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Abstract

A new class of statistical deformable models is introduced to study high-dimensional curves or
images. In addition to the standard measurement error term, these deformable models include an
extra error term modeling the individual variations in intensity around a mean pattern. It is shown
that an appropriate tool for statistical inference in such models is the notion of sample Fréchet means,
which leads to estimators of the deformation parameters and the mean pattern. The main contribution
of this paper is to study how the behavior of these estimators depends on the number n of design points
and the number J of observed curves (or images). Numerical experiments are given to illustrate the
finite sample performances of the procedure.
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1 Introduction

1.1 A statistical deformable model for curve and image analysis

In many applications, one observes a set of curves or grayscale images which are high-dimensional data.
In such settings, it is reasonable to assume that the data at hand Yf, denoting the ¢-th observation for
the j-th curve (or image), satisfy the following regression model:

ng:fj(tg)—l—aeg, j=1,...,J, and £=1,...,n, (1.1)

where f; : @ — R are unknown regression functions (possibly random) with € a convex subset of R?, the
t¢’s are non-random points in 2 (deterministic design), the error terms €§ are i.i.d. normal variables with
zero mean and variance 1, and o > 0. In this paper, we will suppose that the f;’s are random elements
which vary around the same mean pattern. Our goal is to estimate such a mean pattern and to study the
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consistency of the proposed estimators in various asymptotic settings: either when both the number n of
design points and the number J of curves (or images) tend to infinity, or when n (resp. J) remains fixed
while J (resp. n) tends to infinity.

In many situations, data sets of curves or images exhibit a source of geometric variations in time
or shape. In such settings, the usual Euclidean mean Y* = %z;zl Yf in model (LLI]) cannot be used
to recover a meaningful mean pattern. Indeed, consider the following simple model of randomly shifted
curves (with d = 1) which is commonly used in many applied areas such as neuroscience [TIR10] or
biology [Ren01],

filte) = f(te—07), j=1,...,J, and L=1,...,n, (1.2)
where f : ) — R is the mean pattern of the observed curves, and the 0;’5 are i.i.d. random variables in
R with density g and independent of the 6?’5. In model (L.2)), the shifts 87 represent a source of variability
in time. However, in ([2]) the Euclidean mean is not a consistent estimator of the mean pattern f since
by the law of large numbers

J
Jim Y= lim %;f(tg—@-) :/f(tg—e)g(e)dO a.s.

J—o0 J—00

The randomly shifted curves model (L2]) is close to the perturbation model introduced by [Goo91]
in shape analysis for the study of consistent estimation of a mean pattern from a set of random planar
shapes. The mean pattern to estimate in [Goo91] is called a population mean, but to stress the fact that
it comes from a perturbation model [Hucl0] uses the term perturbation mean. To achieve consistency in
such models, a Procrustean procedure is used in [Goo91], which leads to the statistical analysis of sample
Fréchet means [EFré48] which are extensions of the usual Euclidean mean to non-linear spaces using non-
Fuclidean metrics. For random variables belonging to a nonlinear manifold, a well-known example is the
computation of the mean of a set of planar shapes in the Kendall’s shape space [Ken84] which leads to the
Procrustean means studied in [Goo91]. Consistent estimation of a mean planar shape has been studied
by various authors, see e.g. [Goo91l [KM97, [KBCL99, [Le98| [LK00]. A detailed study of some properties
of the Fréchet mean in finite dimensional Riemannian manifolds (such as consistency and uniqueness) has
been performed in [Zie77, [(OC95, BP03, BP05), Hucl0l Huclll [Afs11] .

The main goal of this paper is to introduce statistical deformable models for curve and image analysis
that are analogue to Goodall’s perturbation models [Goo91], and to build consistent estimators of a mean
pattern in such models. Our approach is inspired by Grenander’s pattern theory which considers that
the curves or images f; in model (IL1]) are obtained through the deformation of a mean pattern by a Lie
group action [Gre93l [GMOT]. In the last decade, there has been a growing interest in transformation Lie
groups to model the geometric variability of images, and the study of the properties of such deformation
groups is now an active field of research (see e.g. [MYO0Il [TYO05] and references therein). There is also
currently a growing interest in statistics on the use of Lie group actions to analyze geometric modes of
variability of a data set [HHMI10al, [HHMI10b].

To describe more formally geometric variability, denote by L?(€2) the set of square integrable real-
valued functions on §2, and by P an open subset of R?. To the set P, we associate a parametric family
of operators (Tp)gep such that for each @ € P the operator Ty : L?(Q2) — L?(f2) represents a geometric
deformation (parametrized by 0) of a curve or an image. Examples of such deformation operators include
the cases of:

- Shifted curves: Tof(t) := f(t — ), with Q = [0,1], f € L2_,.([0,1]) (the space of periodic functions in
L?([0,1]) with period 1) and P an open set of R.

- Rigid deformation of two-dimensional images:

Tof(t) := f(e*Rat —b), for 8 = (a,,b) € P,



cos(a) —sin(a)
sin(a)  cos(a)

with Q = R?, P C R x R x R? where R, = < > is a rotation matrix in R?, e® is

an isotropic scaling and b a translation in R2.

- Deformation by a Lie group action: the two above cases are examples of a Lie group action on the
space L2(2) (see [Hel01] for an introduction to Lie groups). More generally, assume that G is a
connected Lie group of dimension p acting on 2, meaning that for any (g,t) € G x € the action - of
G onto (2 is such that g -t € 0. In general, G is not a linear space but can be locally parametrized
by a its Lie algebra G ~ RP using the exponential map exp : G — G. If P C RP. This leads for
(0, f) € P x L*(Q) to define the deformation operators

Tof(t) := [ (exp(0) - 1).

- Non-rigid deformation of curves or images: assume that one can construct a family (¢g)gep of paramet-
ric diffeomorphisms of  (see e.g. [BGL09]). Then, for (8, f) € P x L?*(Q), define the deformation
operators

Tof(t) := f (ta(t)) -

Then, in model (L)), we assume that the f;’s have a certain homogeneity in structure in the sense that
there exists some f € L?(2) such that

fi(t) = To: [f+Z;]t), forallteQ, and j=1,...,J, (1.3)

where 0;— €P, j=1,...,J areii.d. random variables (independent of the ag’s) with an unknown density
g with compact support © included in P satisfying:

Assumption 1.1. The density g of the 87 ’s is continuously differentiable on P and has a compact support
O included in P C RP. We assume that © can be written

O={0=(0",....0") RV, |0""|<p, 1<p; <p} (1.4)
where p > 0.

The function f in model (I.3]) represents the unknown mean pattern of the f;’s. The Z;’s are supposed

to be independent of the E?’S and are i.i.d. realizations of a second order centered Gaussian process Z

taking its values in L?(£2). The Zj’s represent the individual variations in intensity around f, while the

random operators Ty, model geometric deformations in time or space. Then, if we assume that the Tp’s

are linear operators, equation (L3]) leads to the following statistical deformable model for curve or image
analysis

Y= To: f(te) + To: Z;(te) +oel, j=1,....J, and (=1,...,n, (1.5)

where E§ are i.i.d. normal variables with zero mean and variance 1.

Model (LX) could be also called a perturbation model using the terminology in [Goo91l [Hucl0] for
shape analysis. To be more precise, let Y € R"*2 be a set of n points in R? representing a planar shape.
Define a deformation operator Ty for 8 = (a,a,b) € © = R x [0, 271] x R? acting on R"*? in the following
way

ToY = Y Ry + 1,1, where R, — ( <°5(®) —sim(a@) )
sin(a)  cos(a)

and 1,, = (1,...,1) € R". Consistent estimation of a mean shape has been first studied in [Goo91] when
a set of random shapes Y1,...,Y s is drawn from the following perturbation model
Y, = To(+C;)s j =1, (1.6)
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Model (L6) is similar to the statistical deformable model (L5), where p € R™ 2 is the unknown
perturbation mean to estimate, and ¢; are i.i.d. random vectors in R™ 2 with zero mean. Nevertheless,
there exists major differences between our approach and the one in [Goo91]. First, in model (LI]), the
deformations parameters 0;- are assumed to be random variables following an unknown distribution,
whereas they are just nuisance parameters in model (6] for shape analysis, see [Goo91, [KM97]. In
some applications (e.g. in biomedical imaging [JDJGO04]), it is of interest to reconstruct the unobserved
parameters 0; and to estimate their distribution. One of the main contribution of this paper is then to
construct upper and lower bounds for the estimation of such deformation parameters. Moreover, in model
(L3, they are too additive error terms, whereas the model (L) only include the error term ¢;. In model
(T3], the E§ is an additive noise modeling the errors in the measurements, while the Z;’s model (possibly
smooth) variations in intensity of the individuals around the mean pattern f.

