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Abstract. We consider the problem of estimating the mean of a random vector based on N inde-
pendent, identically distributed observations. We prove the existence of an estimator that has a near-
optimal error in all directions in which the variance of the one-dimensional marginal of the random
vector is not too small: with probability 1 — §, the procedure returns jip which satisfies, for every
direction u € S971,

(AN — o) < %(o(n)wog(l/& +E]X —EX|H)1?),

where 02 (1) = Var({X,u)) and C is a constant. To achieve this, we require only slightly more than
the existence of the covariance matrix, in the form of a certain moment-equivalence assumption.

The proof relies on novel bounds for the ratio of empirical and true probabilities that hold
uniformly over certain classes of random variables.

Keywords. Mean estimation, high-dimensional statistics, robust statistics

1. Introduction

The problem of estimating the mean of a high-dimensional random vector with a possi-
bly heavy-tailed distribution is a classical question that has been studied extensively over
the years. Recently it has received the attention of mathematical statisticians and theo-
retical computer scientists. We refer to Lugosi and Mendelson [22] for a recent survey
and to Bahmani [1], Dalalyan and Minasyan [6], Diakonikolas, Kane, and Pensia [10],
Mathieu and Minsker [25], Minsker and Ndaoud [32], Depersin and Lecué [8,9], Lee and
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Valiant [19], Cheng, Diakonikolas, and Ge [4], Lei, Luh, Venkat, and Zhang [20], and
Hopkins, Li, and Zhang [15] for a sample of even more recent references.

To formulate the problem, let X1, ..., Xy be independent, identically distributed ran-
dom vectors taking values in R? with mean EX = p € R? (where X is distributed as X1).
One is interested in constructing a measurable function iy : (R?)Y — R¢ such that
AN = An(Xy, ..., Xy) is close, in some sense, to the mean p. A possible meaningful
goal is to find an estimator for which, given a confidence parameter §, with probability at
least 1 — §, the Euclidean distance ||fixy — p|| as small as possible.

Constructing an optimal /iy is not that obvious even when d = 1. Without any further
assumptions on the distribution of the X; it is impossible to give meaningful performance
guarantees even in that case, let alone for a random vector in R4, However, under minimal
conditions, it is possible to construct estimators with remarkably strong properties. The
most common assumption is that the X; have finite second moment. When d = 1 one can
find i (8) such that, with probability at least 1 — §,

v ®) — pl = co [ B, (11)
where o2 is the variance of X and c is a universal constant (see, e.g., [22]).

The meaning of (1.1) is that even if X is heavy-tailed, iy performs as if X were
a Gaussian random variable and the estimator were the empirical mean N ! ZzN=1 X;.
Obviously, the empirical mean does not exhibit such a behavior unless X is actually
Gaussian (or sub-Gaussian), which indicates that iy has to be rather carefully chosen
when X is an arbitrary random variable.

The problem for d > 1 is significantly more complex, though it does have a satisfying
answer. Let X € R and assume (as we do throughout this article) that the covariance
matrix of the X;, denoted by ¥ = (X — u)(X — u)7, exists. Quite remarkably, there are
mean estimators that, under this minimal condition, achieve “sub-Gaussian” performance.
In particular, for any § € (0, 1), there exists an estimator iy = fin (§) such that, with

probability at least 1 — §,

log(1 d
I -l = ¢ (2R 4 [ 2 ), (12)

where C is a universal constant and A; > --- > A; > 0 are the eigenvalues of the covari-
ance matrix X; see Lugosi and Mendelson [23,24], Hopkins [14], Cherapanamjeri, Flam-
marion, and Bartlett [5], Depersin and Lecué [9], Lei, Luh, Venkat, and Zhang [20], ands
Diakonikolas, Kane, and Pensia [10].

The reason for the term ‘“sub-Gaussian” is, again, the comparison to what happens
in the Gaussian case and the estimator being the empirical mean. Indeed, when the X;
have a multivariate normal distribution and iy = (1/N) Zf\’:l X; is the empirical mean,
then (1.2) holds with probability at least 1 — 6. This bound is of the correct order, since

the expected value E ||fiy — p|| is proportional to /Tr(X)/N = 1/(1/N) Z?:l Ai, and

the term \/ (1/N)A1log(1/8) bounds the fluctuations, using the Gaussian concentration
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inequality. We refer to the two terms on the right-hand side of (1.2) as the weak and strong
terms, respectively: the strong term is related to the L, norm of || X — E X || and the weak
term corresponds to the largest variance of a one-dimensional marginal of X, that is, to
sup,csd—1 0(u) = +/A1. Here S9~1 = {x € R? : ||x|| = 1} denotes the Euclidean unit
sphere and (-, ) is the standard inner product in R¥.

Remark. Strong-weak inequalities are an important notion in high-dimensional proba-
bility (see, e.g., Latata and Wojtaszczyk [17]). We explain the connection between our
results and these inequalities in Appendix B.

Clearly, an equivalent way of writing the inequality (1.2) is as follows:

d .
Yue S (in —pau) < C(\/ a 101%(1/8) +/ Z’ZI Al). (1.3)

It is reasonable to expect that (1.3) is the best “directional formulation™ that one can
hope for. Firstly, the error must have a global component, which is the strong term: direc-
tional information corresponds only to one-dimensional marginals of X, while higher-
dimensional marginals impact the ability of approximating the mean. At the same time,
any standard way of controlling fluctuations is based on estimates on the worst direc-
tion, leading to the weak term which involves A;. With that in mind, a more fine-grained
version of (1.3) seems unlikely.

Perhaps contrary to intuition, our main result does precisely that: under a mild addi-
tional assumption on X we 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:

Theorem 1. Let X1, ..., Xy be i.i.d. random vectors, taking values in Rd, with mean |
and covariance matrix 3 whose eigenvalues are Ay > -+ > Ag > 0. Suppose that there
exists ¢ > 2 and a constant k such that, for allu € S d_l,

(E (X — p,u))V9 < k(B (X — p,u)?)V2, (1.4)

Then for every § € (0, 1) there exists a mean estimator [iy and constants 0 < ¢,c¢’,C < o0
(depending on k and q only) such that if § > e=<'N | then, with probability at least 1 — §,

2 d_ Ai
Vu e SV iy — pou) < c(,/" (”)ljsg(l/‘s) + Z““‘j’é‘”‘” ) (1.5)

It should be stressed that a proof of such a result, that is sensitive to directions, calls
for the development of a completely new machinery. In (1.3) one is allowed fluctuations
Aqlog(1/6)

N

at scale in all directions, and that plays a crucial role in the proof of [23,24].
In contrast, inequality (1.5) calls for (uniform) control over all nontrivial directions but

the allowed scales of fluctuations in each direction can be much smaller than 4/ W.
That difference renders useless the methods used in the proof of (1.3).
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In order to prove Theorem |, we construct a mean estimator jiy that satisfies the
announced property. The mean estimator uses the parameters k and ¢ appearing in condi-
tion (1.4). The estimator is a variant of the multivariate trimmed-mean estimator that was
introduced in [24]. It was shown to satisfy (1.2). However, the estimator of [24] cannot
achieve the desired direction-dependent accuracy as it uses a “global” parameter in all
directions. The estimator is formally introduced in Section 5 but we sketch its definition
here.

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

l m
Y = N Z Xm(j—)+i-

i=1
Here m is chosen to be a constant depending on g and k. The purpose of this “smoothing”
is to ensure that the Y; satisfy certain “small-ball” properties.
Next, for each direction u € S¢~!, we compute the trimmed-mean estimators

1 1
W) = —= (¥, u),
v Nfm = 26N m ,-em/mmgww_w»
where the sets J4 (1) and J_(u) correspond to the indices of the N/m smallest and
ON/m largest values of (Y;,u) and 6 € (0, 1/2) is another constant that depends on g
and « only.

Once we have the “directional” mean estimators Dy (1) with the desired property, we
need to find a vector iy such that (fix,u) is close to Dy (u) for all u € S9!, at the
appropriate direction-dependent scale.

To this end, similarly to the case of the trimmed-mean estimator, we define “slabs”
in R4 and the wanted estimator is given by the intersection of those slabs. In order to
define slabs of the correct width, we need to estimate the directional variances o2 (u). 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.

In order to define a variance estimator vy (u), first we set

/
A b [N],
2

(defined on a sample of size 2N that is independent of the one used to construct the
directional mean estimators Dy (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 cho-
sen constant (depending on k and g and possibly different from the analogous quantity in
the definition of Dy (1)). For each block, we compute

1 5
Zj= T > Knii-vi-

i=1
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Once again, ¥y (1) is a trimmed-mean estimator. More precisely, for every u € S9!, if
we denote by J4 (1) the set of indices of the ON/m largest values of |(Z;, u)|, we define

1
yne) = Y (Zp)?
/m .
JEn/m\J 4 ()

Once such a covariance estimator ¥ (u) is constructed, for a parameter p > 0, we
may define the slabs

B = {v € RY: oy () — (v.u)| < p+2C7 M}

So= () Eup-

uesd—l1

and let

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

s= () S

p>0:S,#0

is not empty. We may now define the mean estimator as any element iy € S.

The main technical novelty of this article is the machinery that leads to the neces-
sary directional control. It is presented in Section 3. This machinery consists of bounds
for ratios of empirical and true probabilities that hold uniformly in a class of functions.
Informally, we are able to control

NS Lo

sup sup -1
(FeF: N L, 2r) e Pir0>n=a)  PLAX) > 1}

for appropriate values of » and A.

