0, 1/2) is another constant that depends on ¢ and « only.
Now one can prove that the directional mean estimates v, () work as desired, simul-
taneously for all u € S9!, More precisely, there exist constants ¢, C’ > 0 depending on «
and ¢ such that, with probability at least 1 — §, forallu € S d_l,

d .
[ (0) = (1, 0)| < C’(\/ e 1§g(1/5) Ty ZiZCIf(l/S) . )

Once we have the “directional” mean estimators Dy, (u) with the desired property, similarly

to the multivariate trimmed-mean estimator discussed in Section 3 above, we need to find a
vector i, such that (i, u) is close to D, (1) for all u € S~ (at the appropriate direction-
dependent scale).
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To this end, similarly to the case of the trimmed-mean estimator, we define “slabs.”
In order to define slabs of the correct width, we need to estimate the directional variances
o2(u). This is the problem of covariance estimation that has received quite a lot of atten-
tion, see Catoni [5], Giulini [13], Koltchinskii and Lounici [22], Lounici [26], Mendelson [35],
Mendelson and Zhivotovksiy [36], Minsker [38], Minsker and Wei [4e] for a sample of the
relevant literature.

For our purposes, we only need to accurately estimate the variances o2 (u) in those
directions u € S9! in which the variance is “not too small,” meaning that it is above a
certain critical level. Below the critical level, all we need is that the estimator detects that the
variance is small. More precisely, we construct an estimator v, (1), such that, on an event of
probability at least 1 — e™¢",

1
ZUz(u) < Yu(u) <20%(u) VYu e S9! such that 02 (u) > r2,

Yn(u) < Cr? otherwise.

Here ¢ and C are constants depending on « and g only and

for another constant ¢o > 0 depending on k and q.
Once such a covariance estimator ¥, () is constructed, for a parameter p > 0, we
may define the slabs

Fuo = {U €R: D) — (v.u)| < p+2C7 w}

Sp=() Eup

ueSd-1

and let

Since p > 0, the set S, is compact, and therefore the set

s= () S
p>0:S,#0

is not empty. We may now define the mean estimator as any element fi, € S. This estimator
satisfies the announced property.

It remains to define the variance estimator ¥, (1). To this end, first we define

. Xi—-X
X; = — i €[n]

(defined on a sample of size 2n that is independent of that used to construct the directional
mean estimators D, (1)) to obtain a sample of centered vectors with the same covariance
as X.

Next we divide this sample into n/m equal blocks, where m is an appropriately
chosen constant (depending on « and ¢q). For each block, we compute

|
Z; = ﬁZXm(j—l)H.

i=1
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The purpose of this step is to guarantee a certain “small-ball” property of the distribution,
similarly to the definition of v, (#). Once again, ¥, (1) is a trimmed-mean estimator. More
precisely, for every u € S4~1, if we denote by J, (u) the set of indices of the 8n/m largest
values of (Z;, u), we define

1
Yal) = —— Y (Zu)
J€ln/mN\J 1 (u)
The proof of the desired properties of both the directional mean estimator v, (1) and direc-
tional variance estimator v, (1) relies on novel bounds for the ratio of empirical and true
probabilities that hold uniformly over certain classes of random variables. The main tech-
nical machinery that leads to the necessary directional control requires bounds for ratios of
empirical and true probabilities that hold uniformly in a class of functions. Informally, one

needs to control
sup sup DY Y s
(FeF I fl,zr e f)>n=al  PLA(X) > 1}

for appropriate values of r and A.

In other words, in [3e] it is shown that, under minimal assumptions on the class ¥,
the empirical frequencies of level sets of every f € & are close, in a multiplicative sense, to
their true probabilities, as long as || f||1, = \/W and P{ f(X) > t} are large enough.
Estimates of this flavor had been derived before, but only in a limited scope. Examples
include the classical inequalities of Vapnik—Chervonenkis in VC theory, dealing with small
classes of binary-valued functions (see also, Giné and Koltchinskii [12] for some results for
real-valued classes). Existing ratio estimates are often based on the restrictive assumption
that the collection of level sets, say of the form {{x : f(x) >t}: f € ¥, t > 1o}, is small
in the VC sense.

The method developed in [3e] is based on a completely different argument that builds
on the so-called small-ball method pioneered by Mendelson [32-34].

5. CONCLUSION

The problem of estimating the mean of a random vector has received a lot of recent
attention both in mathematical statistics and in theoretical computer science. Understanding
the possibilities and limitations of general mean estimation is an intriguing problem and the
computational aspects enrich the area further with many nontrivial and exciting questions.
In spite of the significant progress, many interesting questions remain to be explored. The
lessons learnt from this prototypical statistical problem are expected to infuse other areas of
statistics and machine learning with valuable ideas.
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