In [KM97], the authors studied the relationship between isotropicity of the additive noise ¢ ; and the
convergence of Procrustean procedures to the perturbation mean p as J — +oo. It is shown in [KM97]
that, for isotropic errors, Procrustean means are consistent, but that, for non-isotropic errors, they may
not converge to p. For a recent discussion on the issues of consistency of sample Procrustes means in
perturbation models and extension to non-metrical Fréchet means, we refer to [Hucl0] and [Hucll]. In this
paper, we carefully analyze the role of the dimension n and the number of samples J on the consistency
of Procrustean means in model (I5]). To obtain consistent procedures, we show that it is not required to
impose very restrictive conditions on the error terms Z; such as isotropicity for the ¢; in (L8] for shape
analysis. Here, the key quantity is the dimension n of the data (number of design points) which plays the
central role to guarantee the converge of our estimators. This point is another major difference with the
approach of statistical shape analysis [Goo91] that does not take into account the dimensionality of the
shape space to analyze the consistency of Procrustean estimators.

Note that a subclass of the deformable model (LH) is the so-called shape invariant model (SIM)

Yf:TO;f(tg)Jraeﬁ, j=1,...,J, and £=1,...,n, (1.7)

i.e. without incorporating in (L)) the additive terms Z;.

The goal of this paper is twofold. First, we propose a general methodology for estimating f and the
07’s based on observations coming from model (LEH). For this purpose, we show that an appropriate tool is
the notion of sample Fréchet mean of a data set [Fré48| [Zie77, BP03] that has been widely studied in shape
analysis [Goo91l [KM97] [Le98, [LKO0, [Hucl0] and more recently in biomedical imaging [JDJGO04, [Pen06].
Secondly, we study the consistency of the resulting estimators in various asymptotic settings: either when
n and J both tend to infinity, or when n is fixed and J — +o00, or when J is fixed and n — +oc.

1.2 Organization of the paper

Section Plcontains a description of our estimating procedure and a review of previous work in mean pattern
estimation. In Section [B] we derive a lower bound for the quadratic risk of estimators of the deformation
parameters. In Section Ml we discuss some identifiability issues in model (L3]). In Section Bl we derive
consistency results for the Fréchet mean in the case (L2) of randomly shifted curves. In Section [6] and
Section [7 we give general conditions to extend these results to the more general deformable model (LE]).
Section [8 contains some numerical experiments. A small conclusion with some perspectives are given in
Section @ All proofs are postponed to a technical Appendix.



2 The estimating procedure

2.1 A dissimilarity measure based on deformation operators

To define a notion of sample Fréchet mean for curves or images, let us suppose that the family of defor-
mation operators (Tp)gep is invertible in the sense that there exists a family of operators (Tp)gep such
that for any (0, f) € P x L?(Q)

Tof € L(Q) and TyTof = f.

Then, for two functions f, h € L?(2) introduce the following dissimilarity measure

- 2
(0. f) = jnt /Q (Tohtt) — £(1)) .
If d%(h, f) = 0 then there exists 8 € P such that f = Toh meaning that the functions f and h are
equal up to a geometric deformation. Note that dr is not necessarily a distance on L?(f2), but it can be
used to define a notion of sample Fréchet mean of data from model (IL5]). For this purpose let F denote
a subspace of L?(2) and suppose that fj are smooth functions in F C L?(f2) obtained from the data
Yf, £=1,...,nfor j =1,...,J, see Section [(.2] and Section for precise definitions. Following the
definition of a Fréchet mean in general metric space [Fré48], define an estimator of the mean pattern f as

A~

J
f= argmin%Zd?p(fj,f). (2.1)
j=1

feFr

Note that f falls into the category of non-metrical sample Fréchet means whose definitions and asymptotic
properties are discussed in [Hucl0] for random variables belonging to Riemannian manifolds. However,
unlike the usual approach in shape analysis, the Fréchet mean (2.1]) is based on smoothed data. In what
follows, we show that smoothing is a key preliminary step to obtain the convergence of f to the mean
pattern f in the deformable model (IL5]). It can be easily shown that the computation of f can be done
in two steps: first minimize the following criterion

(01,...,0;) = argmin M(6q,...,0;), (2.2)
(01,...,9(])6@‘]
where
1< - 1. . 2
M(6y,...,00) =5 Z/Q <T9jfj(t) -3 > To, j’(t)> dt, (2.3)
j=1 j'=1
which gives an estimation of the deformation parameters 07, ...,0%, and then in a second step take
X 1.
fty =+ ZTéjfj(t), fort € Q, (2.4)
j=1

as an estimator of the mean pattern f.

Note that this two steps procedure belongs to the category of Procrustean methods (see e.g [DMO98]
Goo91]). A similar approach to (2.2) has been developed by [JDJGO04] in the context of biomedical images
using diffeomorphic deformation operators.



2.2 Previous work in mean pattern estimation and geometric variability analysis

Estimating the mean pattern of a set of curves that differ by a time transformation is usually referred
to as the curves registration problem, see e.g. |[GK92, Big06, RLO1, WG97, [LM04]. However, in these
papers, studying consistent estimators of the mean pattern f as the number of curves J and design points
n tend to infinity is not considered. For the SIM (I.7]), a semiparametric point of view has been proposed
in [GLMO07] and [Vim10] to estimate non-random deformation parameters (such as shifts and amplitudes)
as the number n of observations per curve grows, but with a fixed number J of curves. A generalisation
of this semiparametric approach for two-dimensional images is proposed in [BGV(09]. The case of image
deformations by a Lie group action is also investigated in [BLV10] from a semiparametric point of view
using a SIM.

In the simplest case of randomly shifted curves in a SIM, [BGI10] have studied minimax estimation of
the mean pattern f by letting only the number J of curves going to infinity. Self-modelling regression (SE-
MOR) methods proposed by [KGS8§| are semiparametric models where each observed curve is a parametric
transformation of the same regression function. However, the SEMOR approach does not incorporate a
random fluctuations in intensity of the individuals around a mean pattern f through an unknown process
Z; as in model (LE). The authors in [KG8§| studied the consistency of the SEMOR approach using a
Procrustean algorithm. Recently, there has also been a growing interest on the development of statistical
deformable models for image analysis and the construction of consistent estimators of a mean pattern,
see [GMO1, BGV09, BGL0O9, [AATOT7, [AKT(9).

3 Lower bounds for the estimation of the deformation parameters

In this section, we derive non-asymptotic lower bounds for the quadratic risk of an arbitrary estimator of
the deformation parameters under the following smoothness assumption of the mapping (6,t) — To f(1).

Assumption 3.1. For all 8 = (0',...,07) € P, Ty : L*(Q) — L%*(Q) is a linear operator such that
the function t — Ogri To f(t) exists and belongs to L*(Q) for any p1 = 1,...,p. Moreover, there exists a
constant C (0O, f) > 0 such that

109 To f 1172 < C(8, f),

forallpyr=1,...,p and 6 € O.

3.1 Shape Invariant Model

Theorem 3.1. Consider the SIM (I7) and suppose that Assumption [3.1] holds. Assume that g satisfies
Assumption [L1, and that [ ||0glog (9(0)|* 9(8)dO < +c0. Let 6 € P/ be any estimator (a measurable
function of the data) of 0* = (07,...,0%). Then, for any n > 1 and J > 1,

a’n~

(0, f) +o?n" [, 1|96 log (9(6))|* 9(0)d6

where C (0, f) is the constant defined in Assumption [31], and ||-||gps is the standard Euclidean norm in
R/,

1

L. *
E {jllf)—@ wa] > 5 (3.1)

The lower bound given in inequality (3.1]) does not decrease as J increases. Thus, if the number n of
design points is fixed, increasing the number J of curves (or images) does not improve the quality of the
estimation of the deformation parameters for any estimator 6. Nevertheless, this lower bound is going to
0 as the dimension n — 4o00.



3.2 General model

The main difference between the general model (L3]) and the SIM (7)) is the extra error terms To: Z;,

j =1,...,J. In what follows, Eg[ - | denotes expectation conditionally to # € ©7. Since the random
processes Z;’s are observed through the action of the random deformation operators 7 o it is necessary
to specify how the Tg;s ’s modify the law of the process Z;.

Assumption 3.2. There exists a positive semi-definite symmetric n X n matriz 3,(0) such that the
covariance matriz of Z = [Z(t,)|}_, satisfies Eg[ToZ(ToZ)'| = ,(0).