In other words, we show that, under minimal assumptions on the class ¥, the empir-
ical frequencies of level sets of every f € & are close, in a multiplicative sense, to their
true probabilities—as long as || f||z, and P{f(X) > ¢} are large enough. Estimates of
this flavor have been derived before, but only in a limited scope. Examples include the
classical inequalities of Vapnik—Chervonenkis in vVC theory, dealing with small classes
of binary-valued functions (see also Giné and Koltchinskii [11] for some results for
real-valued classes). Existing ratio estimates are often based on the highly restrictive
assumption that the collection of level sets, say of the form {{x : f(x) >t}: f € F,
t > to}, is small in the vVC sense. Unfortunately, in the general context that is required
here, such an assumption need not hold.

The new method we develop here is based on a completely different argument that
builds on the so-called small-ball method. The relevant ratio estimate can be found in
Theorem 3.

While the main thrust in (1.5) is the directional dependence, it is worth noting that the
strong term is better than (E || X — EX||?)'/2. To put this in perspective, consider again
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the example when the distribution of the data is Gaussian and the estimation procedure is
the empirical mean iy = (1/N) ZZN=1 X;. The next observation shows that even in this
well-behaved example, whenever the direction-dependent bound improves on (1.2), the
strong term needs to be at least of the order

Zi>k Ai
N

where k is proportional to log(1/48).

Proposition 1. Let iy = (1/N) Z;N=1 X; where the X; are independent Gaussian vec-
tors with mean u and covariance matrix X. Suppose that there exists a constant C such
that, for all §, N, i, and X, with probability at least 1 — 6,

2
Vu e St (ﬁN—M,u)fc,/wJﬂ. (1.6)

Then there exists a constant C’, depending on C only, such that the “strong term” S is

such that either S > C /A11og(1/8)/N, or

where ko = 1+ (2C + +/2)%log(1/6).
The proof is given in Section A.1 of the Appendix.

Remark. An easy modification of the proof of Proposition 1 reveals that the lower bound
is tight in the sense that, if the X; are independent Gaussians, then the empirical mean [y
satisfies, with probability at least 1 — &,

2 IS A
Vue S9N (fiy — pou) < C(\/G (u)l;g(l/& + ZDAI;' )

where k; = clog(1/8), for some constants ¢ and C.

The article is organized as follows. In the next two sections we develop the technical
machinery we require. First, in Section 2 we recall—and appropriately modify—the solu-
tion of Mendelson [28] of the following moment estimation problem: given a real random
variable Z, find an almost isometric, data dependent estimator of E | Z|?. In other words,
find Zp such that (1 —¢)E | Z|? < 21, < (1 + ¢)E | Z|? with probability 1 — 8.

The analysis of the moment estimation problem reveals the importance of uniform
control of ratios of empirical and true probabilities, and that is the subject of Section 3
where the new general inequality is proven.

The next component in the proof of Theorem 1 is a covariance estimator (i.e., an
estimator of all the directional variances o2(u)), which we introduce and analyze in Sec-
tion 4. Covariance estimation has received quite a lot of attention lately; see, for example,
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Catoni [3], Giulini [13]. Koltchinskii and Lounici [16], Lounici [21], Mendelson [27],
Mendelson and Zhivotovskiy [30], Minsker [31], and Minsker and Wei [33].

The notion of estimation needed here is rather weak: we only require that the variances
are approximated within a multiplicative constant factor. Our construction is based on the
moment estimators developed in Sections 2 and 3: we construct an estimator ¥y (1) of
the directional variances such that, with probability at least 1 — §, simultaneously for all
u such that 2 (u) > ;. log(1/8) Ai, all the estimated variances vy (1) satisfy

1 _yw@ <9
4~ o2(u) ~

Moreover, for all other u, we have Y (u) < C 3. ¢ jog(1/8) 4i-

Remark. It should be noted that covariance estimators, quite different in nature, but with
performance bounds of the same spirit, were defined by Catoni [3] and Giulini [13], under
certain fourth-moment assumptions.

Finally, in Section 5 we define the main multivariate mean estimation procedure and
prove Theorem 1. Some of the proofs are relegated to the Appendix.

Remark (Nonatomic distributions). To avoid unimportant but somewhat tedious techni-
calities, we assume throughout that the distribution of the X; is absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure. This implies that the distribution of (X, u) is nonatomic
for all u € S9! and we do not need to worry about multiple points taking the same
value—which makes the definition of trimming and quantiles simpler. This assumption is
not restrictive because one may always add a tiny random perturbation to each data point,
converting the distribution absolutely continuous, and without changing the mean vector
too much.

Remark (The norm-equivalence condition). Mean estimators with sub-Gaussian perfor-
mance of the type (1.2) exist without assuming anything more than the existence of the
covariance matrix. However, to achieve the improved direction-dependent performance
announced in Theorem 1, we need to assume that moments of order ¢ exist for some g > 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 (1.4). We call this a norm-equivalence
condition. This condition is used repeatedly in a crucial way in our construction. It is
an intriguing question whether such a condition is necessary or if there exists a mean
estimator satisfying an inequality of the type (1.5) under the only assumption of finite
second moments. For the approach used in this article, such a condition is necessary as
the proposed estimator estimates directional variances and for the estimator to work, such
a moment assumption is necessary. Hence, if there exists an estimator with the direction-
sensitive accuracy similar to that of Theorem | but without the need of extra conditions,
a completely new approach would be necessary. There is a large class of distributions
that satisfy the norm-equivalence condition of Theorem 1. Elliptically symmetric distri-
butions with a finite moment of order g of their one-dimensional marginals are an obvious
example. On the other hand, log-concave distributions are known to satisfy y1-L, norm
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equivalence, and that trivially implies L4-L, norm equivalence for any g > 2. For more
examples, see [26, Lemma 6.1]. Note, however, that the requirement that k¥ does not
depend on the dimension is an important restriction.

Remark (The constants k and ¢). The parameters of the proposed mean estimator depend
not only on the desired confidence level § but also on the constants « and ¢ appearing in
(1.4). In other words, for any pair of values of («, g) we construct an estimator that satisfies
the performance guarantee announced in Theorem 1 for all distributions satisfying con-
dition (1.4) with these particular values. Hence, for the estimator to be useful, one needs
to be able to guess an upper bound for the values of these parameters. (Note that the con-
stants in the upper bound depend on « and ¢.) It is an intriguing and nontrivial question
to make the estimator adaptive. In other words, one would like to construct an estimator
that is independent of k and g and satisfies (1.5) with constants possibly depending on the
distribution.

Remark (Hilbert spaces). For convenience, we present our results for random variables
taking values in R?. However, the main results remain true without modification when
X takes values in any separable Hilbert space H. The only condition that needs to be
modified is absolute continuity. It suffices that (1, X') has a continuous distribution for all
u € H\ {0}

Remark (Computation). Our definition of a mean estimator as a (measurable) function
of the data ignores important computational issues. An important branch of research
has focused on computational issues of robust statistical estimation. In particular, mean
estimators achieving sub-Gaussian performance of the type (1.2) that can be computed
in polynomial time have been proposed; see Hopkins [14], Cherapanamjeri, Flammar-
ion, and Bartlett [5], Depersin and Lecué [9], Lei, Luh, Venkat, and Zhang [20], and
Diakonikolas, Kane, and Pensia [10]. It is an interesting open problem whether there
exists an efficiently computable estimator achieving a performance like the one announced
in Theorem 1.

2. Empirical tail integration and moment estimation

In this section we consider the problem of estimating the raw moments of a real random
variable. The estimators studied here are trimmed estimators, that is, based on the empir-
ical mean after discarding the smallest and largest values of the sample. Such estimators
have been studied extensively (see Lugosi and Mendelson [22] for pointers to the litera-
ture). The properties presented in this section have been mostly developed by Mendelson
[28] and the exposition below is a slight modification of the arguments in [28]. For com-
pleteness, we present the proofs in Section A.2.

Note that the results in this section are for moments of any order p > 1, although we
only need the special cases p = 1 and p = 2.

Let p > 1 and let Z be a real-valued random variable with continuous distribution such
that E |Z|? < oo. Let Z{V = (Z1,...,Zy) be asample of N independent copies of Z.
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For fixed /N < 6 < 1/2let J4 be the set of indices of the N largest values of (Z,-)f\;1
and denote by J_ the set of indices of the O N smallest values. (Since Z is assumed to have
a continuous distribution, J4 and J_ are uniquely defined, with probability 1.) Writing
[N] ={1,..., N}, our goal is to show that with high probability,

1
Yoo(Z) =+ ). 1zl
ie[NI\(J+UJ-)

is a good estimator of IE | Z|? for an appropriately chosen value of 6.
Denote the empirical measure of Z by Py, that is, for all measurable sets A C R, we
write

N
1
Py{Z € A} = N ;]lzieA-
We show that, in order to ensure that W, 4 is a good estimator, it suffices to control the
ratios Py{Z € I}/P{Z € I} for intervals' I. Moreover, we show that, under similar
assumptions,
1
Ny _ .
P(Zi) =5 >z
i€[NI\(J4UJ_)
is a good estimator of the mean EZ.
Our starting point is the following definition that describes some properties that ensure
that W, 9 and ®g are well-behaved, in a sense made precise below.

Definition 1. Set0 < A, < 1/100. Let A be the event on which the following properties
(1) and (2) hold:

(1) for all nonnegative integers j and ¢ > 0 such that 2-J P{Z >t} > A, we have

IPN{Z >t} _ <2—j/2—1
P{Z >t} -
and if 27/ P{Z < —t} > A, then
P{Z < —t} - ’

(2) for any interval I C R,
PN{Z €I} < 3P{Z € I} +2A.

Moreover, we say that the random variable Z is n-balanced if
3) P{Z > 0} = nand P{Z < 0} > nforn = 40 + 16A.

Note that property (1) requires that the relative error of the empirical measure becomes
smaller for larger sets. The idea behind the conditions of Definition 1 is that one may write

E|Z|P = / pzl’_l(P{Z >t} +P{-Z > t}) dt,
0

By intervals we mean open, closed, or half-open intervals in R, including rays.
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and with sufficient control of the ratios Py {Z >t}/P{Z >t} and Py {—Z >t}/P{—Z >1t},
the integral can be well approximated by an empirical functional like ¥, . That approx-
imation can be valid even when the distortion is relatively large for sets {Z > t} or
{—Z > t} whose measure is small, but a small distortion is essential for sets of relatively
large measure, because such sets have a much higher impact on the integral.

The main technical fact we use is the following estimate on the positive and negative
parts of Z, denoted throughout by Z and Z_, respectively. For any « € (0, 1), we denote
by Q. the a-quantile of the random variable Z, that is, O, is the unique value such that
P{Z < Qq} = a.Recall that J (and J_) denote the set of indices of the N largest (and
smallest) values of (Z i)lN=1-

Theorem 2. Let p > 1 and let Z be a real random variable with continuous distribution
such that E |Z|? < oo. Let 0 < A, 0 < 1/100 be such that ON is an integer, 0 > TA,
A > 1/(4N), and let A be the event defined in Definition 1. Set

0, =20 +8A and 6, = (20 —8A)/3.

Then, on the event A, and assuming that Z is n-balanced, we have

(@ Z; >O0foreveryi € Jy, and Z; <0 foreveryi € J_. In particular, Z; = (Z;)+ for
alli € J4,and Z; = —(Z;)— foralli € J_.

(b)
1 O1-0
~ > (zoh <EZY +2JZ/ * ptPV/P{Z > 1Y dt,
JEINTVJ+ 0

and

1 O1-9

~ Yo @h zJEz{;—31@[21’11{22&_91}]—2@[ "2 /PIZ > 1) d1.

ielN\J4 0

(¢) The claim analogous to (b) holds for Z_, the negative part of Z.

The proof of Theorem 2 is given in Section A.2 of the Appendix. We remark here that,
as shown in the proof, Q1_g,, O1-¢, > 0 on the event A.
In order to estimate the p-th moment of a random variable Z, we simply write

1 1 1
N POV v > @i+ N > (@)
iE[N\(J+UJ-) i€[N\(J+UJ-) iE[N\(J+UJ-)
1 1
=~y 2 @ity > @)L
ie[NI\J+ ie[N\J—

where the last equality holds on the event A because of part (a) of Theorem 2. Now part (b)
may be used to show that the two terms on the right-hand side are close to their means
EZ%? and EZ?2.

We show in Section 3 that properties (1)—(2) in Definition 1 are satisfied with high
probability.
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Next we derive a corollary of Theorem 2 that is more convenient to use. To this end,

T
Erp= NK[ pt?P VP{Z| > t}dt.
0

The following lemma was established by Mendelson [28] for nonnegative-valued,
absolutely continuous random variables. The extension to the case below (allowing an
atom at zero) is straightforward; the proof is omitted.

set

Lemma 1. There is an absolute constant ¢ for which the following holds. Let p > 1 and
k € (0,1). Let Z be nonnegative random variable whose distribution is a mixture of an
absolutely continuous component and an atom at 0, such that EZ*P < oc. Then

E[Z”1{z>0, 0] < VK (EZ?P)'/?,
and
Eg,_.p < cVAlog(1/k) (EZ>P)'/2,
Moreover, if EZ? < oo for some q > 2p, then
Eg\_p = Cqmv‘/Z (EZ9)P/4,
where cq,, = cp/(q — 2p) for a numerical constant ¢ > 0.
Combining Lemma 1 with Theorem 2 leads to the following corollary:

Corollary 1. There are absolute constants cy, ..., c4 for which the following holds.
Assume the conditions of Theorem 2. Set c1(logN)/N < A < 100, and 60 = c2 A with
¢y > 7. Then

< o2 /AToR(1/3) (27",

1
p p
'ﬁ E (Zi)+ —]EZ+
ielN\J ¢

andif Z € Ly for q > 2p then

< cgpVA(EZHP/

1
p p
‘N E (Zi)+ —EZ+
ieIN\J 4

where cq,, = cap/(q —2p).
The analogous inequalities hold for Z_ with J_ replacing J .

3. Uniform relative deviations of empirical measures

In this section we present inequalities for uniform relative deviations of empirical mea-
sures. These are the main technical novelties of the article that allow us to construct
covariance and mean estimators with the desired properties. More precisely, we prove
that properties (1) and (2) of Definition 1 hold uniformly over a class of random variables
(with high probability) above a certain critical level depending on the class.
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To properly set up the main result of this section, we need a few definitions. Since the
result may be of independent interest, we present it in a greater generality than what is
needed for our purposes in this article.

Let X be a measurable set and let X, X;,..., X5 be independent, identically dis-
tributed random variables taking values in X.

Consider a class F of real-valued functions defined on X. We assume that, for all
f € ¥, the random variable f(X) has mean zero. We denote by L, the set of functions
f X — Rsuch that E[ f(X)?] < co. We write || /||, = (E[f(X)2)/2 forall f € L,
and denote the unit sphere and the unit ball in L, by S(L2) ={f € L : || flz, =1}
and D ={f € Ly : || flL, < 1}, respectively.

Recall that for an indicator function s(x) = lxe4 for some A C X, we abbreviate

N
1
Pih} =P{X € A} and Py{h}=— > lxiea.
i=1

We assume that 0 € ¥ (i.e., ¥ contains the function that equals zero everywhere) and
that ¥ is star-shaped around O, that is, if f € ¥ thencf € ¥ forall ¢ € [0, 1].

For ¢ > 0, denote by M (¥, ¢) the L,(X)-packing number of ¥, that is, the size of
the largest e-net in ¥ (i.e., a subset whose elements have pairwise distance at least ¢).

Definition 2. For A, ¢, L > 0, let p)y = px(c, A, L) denote the infimum of all those
values r > 0 such that

A3/2y

1) logM(F NrS(Ly), ———
(1) tog b1 (7 1 rS(La). 0

) <cNA,
A%y

1 N
— . X < _
2_ein(Xi) = 20000 - L

i=1

2) E sup
ue(F—F)NA3/2rD

where €1, ..., ey are independent symmetric Bernoulli random variables with P{e; = 1}
=Pl =—1}=1/2and F —F ={f =g—h:g,heF}. Wecall py the critical
level of the class ¥ .

Note that since ¥ is star-shaped, inequalities (1) and (2) in Definition 2 are satisfied
for all r > py . The constants 1/1000 and 1/40000 do not have any special role. Their
values have not been optimized and they are chosen by convenience.

The main result of this section is that there exists a positive numerical constant ¢ such
that, above the critical level p (¢, A, L), functions in ¥ simultaneously satisfy properties
(1) and (2) of Definition 1, given a certain condition involving the constant L.

To formulate the theorem, for » > 0, define the classes U, and V, of indicator functions
by

Vi={lip>py :t >0, he FUF), ||hll, =1}

Ur = {1{sery: Iisaninterval, f € ¥, || fllL, > r},

The main result of this section is the following:
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Theorem 3. Let ¥ C L; be a class of real-valued functions that is star-shaped about 0,
such that E f(X) = 0 for all f € F. There exist positive numerical constants c, cg, €1
such that the following holds. Let co(log N)/N < A < 1/2 and assume that functions
in ¥ satisfy the following small-ball condition with constants L > 0 and y = c1A: for
any interval I C R,

P{f(X)e]}gmax{ L] ,y}. 3.1)
/1L,

Suppose thatr > py(c, A, L). Then, with probability at least 1 — 2 exp(—c2(L)AN), for
allu e U, andv € V,,

(a) for any integer j >0, if 27/ P{v} > A, then

Py{v} < y—j/2-1.
'P{v} _1‘—2] ’

(b) Py{u} < 3P{u} + 24,

where c»(L) is a positive constant depending on L only.

Theorem 3 resembles classical results in empirical processes theory. In fact, in certain
special situations, the classes U, and V, have a well-behaved vC dimension and then uni-
form ratio estimates are known (see, for example, [28] for a recent application). However,
in the general case we study here, the VC dimensions of U, and V, can be very large or
even infinite—even when the class ¥ itself is relatively well-behaved. In fact, the case
relevant for this article is when the class of functions is ¥ = {(u, Yrue Bzd }, whose vC
dimension is proportional to d, making bounds depending on the VC dimension too large
to be useful for our purposes. (In particular, the VC dimension is infinite when the class is
indexed by the unit ball in a Hilbert space.) As a result, the proof of Theorem 3 calls for
a different way of showing that U, and V, are “small”. The key feature of ¥ used in the
proof of Theorem 3 is that functions in ¥ satisfy the small-ball condition (3.1).