This assumption means that the law of the random process Z is somewhat invariant by the deformation
operators Ty. Such an hypothesis is similar to the condition given in [KM97] to ensure consistency of
Fréchet mean estimators in Kendall’s shape space using model similar to (L) with o = 0. After a
normalization step, the deformations considered in [KM97] are rotations of the plane, and the authors
in [KM97] study the case where the law of the error term Z is isotropic, that is to say, invariant by the
action of rotations.

Theorem 3.2. Consider the general model ([L3l). Suppose that Assumption [31] and [3.2 hold. Assume
that the density g satisfies Assumption 11 and that [ ||0g log (9(0))]? 9(8)dO < +oc. Let @ € P be any
estimator (a measurable function of the data) of 0* = (67,...,0%). Then, for anyn >1 and J > 1, we
have

(02 + 52(6))n~"!
(6, ) + (0% +52(©))n" [, 196, log (9(6))[* 9(6)d6

L.~ *
B | 210~ 6"1 | 2 (32)

where C(©, f) is the constant defined in Assumption [31), and s2(©) denotes the smallest eigenvalue of
¥,(0).

Again, the lower bound (3.2]) does not depends on J. Thus, increasing the number J of observations
does not decrease the quadratic risk of any estimator of the deformations parameters. Moreover, the

lower bound (B.2)) tends to zero as n — 400 only if lim,—, oo n " 1s2(0) = 0.

3.3 Application to the shifted curves model
Consider the shifted curves model (I.2]) with an equi-spaced design, namely

Vi=f(t-0)+2;(£-6))+oc}, j=1,...,J and £=1,...,n (3.3)
Theorem 3.3. Consider the model [3.3). Assume that f is continuously differentiable on [0,1] and that
Z is a centered stationary process with value in L2,.([0,1]). Suppose that © = [—p,p] with p < § and

Jo (Oglog (9(0)))? g(8)dO < +oc. Let @ € RY be any estimator of the true random shifts 8* = (6%, ...,6%),
i.e. a measurable function of the data in model {3.3). Then, for any n > 1 and J > 1
n—1g2

>
T 815 + nlo? [ (9g log (9(8)))* g(8)d6

where |0¢f ||, = supsejo1) 110:f ()|} with Oy f denoting the first derivative of f.

LA *
E [jua i Hﬁy} , (3.4



4 Identifiability conditions

4.1 The shifted curves model

Without any further assumptions, the randomly shifted curves model (33]) is not identifiable. Indeed, if
0o € O satisfies 07 + 09 € ©, j = 1,...,J, then replacing f(-) by f(- — 6o) and 6} by 8] + 8y does not
change the formulation of model ([3.3]). Choosing identifiability conditions amounts to impose constraints
on the minimization of the criterion

1 < . 1< . 2
D(6) = j;/ﬂ (f(t—Oj +6;) — jj;f(t—ej,wj,)) dt, (4.1)

for @ = (01,...,0;) € ©7, which can be interpreted as a version without noise of the criterion ([Z.2)) using
the ideal smoothers f;(-) = f(- — 7). Obviously, the criterion D(@) has a minimum at 6" = (67, ...,6%)
such that D(0*) = 0, but this minimizer of D on © is clearly not unique. If the true shifts are supposed
to have zero mean (i.e. [g0g(0)d6 = 0) it is natural to introduce the constrained set

©) = {(61,...,0,) €07, 61 +...+ 6, =0} (4.2)

It is shown in [BG10] Lemma 6, that if f € L?([0,1]) is such that fol f(t)e™®mtdt £ 0 and if p < 1/4 (recall
that © = [—p, p]), then the criterion D () has a unique minimum on @y in the sense that D(0) > D(6g,)
for all @ € ©¢ with 8 # Og  where

J
_ _ _ 1
0o, = (01 —6",...,05—0") with 8" = 529;. (4.3)
j=1
Under such assumptions, we will compute estimators of the random shifts by minimizing the criterion

([22)) over the constrained set ®q and not directly on ©7. Consistency of such constrained estimators will
then be studied under the following identifiability conditions:

Assumption 4.1. The mean pattern f is such that fol ft)e~2mtdt £ 0.

Assumption 4.2. The support of the density g is included in [—p', p'] for some 0 < p' < & < 1/4 and is
such that [o60g(0)d0 = 0.

Under such assumptions, D(6) can be bounded from below by the quadratic function %6 — 06, °
which will be an important property to derive consistent estimators.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that Assumptions [{.1] and hold with p < 1/16. Then, for any 6 =
(61,...,0)) € ©g, one has that

1
D(6) — D(0e,) = C(f,0)516 - 06, II°.

where C(f, p) > 0 is a constant depending only on f and p.

Assumption [£.2] and the condition that p < 1/16 in Proposition .1l mean that the support of the
density g of the shifts is sufficiently small, and that the shifted curves f;(t) = f(t — 67) are in some sense
concentrated around the mean pattern f. Such an assumption of concentration of the data around the
same mean pattern has been used in various papers to prove the uniqueness and the consistency of Fréchet
means for random variables lying in a Riemannian manifold, see [Kar77), Le98, BP03) [Afs11] [Ken90].



4.2 The general case

In the case of general deformation operators, define for @ = (81,...,0;) € ©7 the criterion

D(0) :%i:/ (Tg To: f( %zi:T Tor, f >2dt (4.4)

Obviously, using that for all @ € ©, TpTgf = f, the criterion D(8) has a minimum at 8* = (0%,...,0%)
such that D(0*) = 0. However, without any further restrictions the minimizer of D() is not necessarily
unique on ©7.

Assumption 4.3. Let ® C ©7 such that there exists a unique 0% € O satisfying D(0g) =0

Then, © is the set onto which we will carry the minimization of the criterion M (0) ([23]). In the case of
shifted curves and under Assumption 4.1l and 2] the only set onto which the criterion D vanishes is the
line {6* + 601 ;, 8 € R} C R’, where 17 = (1,...,1) € R’. An easy way to choose the set © is to take
a linear subset of ©7, see Figure [ for an illustration. By considering the subset

©=0"N1+t={(6,...,0,)c0’, 6,+...+6,=0},

where 1 ;% is the orthogonal of 1; in R, then Assumption EL3is satisfied with 8, given in ([E3). More
generally, if the deformation parameters 6;, j = 1,...,.J are supposed to be random variables with zero

mean, then optimizing D(€) on ©y is a natural choice. Another identifiability condition for shifted curves
is proposed in [GLMO07] and [Vim10] by taking

©,=0"Nne;t={(0,,...,0,)c0’, 6, =0} (4.5)
where e; = (1,0,...,0) € R’. In this case, 8, = (0,05—07,...,6%—6}). Choosing to minimize D(6) on

©®; amounts to choose the first curve as a reference onto which all the others curves are aligned, meaning
that the first shift 8] is not random, see Figure [Il

£0 Ll PJ

{9* + 6ol y, O € R}

9/*/
*(90

(’*6/

Figure 1: Choice of identifiability conditions for shifted curves in the case J = 2.

Following the classical guidelines in M-estimation (see e.g. [vdV98]), a necessary condition to ensure
the convergence of M -estimators such as (2.2]) is that the local minima of D(6) over © are well separated
from the global minimum of D(0) at 8 = 0g (satisfying D(0g) = 0). The following assumption can be
interpreted in this sense.



Assumption 4.4. For all @ € ® we have
* 1 *
D(B) - D(6) > C(©, F) 70— 6 (1.6)

for a constant C(®,F) > 0 independent of J.

In the shifted curve model, Assumption [£.4] is verified if Assumption [4.1] and hold (see Proposition

[4T]).

5 Consistent estimation in the shifted curves model

In this section, we give conditions to ensure consistency of the estimators defined in Section [ in the
shifted curves model ([B.3]) with an equi-spaced design.
5.1 The random perturbations Z;

Following the assummtions of Theorem 3.3, Z will be supposed to be a stationary process Z with covari-
ance function R : [0,1] — R. The law of Z is thus invariant by the action of a shift. Conditionally to
0 € O, the covariance of the vector Tg;s Z; = [Zj(é — 0;)]?:1 is a Toeplitz matrix equals to

%, = Eg: [To: Z;(Tg: Z;)'] = [E [Z (L) z (%)HZZZl - [R (M;n“)]zz:l : (5.1)

Let Ymax(X,) be the largest eigenvalue of the matrix X,. It follows from standard results on Toeplitz
matrices (see e.g. [HJ90]) that

n—+oo n

tax(Za) < Tim L3[R ()| =5 52)
k=1

where v = fol |R(t)| dt is a positive constant independent of n representing an upper bound of the variance
of Z.
5.2 Choice of the smoothed estimators fj

A convenient choice for the smoothing of the observed curves in ([B.3]) is to do low-pass Fourier filtering.
Let ¢;, = 1577, nge_ﬁ”k% fork=—(n—-1)/2,...,(n —1)/2 (assuming for simplicity that n is odd),
and define for a spectral cut-off parameter A € N and ¢ € [0, 1] the linear estimators

)= ¢jne™™. (5.3)
k<A
Then, define the Sobolev ball H(A) of radius A > 0 and regularity s > 0 as
Hy(A) = { £ € 12,0, 1), S (1+ KP)° lew ()P < A}, (5.4)

keZ

with ¢ (f) = fol f(t)e~ 27kt qt k € 7 for a function f € L2,,.([0,1]), and take F = H,(A) as the smoothness

per
class to which the mean pattern f is supposed to belong.
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5.3 Consistent estimation of the random shifts

Using low-pass filtering, and following the discussion in Section d.T]on identifiability issues, the estimators
of the random shifts 67, ..., 0% are given by

0" =(©),....0)) = argmin My(61,....0,). (5.5)
(01,..-,07)€O0

where the criterion M), (0) = My(01,...,0,) for 8 € ©7 is

1 J . 1 J ) 2
My\(6) = jZ/Q <f}(t+9j) o ij\/(t+9j’)> dt
j=1 J'=1

and O is the constrained set defined in (4.2]).

Theorem 5.1. Consider the model (33) and let 0" be the estimator defined by (B.0). Assume that
F = Hi(A) for some A > 0 and s > 1, and that Z is a centered stationary process with value in
L2,,.([0,1]) and covariance function R : [0,1] — R. Suppose that Assumptions [{.1] and [[.3 hold with

per

p < 1/16. Then, for any A > 1 and x > 0

1 -
P(jue)\ - O*HI%&J > 01(67]:7 f)Al(:Ev J,TL,A,OQ,’}/) + A2(£7 J)) < 46_:67

with Ay(z, J,n, \,0%,7) = (U2+’Y)( v(z, J,n,\)+v(x, J,n, )\)) + (x/B()\,n)—i-B()\,n)) and As(x,J) =

2
< 27”6 + %) , where C1 (0, F, ) > 0 is constant depending only on ©,F, f, v(x, J,n,\) = ”‘TH (1 + 45 + w/4%)
, BO\n) =248 L A"% and v = [ |R(t)| dt.

n

First, remark that for fixed values of n and A, then limy_,, o Aa2(x, J) = 0. The term A;(z, J,n, X, 02,7)
depends on the spectral cutoff A via the bias B(A,n) and the variance v(z,J,n,\) of the estimators fj.
By choosing a sequence A = A\, such that lim, . Ay, = +00 and lim,_, 1 )‘7” = 0 (tradeoff between
low variance and low bias) it follows that for fixed J and z > 0, then lim,, o A1 (z, J, 7, \p, 02,7) = 0.
However, if n remains fixed, then lim_, o A1 (z,J,n, A, 02,7) > 0.

Thus, Theorem [B.1] is consistent with the conclusions of Theorem B3] that is, if n is fixed, then it is
not possible to estimate 8* by letting only J grows to infinity. Hence, under the assumptions of Theorem

ol
5.0, one can only prove the convergence in probability of @ to the true shifts 8* by taking the double
asymptotic n — +oo and J — 400, provided the smoothing parameter A = A, is well chosen.

5.4 Consistent estimation of the mean pattern
In the case of randomly shifted curves, the Fréchet mean estimator 1)) of f is fA(t) = 1 Z}-Izl fj’\(t—i-éj)

Theorem 5.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem[5. 1), for any A > 1 and x > 0
]P)<Hf)\ - f”%Q 2 C2(@7‘F7 f)Al(.Z', J,TL, )‘7 0'277) + C3(@7 f)AQ(‘Ta J)) S 46—.’27

where Ay(z,J,n,\,02,7) and As(z,J) are defined in Theorem 51, C2(0,F, f) and C3(O, f) are positive
constants depending only on ©,F, f, and ||f>‘ - f\|%2 = fol ‘f/\(t) - f(t)‘2 dt.

11



Similar comments to those made on the consistency of the estimators of the shifts can be made. A
double asymptotic in n and J is needed to show that the Fréchet mean f A converges in probability to the
true mean pattern f. Moreover, if A, is too large (e.g. such that lim, )‘7" # 0, which correspond to
undersmoothing), then Theorem [5.2] cannot be used to prove that f* converges to f in probability. This
illustrates the fact that, to achieve consistency, a sufficient amount of pre-smoothing is necessary before
computing the Fréchet mean (2.1]).

5.5 A lower bound for the Fréchet mean

From the results of Theorem [3.3] it is expected that the Fréchet mean f A does not converge to f in the
setting n fixed and J — +oo. To support this argument, consider the following ideal estimator

J
1 .
JE:f]t—i-O j§: ft—07+8)), forallte[o,1], (5.6)

where f;(t) = f(t —67),5 =1,...,J. This corresponds to the case of an ideal smoothing step from the

data (B33]) that would yield fj = fj forall j =1,...,J. Obviously, f(t) is not an estimator since it
depends on the unobserved quantities f and 0;, but we can consider it as a benchmark to analyse the
converge of the Fréchet mean f* to f.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem are satisfied with p < %. Then, for any
n > 1, there exists Jy € N such that J > Jy implies

n~lo?

18:f1%, +n~'0? [ (36 log (9(6)))* 9(6)d6
where the constant C(f, p) > 0 depends on f and p.

E(lf = fllz2] = C(f,p) (5.7)

Hence, in the setting n fixed and J — +o0, even the ideal estimator f does not converge to f for the
expected quadratic risk. This illustrates the central role played by the dimension n of the data to obtain
consistent estimators.

6 Notations and main assumptions in the general case

6.1 Smoothness of the mean pattern and the deformation operators

In this part, the notation (Lg)gep is used to denote either (Tg)gep or their inverse (Tg)gep-

Assumption 6.1. For all @ € P, Lg : L*(Q2) — L*(Q) is a linear operator satisfying Lof € F for all
f € F. There exists a constant C(©) > 0 such that for any f € L*(Q2) and 6 € ©

I£of1z2 < CO)IIfII7
and a constant C(F,©) > 0 such that for any f € F and 01,03 € O,
|To, f —To,fl72 < C(F,©) |61 — 62]*.

Assumption can be interpreted as a Lipschitz condition on the mapping (f,0) — Lgf. The first
inequality, that is |[Lgf H%z < CO)|f H%z, means that the action of the operator Lg does not change
too much the norm of f when 6 varies in ©. Such an assumption on Ty and its inverse Ty forces the
optimization problem (Z2]) to have non trivial solutions by avoiding the functional M (@) in (2.3) being
arbitrarily small. It can be easily checked that Assumption is satisfied in the case (L.2)) of shifted
curves with 7 = Hg(A) and s > 1.

12



6.2 The preliminary smoothing step

For j = 1,...,J the fj’s are supposed to belong to the class of linear estimators in the sense of the
following definition:

Definition 6.1. Let A denote either N or Ry (set of smoothing parameters). To every A € A is associated
a non-random vector valued function Sy : @ — R"™ such that for all j=1,...,J and allt € Q

ft) = £ ) = (53, Y5),
where (-,-) denotes the standard inner product in R" and Y; = (Yf)?zl e R™

Assumption 6.2. For all A € A and all £ = 1,...,n, the function t — Sf\(t) belong to L%(Y), where
S4(t) denotes the (-th component of the vector Sx(t). Moreover, for all A\ € A, f € F and 6 € O, the
function t — (S\(t), Tef) belongs to F where Tof = (Tgf(tg))?zl.

In the case (I.2]) of randomly shifted curves with an equi-spaced design, then Assumption holds

. n
with Sy(t) = [% 2 lkl<x elzﬂk(t_%)] . Let us now specify how the bias/variance behavior of the linear

estimators fj’\ depends on the smoothing parameter A. For this, consider for some function f € F the
following regression model
Y= flty) +oet, 6=1,...n,

where the g,’s are i.i.d normal variables with zero mean and variance 1. The performances of a linear
estimator fA(t) = (S\(t),Y), where Y = (Y;)L_,, can be evaluated in term of the expected quadratic risk
Ry(f?, f) defined by

RA(fA f) == EH(fA—f)Hiz :/Q]B,\(f,t)\zdt—kaz/S)VA(t)dt,

where By and Vj denote the usual bias and variance of f* given by By(f,t) = (S\(t),f) — f(t) and
VA(t) = [|SA(t)||2n , for t € Q, where f = (f(tg))zzl. Define also V(A) = [, VA(t)dt, and let us make the

following assumption on the asymptotic behavior of the bias/variance of f)‘:

Assumption 6.3. There exist a constant k(F) > 0 and a real-valued function A — B(X), such that for
all f € F,
IBAS, 72 = 1SAC) £) = FO)I72 < R(F)BN).