We begin by showing that any fixed function f satisfies properties (a) and (b) with
high probability. This observation, while interesting in its own right, is needed in the proof
of Theorem 3. As it happens, the required bounds for a single function do follow from vC
theory.

Definition 3. Let H be a class of {0, 1}-valued functions on X. A set {x1,...,X,} is
shattered by H if for every I C [n] there is some hy € H for which hy(x;) = 1ifi € I
and Ay (x;) = 0 otherwise. The VC dimension of H, denoted by VC(H ), is the maximal
cardinality of a subset of X that is shattered by H .

We refer the reader to van der Vaart and Wellner [36] for basic facts on VC classes and
v dimension.

The connection between VC dimension and properties (a) and (b) for a single function
is that for any function f, the class of indicator functions

Ur = {l{seqy : I is an interval}
satisfies VC(Uy) < 2.
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For classes of sets with finite VC dimension, the following analogue of Theorem 3 was
established by Mendelson [28]. Again, it should be stressed that in such cases, uniform
ratio estimates are far simpler than in the general scenario that is needed in what follows.

Theorem 4 ([28]). There are absolute constants cy and cy for which the following holds.
Let U be a class of functions on X taking values in {0, 1} such that VC(U) < d. Then for

d eN 1
T N N
Y Og( d ) =8=7

with probability at least 1 — 2 exp(—c1AN), for every u € U and nonnegative integer j,
@) if P{u} =2/ A, then

1| < 2722,

‘PN{M} B
P{u}

(b)) Pyn{u} < 3P{u} + A/5.

Note that the constant 1/5 in part (b’) above is different from the one announced
in [28]. However, an inspection of the proof reveals that changing the constant only affects
the numerical constants cg and ¢ of the theorem.

In particular, when applied to the class Ur whose vC dimension is at most 2, Theo-
rem 4 implies that any function f satisfies properties (a) and (b) of Theorem 3. Indeed,
VC(Uyr) < 2, and therefore Theorem 4 may be applied when A > co(log N)/N for a
numerical constant ¢ > 0.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 3

Let us now turn to the proof of Theorem 3. It is important to note once again that there is
no reason to expect that the corresponding classes of indicator functions U, and V; have
a well-behaved vC dimension.

We begin with the following straightforward observation.

Lemma 2. Forany f,h, anyt € Rand § > 0,

[Lir>ey — Linset8y] < Ly r—n>6} + Line—s.t+5]}- (3.2)

Proof. If 175y (x) — Lipsr453(x) # 0 and | — f|(x) < § then either f(x) > ¢ and
h(x) <t+6,or f(x) <tandh(x) >t + 5. The former implies that h(x) € (t —§,t + 6],
while the latter is impossible. ]

Thanks to Lemma 2, it is possible to estimate
[P{f >t} —P{h>t+6} and |Py{f >1t}—Py{h>1t+ 6}

by a combination of a tail estimate for | f — /| and a small-ball estimate for |2|—first with

respect to the underlying measure P and then with respect to the empirical measure Py .
Fix A > co(log N)/N for the numerical constant ¢y mentioned in the paragraph fol-

lowing Theorem 4. Let ¢ > 0 be a constant to be specified later and let r > py(c, A, L)
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be above the critical level for ¥ . Let j be a nonnegative integer. By property (1) in Def-
inition 2, a maximal A3/2r/(1000L)-net of the subset of # consisting of functions with
|l fll, = r has cardinality at most exp(c NA). Let H, be such a net.

If ¢ < c¢1/2 for the constant ¢; appearing in Theorem 4, then by the ratio esti-
mate for a single function (Theorem 4) and the union bound, with probability at least
1 —2exp(—c'NA),

sup sup
heH, t:P{h>t}>2/"1A

Puin>1h ‘ LT (3.3)

P{h > 1) R

where we may take ¢’ = ¢1/2.

For f € ¥ NrS(L,),let nf € H, be the best approximation to f in the net H, with
respect to the L, norm. Then, for any ¢t € R and § > 0, on the same event where (3.3)
holds, we have

Py{f >t} 1l < Py{f >t} Py{nf >t+6} 2—(i-1/2
'P{f>t} ‘ ‘P{f>l}_]P’{nf>t+8} 4

provided that P{r f >t 4+ 8§} > 2U"DA,

Note that in the inequality above, we may choose the value of § at will, even depending
on f. Foreach f € ¥, define §f = Al f|z,/(100- L). The next lemma shows that with
this choice of &7, one indeed has P{xf >t + 6} > 2U DA whenever P{f >t} > 2/ A.

(34)

Lemma 3. Assume the small-ball condition (3.1) where y < A/50. Then, for every
feFnrS(Ly),

3A
P t}—P t+6
PUf > )= Plf > 148} < o0
Proof. Fix f € ¥ NrS(L»). By the small-ball condition, if 2L37/r > y then

2L8, _ 2LYf
lzeflle, — r

P{nf elt —=8r.1 + 6]} <
Therefore,

If=xfI2,  2Ls
5 EZiP™

A3/2 2

(1000-2) 2LA _ 3A

(& )2 © 100-L ~ 100
100-L

PSS = nfl =8} + Plnf €t = 8.1 + 8¢}

IA

IA

The stated inequality now follows from Lemma 2. ]

Hence, under the small-ball condition, (3.4) indeed holds whenever P{ f >t} > 2/ A.
Consider such a function f € ¥ N rS(L,). Since by (3.3),
Py{rf >t + 85} - 2-(U-D/2
P{nf >t 46} - 4

N =
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the first term on the right-hand side of (3.4) may be bounded as

‘PN{f 1) Palnf > 144
P{f >t} P{nf >t + 8}

- 'PN{f > t}—Py{nf > l‘+5f} Py{nf > l‘+5f} P{f >t}-P{nf > l‘+5f}
- P{f >t} P{nf >t+55} P{f >t}
_ ']P’N{f >ty=Py{nf > t+0r} +2‘P{f >ty=P{rf > t+8r}
- P{f >1} P{f >1}
_PNilf—nf1 =8} Painf €[t=8r. 1451}
- P{f >t} P{f >t}
P{lf—nf|=>$ P{nf e[t—6r,t+6

+2 {If];{fj;lt} f}+2 { fP{[f >ft} L

(using Lemma 2 twice)
= ()+UD+TI)+UV). (3.5)

Hence, we need to bound the four terms on the right-hand side. The last two terms may
be bounded without further work, as we have already seen in the proof of Lemma 3 that

3A/100 3.2/
<

(III)+(IV)§P{f>t}_ 00

In the remaining part of the proof we bound the empirical counterpart, that is, the terms
(I) and (II).

Since 7 f € H,, for term (II) we may simply invoke part (b’) of Theorem 4 that
implies that, with probability at least 1 — e AV forall f € ¥ N rS(L,), we have

3 A/10 .
INH<=-(1vV)y+ ——— <2773,
=W+ pr=pn =
It remains to bound

N

1

sup  Pyilf —nfl>drp=  sup Y Lifnsirs (X)), (36)

FeFnrS(Lay) feFnrsLy) Vi

This is done in the next lemma that implies that, with probability at least 1 — e ¢V for
all f € F NrS(Ly) with P{f >1}>2/A,
2=J

1)< —.

() = 10
Putting everything together, we find that there exists a universal constant ¢ > 0 such
that, for every nonnegative integer j, if P{f > t} > 2/ A, then with probability at least
1 — e AN we have

—(j—-1/2
'PN{f>t}_1‘ 52]‘( 3.1 1) 27u <G/,

Pif>1) 100 s 10 1
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Since there are at most log, N relevant values of j, the union bound implies part (a) of
Theorem 3 for functions f € ¥ N rS(L,). To deal with functions that satisfy || f'||z, > 7,

fix such a function and ¢ € R for which P{f > ¢} > 2/A. Putt, = rt/|| fllL, and fr =
rf/Ilf L, € F NrS(L,), and note that

f 1S
1l 7

{f>t}={ >t}={f,>t,}.

Thus, P{f, > t,} > 2/ A,
Py{fr > tr} . Pn{f >t}

P{fr >t} P{f >t}

and the claim follows from the bound for ¥ N rS(L,) and by the star-shaped property
of ¥.

Lemmad. Letr > py(c, A, L). Then, for some constant c1 > 0, with probability at least
1— eC]AN
N

1 A
sup = ) L f-nsizs(Xi) < .
reFnrsL) N ; T = 0

Proof. Define

N
1
Z = sup Nzﬂ{lf_”f‘>5/'}(xi)'

feFnrsLa) Vi

The proof is based on Talagrand’s concentration inequality for the supremum of empirical
processes [35] which implies that for x > 0, with probability at least 1 — exp(—x),

3 X 6x
Z<-EZ 4405, —+ —
=5 + 4oz N+N

(see, e.g., [2, Theorems 11.8 and 12.2]) where 0 =SUpse#n,s(L,) PY2{| f —nf| >68r}.
Here, recalling that §f = Al| f||1,/(100L) and the fact that §¢ is the same for every
f € F NrS(Lz), by Chebyshev’s inequality,

If ==flle, _ A32r/(1000L)  +/A

o < sup < = -
feFnrS(Ly) or Ar/(100L) 10
Next, let
1 ift > 6,
gs(t) = 1 3(t —§8/2) ift €[8/2.8].
0 otherwise.