Moreover there exists a sequence of smoothing parameters (Ap)nen € AN with limy, 400 An = +00 such
that lim, oo B(A\y) =0 and lim, 4o V(A,) = 0.

Let us illustrate Assumption in the case of shifted curves with an equi-spaced design, and a
smoothing step obtained by low-pass Fourier filtering. As in Section [l take F = Hg(A) defined in
(G4). In this setting, V()\) = 2+L. Tt can be also checked that || By(f,-)||72 < C(A)B()) for some
positive constant C'(A) depending only on A, and B(\) = ”‘TH + A72%. Thus, Assumption holds with

1
Ap = n2FL,

6.3 Random perturbation of the mean pattern f by the Z,’s
Assumption 6.4. For any n > 1, there exists a real v,(©) > 0 such that for any 6 € ©

Ymax (EB [TBZ(TBZ)/]) < 'Vn(@)

13



where ToZ = (T@Z(tg))?:1 € R™, and ymax(A) denotes the largest eigenvalue of a symmetric matriz A.
Moreover,
lim ~,(0)/V(A\,) =0, (6.1)
n—o0

where V(A,) is the variance defined in Assumption [G.3.

Intuitively, the condition (6.I)) means that the variance of the linear smoother Sy(-) has to be asymp-
totically smaller that the maximal correlations (measured by v,(©)) between TpZ(t;) and TgZ(ty) for
0,0/ =1,...,n and all 8 € ©. In the case of randomly shifted curves with an equi-spaced design, a simple
condition for which Assumption holds is the case where Z is stationary process (see the arguments in

Section [5.1]).

7 Consistency in the general case

7.1 Consistent estimation of the deformation parameters

Consider for A € A the following estimator of the deformation parameters
A\
0 = argmin M, (0),
0cO

where
J 2
M30) = 3 3 [ (T, (5300.Y5) — 5 30 Fo, (5500, ¥,) ) (1)

and O is the constrained set introduced in Assumption [4.3l The estimator 9)\ thus depends on the choice
of @, and it will be shown that 9/\ is a consistent estimator of the vector Og € RP’ defined in Assumption
43l Note that depending on the problem at hand and the choice of the constrained set @, it can be shown
that Og is close to the true deformation parameters 6. For example, in the case of shifted curves, if

© = O defined in ([{.2]) and if the density g of the shifts has zero mean, then fe, = (67 — 6",...,05-6)
with * = %ijl 67 can be shown to be close to 8" (see Lemma [C.lin the Appendix). This allows to

A
show the consistency of 8" to 8" as formulated in Theorem Bl Therefore, the next result only bounds

-\
the distance between 6 and Og.

Theorem 7.1. Consider the model (LB and suppose that Assumptions[I.1), [1.3, and 6.1 to [6.4] hold
withn >1 and J > 2. Then, for any A € A and x > 0

P( 516"~ 012, 2C1(6,0.7,1)[(1(6) + ) (Vilw TN + ol )

+ (VB + B(A))]) < 2e7, (7.2)
with C1(©,0,F, f) >0, v(z, J,\) := V() (1 +4% + \/@)

Using Assumptions [6.3] and [6.4] it follows that lim, . %L(@)< v(x, J,\p) + v(x, J, /\n)) = 0 for

A\
any x > 0 and J > 2. If J remains fixed, Theorem [T.I] thus implies that & converges in probability to
0% as n — +oo. To the contrary, let us fix n, and consider an asymptotic setting where only J — +o0.
For any x > 0 and A € A, limj_ 4o v(z, J,\) = V(N). Therefore, Theorem [T.I] cannot be used to prove

A\ AN
that @ converges to g as J — +oco. This confirms that 6 is not a consistent estimator of g (and
thus of 8*) as n remains fixed and J tends to infinity.
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7.2 Consistent estimation of the mean pattern
Recall that the estimator f* of the mean pattern f is defined as f* = §Zj=1 T o f])‘ We study the
j

consistency of f)‘ with respect to the shape function

1 -
-ZjZTe* To: f,

defined for 0g = ([0g]1,...,[06]s). Again, depending on the problem at hand and the choice of the
constrained set @, it can be shown that fg is close to the true mean pattern f. For example, in the case
of shifted curves with ©® = © defined in (€2, then fg, = (07—6",...,05—6") with 8" = < 23] 105 In

this case fé,(t) == % Z}Izl ft=0;+[0g,l;) = f(t—8"). Hence, under the condition that Jo 09(0)d6 =0,
then 8" ~ 0 for J sufficiently large, and thus f&(t) is close to f which allows to show the consistency of
f)‘ to f as formulated in Theorem [5.2]

Theorem 7.2. Consider the model (L5l and suppose that Assumptions[1.1, [{.3, [{-4) and[61 to[6.4] hold.
Then, for any A € A and x > 0

P17~ follt 2Ca(0. 0.7, 1)(3(0) + %) (Vi 70 + v(z. 10)
+ (\/W + B(A))D < 277, (7.3)

where C3(©,0,F, f) > 0 is a constant depending only ©, @, F, and f.

The consistency of f A to f& is thus guaranteed when n goes to infinity provided the level of smoothing
A =\, is chosen so that lim, o V(A\y) = lim,— 1 o0 B(A,) = 0. Again, if n remains fixed and only J is
let going to infinity then Theorem [7.2] cannot be used to prove the convergence of f* to &

8 Numerical experiments for randomly shifted curves

Consider the model (3.3]) with random shifts 8; having a uniform density g with compact support equal
to [—1, 2], and f(t) = 9sin(2rt) 4+ 2cos(8mt) for t € [0,1] as a mean pattern, see Figure For the
constrained set we took

0 ={0c[-43]" 01+ +0,=0}.

We use Fourier low pass filtering with spectral cut-off to A = 7 which is reasonable value to reconstruct
f representing a good tradeoff between bias and variance. We present some results of simulations under
various assumptions of the process Z and the level o of additive noise in the measurements.

Shape invariant model (SIM). The first numerical applications illustrate the role of n and J in the
SIM model. Figure gives a sample of the data used with ¢ = 2. The factors in the simulations are
the number J of curves and the number of design points n. For each combination of these two factors, we
simulate M = 20 repetitions of model ([B.3]). For each repetition we computed %|]9)\—9*H2 and || A~ f|12,
Boxplot of these quantities are displayed in Figure and respectively, for J = 20,40,...,100 and
n = 512 (in gray) and n = 1024 (in black). As the smoothing parameter is fixed to A = 7, increasing n
simply reduces the variance of the linear smoothers f;‘. Recall that the lower bound given in Theorem

B3 shows that ZE[||0* — 9)\\\2] does not decrease as J increases but should be smaller when the number
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Figure 2: @ mean pattern f. @ J = 3 noisy curves in the SIM with o = 2. J = 3 noisy curves with
o = (0 and a stationary process Z with ¢ = 4.

1 0.15
0.8 !
0.1 1
0.6f T -
B hn T

04 H B 3 = .

E : - o 0.05 = T i
pn— . x El —

0.2 - - . - *
e B2 = = 5 = =
= - ==

=

0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 6 0 100

(a) (b)

A\ o
Figure 3: Boxplot of §||0 — 0’(‘90”2 [(a)] and || f* — f@OH%2 [(b)] over M = 20 repetitions from a SIM model
of shifted curves. Boxplot in gray correspond to n = 512, and in black to n = 1024.

of point n increases. This is exactly what we observe in Figure Bl Similarly, the quantity ||f* — f 12, is
clearly smaller with n = 1024 than with n = 512.

Complete model. We now add the terms Z; in ([B.3) to model linear variations in amplitude of the
curves around the template f. First, we generate a stationary periodic Gaussian process. To do this,
the covariance matrix must be a particular Toeplitz matrix. As suggested in [Gre93] one possibility is to
choose

o ePt=1/2) | p=9(t-1/2)

Rt =< — i on

where ¢ is a strictly positive parameter (we took ¢ = 4) and ¢ a variance parameter. The level of additive

noise is ¢ = 8, and we took ¢ = 4. As an illustration, in Figure we plot f + Z;, j = 1,2,3 with
A\ o

¢ = ¢ =4. Over M = 20 repetitions, we have computed the values of 18" — 05 ||? and [|f* — fe, |2

for J is varying from 20 to 100 and n = 512,1024. The results are displayed in Figure and We

observe the same behaviors than in the simulations with the SIM model: the variance of %Hé)\ — 9*@0\\2
does not decrease as J increases (see Figure and || A - fe,|/? has a smaller mean and variance as n
increases.

We finally run the same simulations with a non stationary noise Z;(t) = a1 (t) where 1) is a positive
periodic smooth deterministic function such that ||¢||;2 = 1 and «o;; ~ N(0,¢%) with ¢ = 4. Note that, in
this case, the sequence 7, (©) is of order n and Assumption [6.4]is not verified. The levels of noise (o and
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Figure 4: Boxplot of %]6” — 6%, | [(a)] and 1| f* — fe,|? [(b)] in model B3) with a stationnary error
term Z. Boxplot in gray correspond to n = 512, and in black to n = 1024.

<) are the same than in the stationary case in order to make things comparable. The results are presented
A\ o
in the same manner in Figure for 2[|6” — 6, |/* and in Figure for || f* = fe,l|22. One can see
that the results are very different. The estimators of the shifts have a much larger mean and variance,
A\
and the variance of% 160" —0g, |? remains rather high even when n or J increases (see Figure [5(a)). The

convergence to zero of ||f* — fe, H%z which was clear in the stationary case, is now not so obvious in view
of the numerical results displayed in Figure

4 25
35
ol
3
25 15 -
2 - -
1 ! —
15 -
]
l  —
0sf =
0.5 H = o o
0 0
20 40 60 80 100 20 40 60 80 100

A\ ~
Figure 5: Boxplot of %HO -0, |2 [(2)] and %Hf)‘ — fe,|/*[(0)]in model (B.3) with a non-stationnary error
term Z. Boxplot in gray correspond to n = 512, and in black to n = 1024.

9 Conclusion and perspectives

We have proposed to use a Fréchet mean of smoothed data to estimate a mean pattern of curves or
images satisfying a non-parametric regression model including random deformations. Upper and lower
bounds (in probability and expectation) for the estimation of the deformation parameters and the mean
pattern have been derived. Our main result is that these bounds go to zero as the dimension n of the
data (the number of sample points) goes to infinity, but that an asymptotic setting only in J (the number
of observed curves or images) is not sufficient to obtain consistent estimators. An interesting topic for
future investigation would be to study the rate of convergence of such estimators and to analyze their
optimality (e.g. from a minimax point of view).
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A Proof of the results in Section [3

A.1 Proof of Theorem [3.7]

Write 0 = ([9*]]1, ey [9*]?), and let Y = (Y1,...,Y ) € R" be the column vector of the observations
generated by model (L7). Conditionally to 8%, Y is a Gaussian vector and its log-likelihood is equal to

J
— 5 (Y= To:£)A(Y; — Tp: 1), (A1)

. Jn J
log(p(Y|0%)) = 5 log(27) + 5 log(det(A)
J=1

where A = 072Id,,. Therefore, we have the expected score Eg- 019411 1og(p(Y67))] = 0 for all j; =
J1
,Jand py =1,...,pand

Eg- [0 1og(p(Y16°))0) .2 log(p(Y]6°))] = A
07 1915, OB o173 08P | [0 Tos £) A (9 ]P2T9J1f)]p1 pom1  EJ1=J2,
(A.2)

where 8[9*15)11 Tg;slf = [8[9*};1 Tg;lf(tg)]?zl. Then, for each j; =1,...,J and p; = 1,...,p we have
(911 To5, £)" A (9jg+1p1 Toz, £) < 0’_2||3[e*]§11 To: f|* < C(O, fino~?, (A.3)

where the last inequality is a consequence of Assumption3Il From now on, 8 = 6(Y) = (8:(Y),...,0:(Y))
is an arbitrary estimator (i.e any measurable function of Y) of the true parameter 8*. Let also

U=6-6" and V= |9 log(p(Y|6")g(0" )y _y.- - [0 log(p(Y|9*)9(0*))]§1:1]

be a matrix of column vectors of RP/. Then, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies
(E[U'V])? < E[U'UJE[V'V]. (A.4)

In the sequel we note g7 (8)d6 = g(81)...9(0;)d0; ...d0 ;. We have

BOVI= 30 [ [ @) = )0 (010)s” (0)) a0y

0 (y / Doy (0(410)g” (0))d0y
1 RnJ

ZZ/RM/@] e (p(u10)9” (6))dOdy

Assumption [[LT] and the differentiability of g imply that for all p; = 1,...,p and all 8 € © we have
limgri —, g(@) = 0. Then, an integration by part and Fubini’s theorem give [g; 8[9* r1(p(y|@)g” (0))dO =

0. Again, with the same arguments, [g,[0]” 8[0* n (p(yl0)g”’ (0))d0 = — [o. p( y\e) 7(0)d® and thus
E[U'V] = pJ.
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Now, using that the expected score is zero and equation (A.2]) we have

3 E(@epp Log(p(Y[6)?] + E[(9.yn loa(9(6"))?
1p1=

p
Z / g]ng f) A (8[9*];’1'1‘0].1 f)g‘](t‘))dt‘) + J/@ ”agl log (9(01))“29(01)6191.

||
<.
I M“
I,

Il
i M“

where g, log (9(61)) = [0jg1 log (9(61)) , ..., Ojgp log (9(01))] € RP. Then, using inequality [A.3] it gives
E[V'V] < pJnC(O, f)o~2+J [q ||0e, log (9(61))|” 9(61)d6;. Hence, using equation (AZ) for any estimator
6 = 6(Y) (see Theorem 1 in [GLI5])

pJ

C(O, f)o=2+pL [, [|9g, log (9(61))]1” 9(61)d6:
a’n"tpJ

C(O, f)+n~1p~1o2 [, || 0p, log (9(61))* g(81)d6:

And since p > 1, the claim in Theorem B.1]is proved. O

E[16-6] 2

A.2 Proof of Theorem

As above, let Y € R is the column vector generated by model (I5). Then, conditionally to 8*, Y
is a Gaussian vectors and Assumption ensures that its log-likelihood has the same expression as in
equation (AL but with

A= A(©) = (6*Idy +Eg+ [To: Zj(Tp: Z;)']) " = (0°Idy + £n(©)) ™

As the matrix 3,,(0) is positive semi definite with it smallest eigenvalue denoted by s2(©) (see Assumption
3.2)), the uniform bound ([A:3)) becomes

(001 To5, £) A©) (9. T £) < (0% + 53(8)) ™9 Tz £ < C(O, Hn(o? + 53(0)) 7,

forall py =1,...,pand j = 1,...,J. As above the last inequality is a consequence of Assumption B.1]
and the rest of the proof is identical to the proof of Theorem [3.11 O

A.3 Proof of Theorem 3.3

For all @ € R the operators Tpf(-) = f(- — 0) are isometric from L?([0,1]) to L?([0,1]) as a change of
variable implies immediately that || Tof||7: = | f[|72- For all continuously differentiable function f, we
have 9Ty f(t) = —sign(0)0,f(t —0), where sign(-) is the sign function. Then, for all @ € O, [|0pTo f|3. =
10:f1125 < [10¢f||% and Assumption Bl is satisfied with C(©, f) = ||0,f||%. Finally, as the error terms
Zj’s are i.i.d stationary random process the covariance function is invariant by the action of the shifts
and Assumption is satisfied with ¥,(0) = X,, defined in (51]) (see Section [B.1] for further details).
Then, the result of Theorem B.3] follows as an application of Theorem O
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B Proof of the results in Section 4l

B.1 Proof of Proposition [4.1]

Remark that D(8) = >, o, |c;|? <1 — %ijl ¢!2mk(9;-65)
Assumption [4.T] it follows that for any 6 € ©,

J
* 1 27 x
D<0>2|c1|2( \7262 e

J=1

2
>, where ¢ = fol f(t)e~?mktdt. Thanks to

2> (B.1)

with ¢] # 0. Then, remark that

Using a second order Taylor expansion and the mean value theorem, one has that cos(2ru) < 1—C(p)|u|?
for any real u such that |u| < 4p < 1/4 with C(p) = 272 cos(87p) > 0. Therefore, the above equality
implies that for any 8 € ©

2
i27(6,-67)

M|
M“

¢ Ji os (2 (6, — 07) — (8 — 67,))).