Therefore, ¢5(t) > 1,~4 is a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant 2 /§ that satisfies
¢s(0) = 0. By the Giné—Zinn symmetrization theorem [12] followed by the contraction
inequality for Bernoulli processes [18],
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EZ<E sup Z¢8(|f—nf|(x )

FeFnrS(La) N

<2E  sup Zwsuf sup  Egs(|f — 7 f[(Xi)
feFarsLy)l N fe?ﬂrS(Lz)
4 1
<-E sup — &
8 ferorswal N ; l

where the last inequality holds because

Af-nflZ. A
Egs(|f — nf|(X) < PALS — nf|(X) = 67/2) < + <o
f

Recall that, by definition, r > py(c, A, L) implies that

E  sup 8(f—ﬂf)(X)'_—
feFnrsLa)l N Z l 40000 - L
Therefore, we have
-k Ly -
sup & =<
8f feFnrSLa)l NV ! 100

i=1

and hence, with probability at least 1 — exp(—x),

3A 4 X 6x
sup  Py{|f —nf]>8) < —— + 10A1/2‘/N +

feFrS(La) T 40
The claim follows by setting x = coN A for a sufficiently small value of ¢y. ]

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 3, it only remains to prove part (b). The
proof is completely analogous to that of part (a). First we consider a net of ¥ N rS(L,)
and use part (b’) of Theorem 4. Then one may extend the inequality to all # N rS(L3) in
a similar fashion. In order to avoid repetition of the same ideas, we omit the details.

To put Theorem 3 in perspective, let us outline some of the differences between it and
the results of Giné and Koltchinskii [11], where ratio-type estimates have been studied.
First and foremost, the results in [11] (e.g., Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.2 there) yield
estimates on sUpye g, o, efr,p) | PN — Phl/$ (o)), where ¢ is an increasing function and
¢(0) = 0; thus, the normalization is somewhat different to ours. Moreover, the complex-
ity term in those ratio estimates depends on the complexity of the class H. Thus, when
considering the setup of Theorem 3, the class H consists of indicators of level sets of
functions in the given class . However, in that case, the complexity term needed in [11]
is of the class of indicators H (e.g., by assuming that ¥ is a vc-subgraph class) rather
than of the class # as in Theorem 3. Assuming that the class of level sets is well-behaved
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is far more restrictive and happens to be a significant limitation; indeed, being a finite vc-
subgraph class is a rather special feature (see, e.g., [36] for more details on vc-subgraph
classes).

The resultsin [11, Section 6] are the closest to Theorem 3, but still there are substantial
differences. In [11], the authors impose an alternative, but still highly restrictive assump-
tion, that the (empirical) L,(Py)-entropy of ¥ is (uniformly) bounded by (c/e)¥ for
some 0 < « < 2. That strong control on the empirical entropy allows one to use Lipschitz
truncation functions (at multiple levels, similar to the functions ¢g used in Theorem 3) and
to estimate sup |Py (s (f))/P(¢s(f)) — 1] on “shells” in terms of the empirical metric
entropy via a contraction argument. As it happens, in addition to requiring a significantly
more restrictive assumption than in Theorem 3, the argument used in [11] does not accu-
rately “see” why Py{f > t}/P{f > ¢t} is close to Py{h >t 4+ §}/P{h > t5} when
| f —h| L, is small. As a result, the quantitative estimates obtained in [11, Theorem 6.1]
are weaker than Theorem 3.

4. Covariance estimation with trimmed means

In this section we present the first main component of the mean estimation procedure. As
explained in the introduction, in this first step we need to estimate the directional variances
o2(u) = Var({X,u)) in all directions where o2(u) is “not too small.” This estimator does
not need to be very accurate. It is sufficient for our purposes that the estimator is correct
up to a constant multiplicative factor.

To that end, we require a bit more than the existence of the covariance matrix X. The
key assumption we use is “L4-L> norm equivalence” for some g > 2. More precisely, we
assume that there exist ¢ > 2 and ¥ > 0 such that, forallu € S d-1

(E (X — pu))V? < ie(E (X — p,u)?)V/2,
In other words, writing X = X —EX, we assume that for all u € Sd_l,
X u)llz, < cl(X.u)lL,.

The proposed estimator is quite natural. For each direction u € S¢~!, we compute an
appropriately trimmed empirical variance. Unlike standard trimmed mean estimators,
where the truncation occurs at a pre-set level, here we trim by removing a fixed number of
the largest and smallest values of (X;, u) corresponding to each direction u € S¢~!. To
show that this estimator satisfies the desired properties simultaneously for all directions,
we make use of the tools developed in Sections 2 and 3. The main ingredient of the anal-
ysis is Theorem 3. This theorem requires that the “small-ball” condition (3.1) is satisfied.
To guarantee this property, we form blocks of a fixed size of the given sample, and take
the empirical average within each block. In Section 4.1 we show that under L,-L» norm
equivalence, it suffices to form blocks of constant size (depending on « and g).

Let us describe the covariance estimation procedure. In order to estimate variances
without knowing the expected values, we use the standard trick that, if X’ is an inde-
pendent copy of X, then Var({X,u)) = (1/2)E (X — X', u)?. It is easy to see that if X
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satisfies L4-L> norm equivalence with constant « then X = X — X/ satisfies Ly4-L> norm
equivalence with constant /2 k.

Thus, we split the data in two halves to form independent pairs of observations. For the
sake of simpler notation, assume that we are given 2N independent copies, X1,..., Xan,
and fori € [N], define X; = X; — Xn4i.

The proposed covariance estimator has two tuning parameters, y, 8 € (0, 1). For a
positive integer m, define Z = ﬁ Y X;. By Lemma 5 below, there is a constant

c1(k, q) such that if m = [cq(k,q)/y?], then for any u € S9!, and for all intervals
I CR,

P{(u,Z)el} < max{Ll(—|) }

where L > 0 is a numerical constant. This implies that every function in the class ¥ =
{u,Z) :ue Bd} satisfies the key “small-ball” assumptlon in Theorem 3.

Once the value of m is set, the sample X1,.... Xy is divided inton = N /m blocks,
each of cardinality m. (We may assume, without loss of generality, that m divides N .) For
each block j € [n], we may compute

j \/_ ZX'"(] 1)+i-

i=1

For every u € S9!, denote by J4 (u) the set of indices of the On largest values of (Z Fou)
and define

1 2
Yn(u) = . E (Zj,u)~.
JEMNT )

The following theorem summarizes the main performance guarantees of the estimator
¥ (u). It is a crucial ingredient of the mean estimator introduced in the next section.

Proposition 2. Assume the condition of Theorem 1. There are constants y, 0 € (0, 1) and
co, ¢’ > 0 depending on k and q for which the following holds. Set m > c1(k,q)/y? and

= — Z A
t>c0n
Then, with probability at least 1 — 2 exp(—c’N), the estimator Wy satisfies:
() If u € SV is such that o (u) > r, then
102 ) < Yy (u) < 20%(u).
(i) If o(u) < r then Yy (u) < Cr? for an absolute constant C.

Proof. Fix y, 6 € (0, 1) and consider the resulting estimator ¥ . (Recall that in the def-
inition of ¥y, the block size m depends on y, as well as on the constants « and g of the
norm equivalence condition.) We show that y and 6 may be chosen so that the inequalities
of the theorem hold. In particular, let ¢, ¢ be the constants appearing in Theorem 3. We
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show that it is sufficient if the parameters y, 6 € (0, 1) satisfy 20 + 8y/c; < (5¢2)~9/(4=2)
and 0 > 7y/cy.

The proof consists of three parts. First we show that (i) holds above the critical level
p,(c, A, L). This is based on Theorems 2 and 3. Second, we show that the announced
value of r satisfies r > p,(c, A, L) and therefore it is a valid choice. Finally, we prove
part (ii) of the theorem, based on the small-ball method. Before the proof, we establish
some consequences of the L,-L, norm equivalence condition (1.4).

4.1. Lg-L, norm equivalence implies a small-ball property

Let Y be an absolutely continuous real-valued random variable that satisfies [|Y —EY ||,
<«||Y —EY ||, forsome g > 2 and k > 0. Let Y1,...,Y,, be independent copies of Y.
To simplify notation, set Y =Y —EY.

Lemma 5. Define Wy, = %ﬁ LY.
o There exists a constant my(q, k) such that if m > mg(q, «), then
P{W, >0} >1/4 and P{W, <0} > 1/4. 4.1)
o Let0 < & < 1/2. Then
EV L7120, a7y = §ET. (4.2)

where o = (£/k%)2/@=2),
o We have

IWinllL, < @@ — 1)k WL, (4.3)

o There exists a numerical constant L and a constant c; = c1(k, q) such that, for any
y € (0,1), if m > c1/y?, then for all intervals I C R,

1
P{W,,el} < max{L _l | ,y}. 4.4)
1Yz,
Proof. (4.1) follows from a generalization of the Berry—Esseen theorem (see, e.g., [34]).
To prove (4.2), note that by Holder’s inequality for § = ¢/2 and the L;-L, norm
equivalence,

EY*Lps0, oyl < IYI7,P{Y = Q1—a((Y)H 1 <k*EY? - a'72/1,

For the proof of (4.3), observe that if ¢y, ..., &, are independent symmetric Bernoulli
random variables with P{e; = 1} = P{¢; = —1} = 1/2, then by symmetrization and
Khinchin’s inequality (see, e.g., [7, p. 21]),

q/2 o
< (4(g—1xH?2EY?,

q

R B
< (4(g-1)* E]mZY,

i=1

1 - —
E [ W, |7 §2q]E’ﬁZsiY,~

i=1
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where the last inequality follows from the norm-equivalence condition (1.4) because, by
the convexity of ¢ (¢) = |¢|2/2,

1 m
=< ;Z|Yi|q-

i=1

It remains to prove the small-ball bound of (4.4). Setting £ = 1/50, it follows from (4.2)
that IE[YZ]I{IY\EQl_a(IY\)}] < (1/50)EY? where a = (1/(50«2)%/@=2) Moreover, by
Chebyshev’s inequality, Q1—4(|Y]) < ||Y ||,/ /@, and therefore
— E[Y?]
29
EY L7z 17,/ v = —3;

By the second part of Theorem 3.2 in Mendelson [29], there exists a constant ¢; depending
on « (and hence on « and ¢) such that, for any y € (0, 1), if m > cl/yz, then

sup P{|Wp, — x| < c2y|IY Iz, } < 7.
xeR

where c; is an absolute constant. Hence, for any interval I C R,

1
P{W,, el}fmax{%,y}. n
e2llY |z,

Above the critical level. We start by proving part (i) of Proposition 2. The proof is based
on applying Theorem 3 for the class ¥ = {{u,-) :u € Bg}.