kll}—‘

M-

~l=
[
N
<.
[
N

J J'=j+1

1 J 2 1 9 J—1 J 2
‘jzez2ﬂ(0 —-67) Sj ﬁz Z 1—C(p)‘(0]_0;)_(0j/—9;/)
j=1 J=1j'=j+1
9 J—1 J 2
1= 20 CO)|O;-65) - (05— 65)
J=1j'=j+1

since |(0; — 07) — (6, — 07/)| < 4p < 1/4 for all m,q = 1,...,n by Assumption [£2] and the hypothesis
that p < 1/16. Hence, using the lower bound (B.J)), it follows that for all 8 € ©

J
DO)=Cl) 5 Y > |05~ 6)) — (0, -0 (B2)

with C(f,p) = 2|ci|*C(p). Now assume that § € @y. Using the properties that Z;-Izl ; = 0 and

J:1(0j—0;) = -7 6% = J6", it follows from elementary algebra that 1 3]:_11 J it (0; —67) — (0

j=1"J3 —

Z;}:l(Gj — (07 — 0"))2. This equality together with the lower bound (B.2)) completes the proof. O

C Proof of the results in Section
C.1 Proof of Theorem 5.7]

Let us state the following lemma which is direct consequence of Bernstein’s inequality for bounded random
variables (see e.g. Proposition 2.9 in [Mas07]):

Lemma C.1. Suppose that Assumption[{.9 holds. Then, for any x > 0
1 2 2
P( =05, — 0%|* > p? — <277
(S105, - 01 = (|24 ) ) <2e
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Using the inequality %Hé)\ —0*? < %Hé)\ - 05,|> + 2|65, — 6*|?, it follows that Theorem [.1]
is a consequence of Lemma [CJ] and Theorem [IIl Indeed, it can be easily checked that, under the
assumptions of Theorem [5.1], Assumptions [6.1] to [6.4] are satisfied in the case of randomly shifted curves
with an equi-spaced design and low-pass Fourier filtering, see the various arguments given in Section [G]).
The identifiability condition of Assumption [£.4]is given by Proposition [4.1] d

C.2 Proof of Theorem

Consider the followmg inequality [|f* — fI[> < 2 f* = fooll*> + 2l fo, — fII?, where fo,(t) = f(t —87)
and 0" = 1 ZJ 107 € ©. As f is assumed to be in Hg(A), there exists a constant C(6, f) > 0 such
that [|fe, — fl|2. < C(©, f)|07* = (@,f)7||060 — 0*||%. As explained in part [C.I] the assumptions of
Theorem are satisfied in the case of randomly shifted curves with an equi-spaced design and low-pass
Fourier filtering. The result then follows from Theorem ]

C.3 Proof of Theorem [5.3|
Let n > 1. We have that

E(|f — fllz2] = Ellf — foo + fo, — fllze = | EIlf — foollz —Ellfo, — fllz: (C.1)

A B

where for all ¢ € [0,1], f(t) = L S27_ f(t — 05 + 8)), and fo,(t) = f(t+ "), with 8" = %E]J 07
In the rest of the proof, we show that A is bounded from below by a quantity Co(f,g,n,02,p) =

’I’L710'2 . . . .
C(f,p) 1o I Fr=T0 Jo (G0 1og9(@))° independent of J (this statement is made precise later) and that B

goes to zero as J goes to infinity. Then, these two facts imply that there exists a Jy € N such that J > Jo
implies that E||f — f||z2 > 2Co(f, g,n, 02, p), which will yield the desired result.

Lower bound on A. Recall that ¢ = fol f(t)e 7kt dt then

D=

1 J - 2
oi2mk(— 0*+0 i27k@™ |
j —e€ Ck, )

J=1

keZ

J

17~ foullis =115 32 7 5 +8) = 5+ = (3
j=1

J

Z 27 (0 —[0@ . 1)"

> |cil|=

where g, = (07 — 0,... , 0% — 0"), the right hand side of the preceding inequality being positive since
~ A
Assumption B.2] ensures that ¢ # 0 for all j = 1,...,J. Let u; = 2n(0; — [0g,];),j = 1,...,J . Since

25:1 uj =0 and |uj| <4mp <3, j=1,...,J (by our assumption on p), Lemma [E.Jlimplies that

17~ foulliz > C(f.0) 518" - 05,1 (€2)

Now, remark that E[ 19" — o5 N [;Héﬁ — 0*|”] — C with C = 2E[|8"] 3 27 |éj. —07]]. By
applying Theorem [3.3] we get that
n-1g2

190f 115 + 1102 [ (9 log (9(8)))*

AN
E[%Hg _0*”2] 2 C(fvgvn o )7 with C(f g,n,o )
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Then, remark that C < 4p4/E ‘9*‘2 < C(p,g)J_1/2. Hence C tends to 0 as J goes to infinity. Therefore,

using equation (C.2), it follows that there exists Co(f,g,n,02,7,p) > 0 and J; € N such that J > J;
implies that 3 3
A =E[If* = fllzz] = Co(f,9,n,0°, p). (C3)

Upper bound on B. By assumption, f is continuously differentiable on [0,1] implying that || fe, —
Pt — % —x|2 _
fllez = 1+ 0%) = fllzz < 0:f |« 67| Therefore, E||fo, — fllr> < 10:fll \VE|67|" < C(f,9)J /2.

Hence, there exists a Jy € N such that J > Jo implies

— E[|| fo, — fllze] < Co(frg.m0% p). (C.4)

To conclude the proof, equations (C.I), (C.3) and imply that there exists a Jy € N such that J > Jy
implies E|| f* — fl|lz2 > |A — B| > 3Co(f, 9,1, 0%, p). O

D Proof of the results in Section [7]

D.1 Proof of Theorem [7T.1]

We explain here the main arguments of the proof of Theorem [Tl Technical Lemmas are given in the
second part of the Appendix. Let 8 = (01,...,6,) = (0},....6%7,...,60% ...,0") € RP/ and decompose
the criterion (1)) as follows,

J 2
Z/ <T9 S)\n (1]ZT9, S)w >> dt

= D(6) + |R\(8) + @Aw)] + [Q€(0) + RE(0) + R{*(0) + Q3(0) + B5(0)].

2
where D(0) = %E}le fQ (Tg Tg* %Z}J,:l ng,Tg;,f(t)> dt, the terms Ry and Q) are due to the

smoothing, namely,

1 J 1 J 2
jZ/ <T9 Bi( T0 «fit) — ZTH , B (T~ f,t)) dt
1 ; 1 J ]~_
jg/ <T0 TH f j; ej,T;/f(t)>
J
X <~9]B,\(Te*f,t) - % Z To, Bx(To f, t))da
=1
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and the others terms contain the Z;’s and e;’s error terms. Let Tg:Z; = (Tg; Zj(tg))?zl and To-f =
(Tg;ff(tg))?zl, then

1< . 2

Q§(9)=7Z/Q<Tej Sa(t), To; Z >——ZT9 < TQ*Z»>> dt

(1) Te»«>——ZTe,<SA Tg;,f>>

=
>IN
=
Il
SN
]~
S~
7 N
PSS S

j=1
(70, (5010072~ 5 30, (5300 70,2, )
j'=1
RY<(0) = 2702/9 (Te <S>\( )aTe;fZJ> - %j/z::lfo , <S>\(t)’T9* ZJ’>>
X <~9] (Sa(t),g5) — %ji:l ~9J, (Sa(t),ej) )dt
@i(60) - “—jé [ (B, 30025 é oy (5:(0.1) )
5(0) = 27(’)2:;/&2 ( (5:(8). ;) - %é [y, (Sx(), To: f>>
X <~9J (Sx(t),&5) — % EJ: To, (Sa(t),€jr) >dt

A\
At this stage, recall that 0g = argming.g D(6) and 8 = argming.g M) (0). The proof follows a classical
guideline in M-estimation: we show that the uniform (over @) convergence in probability of the criterion

A
My to D, yielding the convergence in probability of their argmins 8g and € respectively. Assumption
[4.4] ensures that there is a constant C(©, F, f) > 0 such that,

1 AN * ~A *
516 — 05[> < C(0.0,F, f)|D(6") - D(6p) (D.1)

Then, a classical inequality in M-estimation and the decomposition of M) () given above yield

A

D) - D(O5)| < 2 sup |D(8) — M,(6) (D.2)
= 2sup { BA(0) + Q(0) | +25up { QF(8) + R (6) + RL“(8) + Q5(0) + R5(0) }
6co 6co
B Vv

The rest of the proof is devoted to control the B and V terms.

Control of B. Using Assumption and [0 we have that Q)(6) < (— HBA Tg*f, ) , S
C(0,F)B(\). Now by applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, |Rx(0)| < Sup{\/ 0)}./Qx(0 By
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Assumption [6.1] there exists a constant such sup{D(0)} < C(O,F, f) and thus
0c®

B < C(0,F, f)(B\) +VB(\)). (D.3)

Control of V. We give a control in probability of the stochastic quadratic term Qf and Q5. As
previously, one can show that there is a constant C(©,F, f) > 0 such that,

Q% (6) + FE(0) + RE“(0) + Q5(0) + 5 (0)] < C(0.7.1) (/@ (0) + @ (0) + 5(0) + \/@50)) .

where we have used the inequality 2ab < a? + b?, valid for any a,b > 0 to control the term Rf’e. The
quadratic terms Qf and Q5 are controlled by Corollaries [E.1l and [E.2 respectively. It yields immediately
to

P (v > C(0, F, ) (max(n) + 02) (v(@, J, ) + V/olz, J, A))) <277, (D.4)

where v(z, J,A) = V(A) (1 +4% + /4Z).
Putting together equations (D), (D.2)), and (D.4]), we have

1 )
IP(jHO*e — 0712 > €(0,0, F, )] (hmex(n) + o) (V/olw, LX) + vz, ,0)) + (BO) + B(A))]) <2e77,
which completes the proof of Theorem [T.11 O

D.2 Proof of Theorem

In this part, we use the notations introduced in the proof of Theorem [T.Il We have,

2 J 2
32_3\\ 051, o/ — Tog), (Sr(): To: )|

L2

B’
2

2J
7 2|

< Tg*f> — Té; <S)\(’)7Yj>

L2

Vl

Again, the first term above depends on the bias, and the second term (stochastic) can be controlled in
probability. Under Assumptions and we have that

< C’J@ i [(500). 768 >_T0;fH2LQ < C(O,F)B(\),

and
V= %g Loy, <SA(')’T9§f> - Téj- <SA(')’T9§f> * Té?- <SA(')’T"3*f> N Té? S Yol ;
<S8Ry (16} wable+ (0%, ~tr)[).

=1

<.
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<c@n(J0 - oo+ 5 3 (500 + )] )

2
The stochastic term % Z}]:l H <S NOB Tg; Z; + sj> HL2 in the above inequality can be been controlled using
Lemma, and the arguments in the proof of Corollaries [E.T] and to obtain that for any z > 0

]P’<% Jzi:l H<S,\('),T9;Zj + €j>H; > C(0,F, f)(Ymax(n) + 02)< v(z, J,\) +v(z, J, A))) <e 7.
Then, from Theorem [Z1] it follows that
]P’<B’ LV >(0(0,0,F,f) [(’ymax(n) + 02)( o(x, I, N + v(a, J, )\)) + (B(A) + B()\))D <277,

which completes the proof. O

E Technical Lemmas

Lemma E.1. Let u = (uy,...,uy) such that Z;-Izl uj = 0 with |u;| < 0 for some 0 < 6 < 3 for all
j =1,...,J. Then, there exists a constant C(5) > 0 such that ‘%Z}I:l(ei“f = @ |u||? where
Jul* = ud + ...+ 3.

Proof. Let F(uy,...,uy) = %ijl e™i. A Taylor expansion implies that there exits t; € [—4,0], j =
., J such that

o J
7 1 3 it
F(u1,...,uJ)=1+j;uj_2J; i Zu '

holds for all |u;| < §. Now, since E}'le uj = 0 it follows that

12‘]:mj Jo|_ s i 3itj>1ZJ:2 z‘z":“tj
= i=1 j=1 j=1 j=1
Since i Z;] 1 u3e” < Z i1 \u]\ which finally implies that ‘ _ et — 1‘
65}] ;] 1 ], which proves the result by lettlng C(0) = 3=0 5 () since § < 3. 0
J
Lemma E.2. Let &) j(A1,...,A;) = %Z I|(S (’),Aj€j>HiQ7 where €; ~ N(0,1,) and the A;’s are

nonrandom mnon-negative n X n symmetmc matmces Then, for all x > 0 and all n > 1,

1 x T
P A,... A > = ||A]| (1 +4—= 4— <e .
(A = S1al (1445 4 f12)) <

J n n
where ||Al| = 3 > 150 with v;, being the {-th eigenvalue of the matriz Aj; = A, [(Sf\, S§/>Lz]
j=1i=1

A
=17
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Proof. Some parts of the proof follows the arguments in [BM9§| (Lemma 8, part 7.6). We have

2 J n J
1 / 1
W ZS)\ AE] . = jz S)\,S)\ )r2[Aje;] [Ajej]z = jz ;A €j,
2 : '—1 :
where A; = A;S)\A; with Sy = [(S§,5§/>Lz}: . Now, denote by rj1 > ... > rj, the eigenvalues of
Aj withrj1 > ... >rj, >0 and 7 = max;{r;,}. We can write A; = (S)\%Aj)’(SA%Aj) and is positive
- J
semi-definite. Then, let &y ;= J&\ 7 — JEE = D (sg-Ajsj —trA;). Let o > 0, by Markov’s inequality
j=1

it follows that for all u € (0, 2—11“1), P <g)\’J > oz) =P (e“éw > e“o‘) < gue H}.leE [euej’AjEj—utrAj 7

since the €;’s are independent. The log-Laplace transform of ¢y ; = €;/Aje; — tr A; is log (E [e“@’j]) =

Y gy —urje — %log (1 —2urj,) . We now use the inequality —z — %log(l —2x) < % forall0 <z < %
. 2, 2 12

which holds since u € (0 i) This implies that log (E [e“?2i]) < 307, 12— < “ISl” - yhere

)2 1-2ur;, — 1-2ury’

”er2 = ]2-71 +...+ r,zm. Finally, we have

P(Prg > a) < exp ( — (ua Z ﬂr—JHeru)) = exp < - <ua - %)), (E.1)

where ||7|* = 25:1 > _17jc% The right hand side of the above inequality achieves its minimum at

U= gy <1 - ¢> Evaluating (E.I) at this point and using the inequality (1 +z)¥/2 <1+ £,

2r1 2ar1 +|r|?
valid for all > —1, one has that

P(f > >< ( o >
AJ 2 a) <exp|—
2rya+ 2||r|2 + 2|r ) (1 + dar /(2]7]%)) /2
- ( o )
SeXp| ———— 5 | »
drya+ 4 ||r||?

by setting x = We derive the following concentration inequality for £, ; = %f A, ﬂ—% E}'le tr(A;),

a2
arya+4lr||?”
]P’<§>\J > 1 Z}-Izl Y vt 7’]‘7@4-47“71%—1—@\/ 4a;> < e~*. To finish the proof, remark that ||7||* = ijl Yot rjz-g <

2
<Z}-}:1 iy T‘j,g) since all the r; ¢’s are positive. O

Corollary E.1. Under Assumptions [61] to [6.3, there exists a constant C(©,F) > 0 such that for all

x>0,
P (sup Q5(8) > C(0, F)o?V(\) (1 +4Z 4 /45>> <e T,
6cO J J
Proof. Assumption gives the uniform bound
J
@ F)
Qi(0 Z / Ty, (Sa(t).0¢,)) di < ) Z ) o) s

= C(@,I)f)\J(O’Idn, .,oldy),

where &y j(old,,...,old,) is defined in Lemma [E.2] and does not depend on 8. Thus, the result imme-
diately follows from Lemma O
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Corollary E.2. Under Assumptions [6.1 to [6-]), there exists a constant C(O,F) > 0 such that for all
z >0,

P (328 Q%(8) > C(0, F)yn(©)V () (1 + 4§ + 4§>> <e T

Proof. Assumption gives the uniform bound

0= 35 [ (0 (sc0mm) = SO D3 s m)

Hence, conditionally on 8* we have that supgcgs Q% (0) < C(O©, F)Ey g (Al, e AJ), where §A7J(A1, .. ,AJ)
is defined in Lemmal[E.2 with A; = Eg- [Tg; Zj(Tg; z;) ] . Let us now give an upper bound on the largest
eigenvalues of the matrices A; = A;S)A; with Sy = [(Sf\, S§l> LQ]ZZ,:l. Under Assumption we have
that tr(A;) < Ymax(4;) tr Sy < 1,(©)V(N), for all j = 1,...,J and any 8* € ©7. Thus, the result follows
by arguing as in the proof of Lemma [E.2] and by taking expectation with respect to 6*. O

IN
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