Let A = y/c; and let p,,(c, A, L) be the critical level of the class ¥, as defined in
Definition 2. Let r > p, (¢, A, L) be arbitrary.

Let D = {u € R? : o(u) < 1}. Clearly, v2 0 (u) = [l{u.Z)| L, and for each u, (u, Z)
is a symmetric random variable.

The class ¥ = {{(u,:) :u € Bg } is star-shaped around 0 and therefore it satisfies the
conditions of Theorem 3. By Theorem 3, there is a numerical constant ¢, > 0 and an
event A of probability at least 1 — 2 exp(—c,yn) on which the following holds: for every
ue Bg such that ||(u, X) ||, > r, the random variable (u, Z) satisfies properties (1)—(2)
of Definition 1. Moreover, property (3) holds trivially for every (1, Z) by the symmetry
of these random variables.

Suppose that the event A occurs and let u € Bg be such that o(u) > r.

Let ((u, Zj)ﬁ);;l be the nonincreasing rearrangement of (u, Z1), ..., (u, Z,). Define
Q(u) = (u, Zg,)* and denote by Q4 (u) the g-quantile of the random variable (u, Z). By
Lemma 6 and the symmetry of the random variables, it follows that

01-@o+sny ) < O() < Q1—20—say3(1).

Setting
03 := Q1-ot+sa) @) and Q4 := Q1_29—sa)/3(1),
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just as in the proof of Lemma 7, we have

03 ~
2y () 2/0 2B ([, Z)] > 1} di — 002 ()
and 0
2y () 5/0 2P|, Z)] > 1} dr.

Since 6 > 7A, we have (20 —8A)/3 > A and therefore if 0 <t < Q4 then P{|{(u, Z)| > t}
> A. Thus, by Theorem 3, for ¢ € [0, Q4],

sPUW Z) > 1} < Pu{l(u, Z)| > 1} < 3P{|(u, Z)| > t}.
Also, it is straightforward to verify that
007 < 2E[(u. Z)*Lu.2)/204)]

(for an identical argument, see (A.4)).
Hence,

2¢n () = 3E (u, Z)? = 3E[(u. Z)* 1w, z)= 053] = 5E (u. Z)?

provided that 10E (u, Z)?1{.z)> 05} < E (u, Z)?, which holds by (4.2) of Lemma 5
whenever 26 + 8A < (10x2)~4/@=2),
In the reverse direction,

oo

04
29N (1) < /0 2tPu{[{u, Z)| > t}dt < 2/0 2tP{|(u, Z)| > t}dt =2E (Z,u)z,

and combining the two inequalities we find that for every v € R¥,
10°) < Yy () <20 w)?,

as claimed.

The critical level. Next we show that there exists a constant ¢ such that, for the class of
functions ¥ = {{u,-) :u € Bg},

for the values of ¢, A, L introduced in the first part of the proof above. (Recall Defini-
tion 2 where p, (¢, A, L) was introduced; also note that ¢ is an absolute constant while
A and L depend on the constants k and g of the norm-equivalence condition (1.4). Note
in particular that one may take r = 0 when n > d/co since in that case p,(c, A, L) = 0.)

Without loss of generality, we may assume that the covariance matrix X is positive
definite. We may write the random vector Z = X — X’ as Z = T W where the random
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vector W has identity covariance matrix and T : R¢ — R is a positive definite linear
transformation. Since Z/ V/2 has the same covariance matrix ¥ as X, the eigenvalues

of T are \/5/\1, ...,ﬁ/\d.
It is straightforward to verify that D = {u e R? :o(u) <1} = T_lBg and therefore
the packing numbers of Definition 2 satisfy

M(BE nrD, A¥?r/(1000- L)) = M(TBE nrBf, A3?r/(1000 - L) BE),

where the right-hand side denotes the Euclidean packing number of TBg N ng at scale
A3/2r /(1000 - L). Also, TBg N ng C E for an ellipsoid E whose principal axes are of
lengths proportional to the values min {+/A;, r}. By Sudakov’s inequality (see, e.g., [18]),
there is a constant ¢3 (depending on L only) such that

c3A%2rlog!? M(TBY N rBY, A*?r/(1000- L)BY) < E sup(G, x),

x€E

where G is the standard Gaussian random vector in R?. A straightforward computation
shows that

E sup (G, x) < u(me{)\,,r })1/2

x€E i=1

for a numerical constant ¢4 > 0 and, in particular, inequality (1) in Definition 2 holds if

d 1/2
(Z min {/\,-,rz}) < csAZJn, 4.5)

i=1
where the constant ¢5 depends on L.
Turning to inequality (2) in Definition 2, observe that

n n
E sup ‘Zsi(Zi,u)‘ <2E sup Zsi(Wi,Tu)‘
ue2BYNA3/2rD =1 ueT~1(TB$NA3/2rBY) i=1
n
=2FE sup si(Wi,v)’

veTBYNA3/2rBY =1
n

< c6E sup Zsi(Wi,v)‘

veE’ i=1
for an ellipsoid E’ that may be written as £’ = QBg for a linear transformation Q whose

eigenvalues are proportional to min {+/4;, A3/2r}. Thus,

E sup

veE’';

Ze, Wio)| = E sup [ ei(QWi. )| < Vi & QW22

vEBéj i=1

Since W is isotropic,

d
EQW|* = Tr(QQ*) < ¢7 Zmin {Ai, A3r2).

i=1
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Therefore, inequality (2) in Definition 2 is verified once

d
(Z min {A;, A3r2}>1/2 <cgA*nr (4.6)

i=1

for a constant cg (that depends on k and ¢). Recalling that A < 1, it is evident that both
(4.5) and (4.6) are satisfied when

d 1/2
(Z min {Ai,r2}> <co/nr 4.7

i=1

for a constant cg = co(k, q). Using min {A;, 72} < r? fori < %cgn, it suffices that

for a constant ¢y = cg /2 depending on « and ¢ only, as claimed.

Below the critical level. Finally, we prove part (ii) of Proposition 2. Let the parameters
0,y € (0, 1) be constant as specified in the proof of part (i) above.

Fix ro > 0 that satisfies (4.7) and set ¥, = {{u,-) 1 u € Bg N roD}. Our goal is to
show that, with high probability, for every u € Bg NroD,

((u, Z)on))¥ < co%

for a constant ¢y, where ((u, Z) ,-)*i);’=1 is the nonincreasing rearrangement of the
sequence (U, Z1),...,{u, Z,). On this event, for all u € Bg N roD, we have

2
¢
Y (u) < ?Org,

as required.

The proof uses a net argument. Let Uy, be a maximal Vo ro-separated subset of
Bg NroD. Fix u € Uy, recall that (u, Z) satisfies the L,-L, norm equivalence with
constant (4(q — 1))'/%«x = &, and note that by Markov’s inequality,

P{l(w. 2)| = . Z)llLov/n/ K} < &Gk /n)?/2.
Thus,
P31 Cn). 1| =kViel. [(u.Zi) 2 (. Z)|L, Vi k) < (en/K)* - @) (k/m)T/2.
It follows that for every u € U,,, with probability at least 1 — exp(—c1k log(n/(c2k))),

((u, Z)E < 1, Z) Iz, /n /K,
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where ¢; = ¢/2 — 1 and ¢, = (ek?)?/@~2) Hence, by setting k = n/2 and if
|Upro| < (c1/4)n0log(2¢c2/6),
that is, if
log M (BY N roD, 0ro) < (c1/4)n6log(2¢2/6), (4.8)

it follows that, with probability at least 1 — exp(—(c1/4)nf log(2¢,/8)), for every
u € U,

(. Z))%, /5 < ro/V/O/2.

Denote by mu the best approximation to u in Uy, with respect to the L,(Z) norm. In
particular, by the choice of Uy, |[u — wul|z, < ~/0 ro. To complete the proof it suffices
to show that, with high probability,

T:= sup [{j:|(u—mu.Z;)| > 8ro/6}| <6n/2.

ueBg NroD

This follows from what is, by now, a standard argument:
By the bounded differences inequality we know that, with probability at least 1 —
2exp(—62n/8), we have I' < On /2 provided that

ET < 0n/4.

By symmetrization and contraction,

9 n
EF§£E sup Z|(u—nu,Z,~)|
81’0 ueBgﬂroDj=1

< ﬁ(IE sup i(l(u —nu, Z;)| — E|[{u —mu, Z;)|) + x/§r0n>

8o ueBg nroD j=1

<—(2E sup ‘Xn:sj(u—nu,Z,-)‘+\/§ron>

ueBgﬂrOD j=1

n
< —(4]E sup ‘Zej(u,Zi)
uEBgﬂx/groD j=1

+ \/aron).

Hence, ET" < 0n/4 provided that

E sup )Xn:sj(u,Zi) frox/an/4.

ueB¢NVoOroD j=1

This may be proved by the same argument used in the second part of the proof above. In

particular, the inequality holds once ro > \/ (co/n) Y ise on Ai for an appropriate constant

(depending on k and q), as required. ]
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5. Multivariate mean estimator and its performance

Now we are prepared to define the mean estimator announced in Theorem 1 and prove
its performance bound. The estimator receives, as input, 3N independent, identically dis-
tributed random vectors X7, ..., X3, the parameters « > 0 and ¢ > 2, and the confidence
parameter § € (0, 1). (The sample size is set to be 3N for convenience as the proposed
estimator splits the data into three equal parts.)

The data points Xy 4 1.. .., X3y are used to estimate the variance o2 (1) = Var({X,u))
for u € S9!, Using the estimator ¥y, we find that, on an event A4 of probability at least
1— e_CN,

{ 1o2(u) <yn(u) <20%(u) forallu € S~ such that o (u) > r, G.0)

YN @) < Cr? otherwise.

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

for another constant ¢’ > 0 depending on k and ¢. (Recall that the variance estimator v/
has two parameters 6 and y; both may be determined by « and g.)

The data points X1, ..., Xn are used to estimate the mean E (X, u) = (u, u) for
all u € S971. One would like to construct an estimator that is approximately correct
simultaneously for all directions u € S?~!. To this end, similarly to the covariance esti-
mation procedure of the previous section, we divide the sample X1,..., Xy inton = N/m
blocks, each of size m, and compute, for j € [n],

1 m
Y =— ) Xm@-1)+i-
J Jm ; (-1
The recommended value of m is specified below. It is not necessarily the same as the
block size in the covariance estimation procedure defined in Section 4. However, the role
of this blocking procedure is the same as in the procedure of Section 4: by an appropriate
choice of m, the random vectors Y; satisfy the small-ball condition that allows us to apply
Theorem 3. The estimator is a simple trimmed-mean estimator defined as

1 1
N = — ——— > (Yj,u),
— 26
= 20m )

where 6 € (0, 1/2) is a parameter of the estimator and the sets J4 (u) and J_(u) corre-
spond to the indices of the 6n smallest and n largest values of (Y;, u). (We may assume
that On is an integer and the value of 6 is specified below.) The key property of the
marginal mean estimator Dy () is summarized in the next proposition.
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Proposition 3. Assume the condition of Theorem 1. There exist choices of the parameters
m and 0 of the estimator Vy (1) that depend only on k and q and there exist constants
¢, C" > 0 depending on k., q such that, with probability at least 1 — 8, for allu € 971,

d Ai
Dy () — (p.u)| < C’(\/gz(u) I;;g(l/g) + Z"“‘f;‘/‘” ) 5.2)

The proposition follows from Theorems 2 and 3, similarly to the arguments presented
in the previous section for covariance estimation. In order to avoid repetitions, we defer
the details to Section A.3 in the Appendix.

Equipped with Proposition 3, it is now easy to define the mean estimator announced
in the introduction and prove Theorem 1.

Let ¥ (u) and Dy (u) be the variance and marginal mean estimators defined above.
For a parameter p > 0, and for each u € S?~!, define the slabs

So= () Eup-

uesd—1
Note that for every p > 0, the set S, is compact, and it is nonempty for a sufficiently

large p. Therefore, the set
s= () S

p>0:S,7#0
is not empty. We define the mean estimator as any element uy € S.
Theorem 1 now follows easily.

and let

Proof of Theorem 1. By Propositions 2 and 3, with probability at least 1 — &, both (5.1)
and (5.2) hold, where § € (0, 1) is such that ¢ log(1/8) < ¢’N. Denote this event by A.
(Here ¢’ is the constant appearing in the definition of r and c is as in (5.2).)

Ontheevent A, ifu € S4~is such that o-(u) > r, then 62 (1) < 4y x (1), and therefore

(5.2) implies that
Vv () = (. u)| < p +2C° w

whenever p > C’ \/(I/N)Zid:C loa(1/8) +i- On the other hand, if o (1) <, then, by bound-
ing the right-hand side of (5.2) further, we get

d
~ L [r?log(1/6) Di=c log(1/8) Ai
—{u, <C
o) = )] = €' R
[«d
<c /C—,r+C/ Zi=clog(1/8))“i
c N

(since ¢ log(1/8) < ¢'N)

d
- C/\ﬁJrl Li=cloz1/s) A
— C N b

where at the last step we again use the choice of r.
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Hence, on the event A, we have 1 € S, when

d
—-C Zi=clog(1/8) Ai
1Y 1 —N )
where C; = C’(¢’y/C/c + 1). Thus, S, is nonempty and, by definition, iy € S, for this
choice of p. This means that, for all u € S,

d
[yd A;
(A — )] < Cy Zl—cl(j)f,(l/(g) Lo WN(M)]I\?g(l/S).

The theorem is now proved by noticing that ¥y (1) < 202(u) when o (u) > r, and ¥y (u)
< Cr2 otherwise.

Appendix A. Appendix: additional proofs

A.l1. Proof of Proposition |

We may assume, without loss of generality, that ¥ is diagonal and the eigenvalues A; >

-+ > A4 have the canonical basis vectors ey, ..., eg as corresponding eigenvectors. Set
Y = /N (lixy — 1) and note that Y is a zero-mean Gaussian vector with covariance
matrix X. We may assume S < C /A1 log(1/8)/N, otherwise the statement holds triv-
ially. Actually, we prove the lower bound

A
Szc’(,/z’j\’,“) +,/A"°“§$g(l/5)), (A.1)

which is seemingly stronger than the announced inequality. However, note that the second
term in the expression above satisfies

\/Ak0+110g(1/5)w ko)tk0+1< 2 isko/2 M
N N - N '

Hence, we do not lose much by ignoring it.

Suppose that (1.6) holds on an event Q25 such that P{Qs} > 1 — §. Let k be the unique
value such that S € (C /Ag411log(1/8)/N, C \/Ax log(1/8)/N].

Denote by Uy C R? the vector space spanned by ey, ..., eg. Forallu € Uy N S471
we have 02(u) > Mg, and for all such vectors, S < Co(u)+/log(1/8)/N. Therefore, on

the event Qg,
v d— ~ o2(u)log(1/6
uelUyns§ L. (/LN_M,M)< ) ( %

sup (Y(u) < 2C +/log(1/9).

ueUy nsd—1 o u)

Equivalently,
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If G = (Gy,...,Gy) is a standard normal vector in R?, then we may write Y = £1/2G.
Since o () = ||Z'/2u||, and X is a diagonal matrix,
(Y, u)
sup = s (Go) =GP,

uelUnsd—1 o(u) velNSd—1

where G®) = (G1, ..., Gyg) is a standard normal vector in Rk, By the Gaussian concen-
tration inequality, with probability at least 1 — §, we have

1IG®| > E |GP| - /210g(1/8) > Vk —1— /210g(1/6).

Comparing the upper and lower bounds for |G ®)||, we conclude that

k <1+ (2C + +v2)%log(1/8) = ko.

S>C /M. (A.2)

Next we consider the orthogonal complement Ukl of Ug. Since 02(u) < Agy for all
u e UkJ- N S9=1 on the event Qs we have

implying that

sup (Y,u)SZSx/N.

uelUtnsd-1

Writing ¥ = £1/2G as before, and noting that SUP,ey L nsd-1 (Y2G, u) is a Lipschitz

function of G with constant /Ax 1, the Gaussian concentration inequality implies that,
with probability at least 1 — §,

sup (Y,u)>E sup (Y, u) — /2Ar41 log(1/6)

uelUtnsd-1 uelUtnsd-1
=E 22604 — /2441 log(1/5),

where G®)L = (Gk+1,---,Gq). By the Gaussian Poincaré inequality (see, e.g., [2, The-
orem 3.20]),

E[ZV2604 = JEZV2GOL12 — iy = D4 — vk,

i>k

and therefore
1
S > —( Z/\l — Ak-{-l (1 + \/210g(1/5)))
zﬁ i>k
If

i>k

Vi (1+ V210s(70) < 5 3,
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which, together with (A.2) and the fact that k < k¢, implies (A.1). On the other hand, if

Varsr (1+ y/21log(1/8)) > % > i

i>k

then

then (A.2) already implies inequality (A.1).

A.2. Proof of Theorem 2

The proof, a minor modification of some arguments of Mendelson [28], requires a few
preliminary steps. First, observe that 6, > 2A and therefore

forallt < Q1 g,, P{Z >1}>2A. (A3)

(A.3) implies that all the level sets {Z > ¢t} for 0 <t < Q_g, satisfy property (1) of
Definition | with j = 1, a fact used frequently in what follows.
Another useful observation is that by property (3),

P{Z > 0} > n = 40 + 16A = 26;,

and therefore the (1 — 6;)-quantile of Z coincides with the (1 — 6;)-quantile of Z.
Moreover, by property (1) (with j = 0) and the choice of 6 we have

PN{Z >0} = iP{Z >0} = 6,/2> 0

and an identical argument shows that Py {Z < 0} > 6. Now let (Z?)IV be the nonin-

i=1
creasing rearrangement of (Z i)zN= .- Set

A _ A A _ A
O+ =2,y and Q__Z(l—G)N'

Clearly, Q+ >0and Z; = (Z;)+ fori € J4. Similarly, the (1 — 6;)-quantile of Z_ equals
—Qp, and the analogous statement holds for 0 and J_, proving part (a) of Theorem 2.

Lemma 6. On the event A defined in Definition 1,

Ql*@] < Q-‘r < Ql*é’z and _Q91 < Q— < _Q92'

Proof. We present a proof of the first claim. The proof of the second one is identical and
is omitted. By definition, Py {Z > Q.} = 6. Applying property (2) in Definition 1 for
I = [Q+’ OO)» .

0 <Pn{Z = 0+}

IA

3P{Z > 04} +2A.

In particular,
P{Z > Q04+}=P{Z

v

01} =2(0-20)=A



G. Lugosi, S. Mendelson 2242

provided that & > 7A /2, as was assumed. Hence, we may use property (1) of Definition 1
with j =0andt = Q4 to get

Py{Z > 0+} 1

P{Z>04+ 172
This implies

P{Z > Q+} <2PN{Z > Q+} <20 <6,
and A~
A 2PN{Z 20 —1/N
PIZ>0,) > N 3>Q+}= ( 3/ )292,

and therefore

O1-6, < 0+ < Q1-9,,
as claimed. [

Lemma 7. Consider the conditions of Theorem 2. Then, on the event A,

O1-0,
pt?PIPN{Z >1}dt.
0

Q1-0, ~ 1
/0 ptp—l]PN{Z>t}dt—9Qi_N Z (Z,-)if/
€[

NI\J+
A similar estimate holds for Z _.
Proof. Recall that Q+ =Z 2 > and therefore

N

1 1
Y4 ~ —
¥ 2 Zi iz, <0,y O =N Z
i=1 ieINT\

Mz

(Z05 Nz, <04y

i=1

By tail integration,

o0
_ —1 p
_Z(Z iz, —[0 pPTENUZ) 3 (z), <0,y > 17 dI
i=1

o4
:/ pt?PIPN{Z >t} dt.
0

Since by Lemma 6, on the event A, Q;_g, < Q+ < Q1-4,, the claimed inequalities
follow. ]

With Lemma 7 in mind, next we may use a general estimate of Mendelson [28] for
fOT ptP"1PN{Z > t}dt that holds as long as T is such that P{Z > T'} is large enough.
To formulate the claim, recall that

T
Er, = NK/ pt?P VP{Z| > t}dt.
0
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Lemma 8 (Mendelson [28]). Let T be such that P{Z > T} > A. On the event A of
Definition 1, we have

T
E[Zf_]l{ZJrsT}] —Er, =< / ptp_IIP’N{Z >t}dt < EZf_ + ET,p.
0

Now we are ready to prove the remaining claims of Theorem 2.

Proof of parts (b) and (c) of Theorem 2. Assume that the event A holds. Apply Lemma 8
withT = Q_g, and T = Q_g,. Both are valid choices, because

P{Z > Ql—el} 2 ]P{Z > Ql—ez} 2 A
Thus,
Ql—@z
/ pt?'PN{Z > 1}dt <EZ] + Eg,_, p.
0

and

Q1-0,
/ pt?'PN{Z > 1}dt 2 E[Z] Liz<0, o))~ EQ\_o,.p
0
= ]EZ—I:- - (]E[Zp]l{Z>Q1—9]}] + E9,_, ,P)'
It remains to show that
Qi@ = 2E[ZPI{ZZQ1—91}]’ (A4)

which by Lemma 7 completes the proof. To that end, recall that P{Z > Q1_¢,} > A and
that, by Lemma 6, Q1_¢, < Q4+ < Q1—¢,. Thus,

ElZPL06,,1 210 ZN) S E[ZE 1220, o).
Also, since Py{Z > Q+} > @ and
P{Z>04|Z1..... 28} 2 P{Z = Q1_9,} = A,
it follows from property (1) in Definition 1 (taking j = 0) that
E(Z"Lyop,4| 210 ZN) 2 O4PAZ = 01| Z1..... Zn}
> (2/3)04Pn{Z = 04} = (2/3)0%9,

proving (A.4).
A similar estimate holds for Z_.

A.3. Proof of Proposition 3

For j € [n], wewrite Y; = Y; —EY; = Y; — . Then forall u € gd-1,

-l = = (5 X ),

Jel\U3UI-)
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and it suffices to obtain an upper estimate on

1 _
n—2n Z (Fjou)).

o JElNU+@)UJI- ()

That is precisely the question addressed in Theorem 2 for p = 1 (and with the sample size
being n rather than N). To apply Theorem 2 and the subsequent Corollary 1, one needs
to ensure that the random variables (Y, u) satisfy properties (1)—(3) of Definition 1.

Observe that ||(Y, u)||r, = |[ullL, = o(u) because the L, norm induced by Y coin-
cides with the one induced by X. (4.1) in Lemma 5 shows that property (3) holds for
n=1/4if m > my(q, x) for a constant mq(q, k).

Also, by (4.4), for any y € (0, 1), if m > c1/y? for some constant ¢y, then for any
interval I C R,

P{Y € I} < max {Li, y},
o(u)
and therefore, with such a choice of m, the class ¥ = {(Y,u) 1 u € Bg} satisfies the
assumptions of Theorem 3.

Now set A = y/cy (with ¢; as in the statement of Theorem 3) and choose 6 > 7A.
Let p1 > p,(c, A, L) where p,(c, A, L) is the critical level of the class ¥ (with ¢ as in
Theorem 3).

The theorem implies that there is an event A with probability at least 1 —2exp(—c, An)
such that for all ||u||z, > p1, the random variable (v, Y) satisfies properties (1) and (2)
of Definition 1. Therefore, Theorem 1 shows that on that event, if ||u|z, > pi, then

1 _
n—2n Z (Yju)| < ‘33\/m0(u) < c40(u).

6
Jel\4UI-)

In particular, there is a constant c(k, ¢) such that if

N
m= D78

then P{A} > 1 — §/2 and on the event A, for any u € S~ for which o (1) > p1,

log(e/d)

N (A.5)

[n () = (p. u)| < ¢'(k, g)o ()
implying (5.2).

It remains to check that the inequality also holds for those u € S?~! with o(u) < p;.
Let p» > py, to be specified in what follows. Clearly, (A.5) holds when o (1) > p,. When
o(u) < p2, one may repeat the argument used in the last part of the proof of Theorem 2
(“below the critical level”). It is evident that if

o A;
02 = c(k,q) —lec(:’q)n -
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for some constants c(k, q), ¢’(k, q), then, with probability 1 — 2exp(—cyn) > 1—45/2,

sup (Y. u)lf < ek, q)pa.
ueBgﬂpzD

Therefore, on this event,

sup < (k. q)p2,

vEBzdﬂpD

1 —
g 2 (W

e\ $UT)

and 1
[V (u) — (. u)| < T " (k. q)p2.

The announced bound now follows for all u, on an event of probability at least 1 — &.

Appendix B. The connection with strong-weak norm inequalities

Strong-weak norm inequalities are a natural way of quantifying the tail behavior of ran-
dom vectors. Given a random vector X in R? and a norm | - ||, we say that X satisfies a
strong-weak inequality with constant C if for every p > 1,

E X —EX|")? < C(EIX —EX| + sup (E|z*(X —EX)|")!/7),
z*eB*

where B* is the unit ball of the dual space to (R¢, | - ||). In other words, the way X
concentrates around its mean with respect to the norm || - || is governed by the L norm of
|X —EX| and the largest L, norm of all the one-dimensional marginals of the centered
random vector X —EX.

The fact that the L, norm of | X — EX|| can be controlled by such a combination and
no information on the L, norms of higher-dimensional marginals is needed is a rather
powerful feature. The best type of a strong-weak inequality one can hope for is a sub-
Gaussian one, that is, if the tails of one-dimensional marginals of X — E X decay at least
as fast as those of a Gaussian:

sup (E |z*(X —EX)|")!/? < \/p sup o(z"),
z*eB* z*eB*
where o(z*) = (E(z*(X —EX))?)"/2 is the variance of the one-dimensional marginal
defined by z*. In such a case, an equivalent “in-probability” version of the strong-weak
inequality is that forany 0 < § < 1/2,

IP’(||X —EX| > C(]E IX —EX| + log(1/8) sup a(z*))) <. (B.1)
z*¥eB*

Clearly, if the one-dimensional marginals of X — EX do not exhibit sub-Gaussian tail
decay, there is no hope that (B.1) can be true, even when || - || is the Euclidean norm
in R4, which is our main focus.
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When the random vector Yy = N ! ZIN=1 X, satisfies a sub-Gaussian “in proba-
bility” version of the strong-weak inequality, the empirical mean is an optimal mean
estimation procedure. However, almost no random vectors satisfy that strong property. At
the same time, (1.2) shows that by replacing the empirical mean with jiy, every random
vector satisfies a version of a sub-Gaussian strong-weak inequality. Moreover, Theorem |
shows that under a minimal norm-equivalence condition, the weak term can be replaced
by the optimal directional-dependent term.
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