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We introduce a new nonparametric framework for classification prob-
lems in the presence of missing data. The key aspect of our framework is
that the regression function decomposes into an anova-type sum of orthogo-
nal functions, of which some (or even many) may be zero. Working under a
general missingness setting, which allows features to be missing not at ran-
dom, our main goal is to derive the minimax rate for the excess risk in this
problem. In addition to the decomposition property, the rate depends on pa-
rameters that control the tail behaviour of the marginal feature distributions,
the smoothness of the regression function and a margin condition. The ambi-
ent data dimension does not appear in the minimax rate, which can therefore
be faster than in the classical nonparametric setting. We further propose a
new method, called the Hard-thresholding Anova Missing data (HAM) clas-
sifier, based on a careful combination of a k-nearest neighbour algorithm and
a thresholding step. The HAM classifier attains the minimax rate up to poly-
logarithmic factors and numerical experiments further illustrate its utility.

1. Introduction. Missing data are ubiquitous in modern statistics, posing a major chal-
lenge in a plethora of applications. For instance, missingness may arise when our data are
collated from sources that have measured different variables, e.g. in healthcare the data rou-
tinely collected on patients may differ across clinics or hospitals. Other reasons include sen-
sor failure, data censoring and privacy concerns, among many others. The topic has been
widely studied in many statistical problems; see Josse and Reiter (2018) and Little and Ru-
bin (2019) for a thorough overview. Recent works study missing data in several different
contexts, including high-dimensional regression (Loh and Wainwright, 2012; Chandrasekher
et al., 2020), covariance and precision matrix estimation (Cai and Zhang, 2016; Loh and Tan,
2018), remote sensing (Zhang et al., 2018), principal component analysis (Elsener and van de
Geer, 2019; Zhu et al., 2022), U-statistics (Cannings and Fan, 2022), changepoint detection
(Follain et al., 2022) and testing whether the missingness is independent of the data (Berrett
and Samworth, 2023; Bordino and Berrett, 2024).

We focus here on missing data in binary classification problems, where the practitioner
is presented with the task of assigning a new observation to one of two classes, based on
a training set of labelled data. There is a large literature on classification and many algo-
rithms are available in situations when the data is fully observed; see, for example, Devroye
et al. (1996) and Boucheron et al. (2005). In settings with missing data, however, there are
very few specifically designed classification algorithms, and in many applications practition-
ers often use ad-hoc approaches to deal with missingness, either resorting to complete-case
analysis (i.e. using only the fully observed data points) or removing any covariates for which
missing data is present. An alternative option, sometimes used in combination with those
mentioned previously, is to impute any missing values to obtain a ‘full’ data set before em-
ploying an existing algorithm. However, the majority of existing classifiers are designed to

MSC2020 subject classifications: Primary 62D10, 62G05.
Keywords and phrases: missing data, classification, minimax.

1


https://imstat.org/journals-and-publications/annals-of-statistics/
mailto:torben.sell@ed.ac.uk
mailto:timothy.cannings@ed.ac.uk
mailto:tom.berrett@warwick.ac.uk
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet/msc/msc2020.html

2 SELL, BERRETT AND CANNINGS

work in idealised settings, where the training and test data arise as fully-observed, indepen-
dent realisations from the same underlying population; it is often unclear how they perform
in combination with these ad-hoc approaches.

The main aim of this paper is to establish a new nonparametric framework for classification
problems with missing data. To model the missingness, we will view our training data as
independent copies of triples (X, Y, O) arising from a distribution Q on RY x {0,1} x {0,1}4,
where X denotes a d-dimensional feature vector, Y is its class label and O is the concomitant
observation indicator. The interpretation here will be that we only observe the components
of X for which the corresponding entry of O is 1. The label Y is always observed. For
w € {0,1}9, we say that (X, Y, O) is an available case for w if the entries of O are 1 whenever
the corresponding entry of w is 1. We write n(x) := P(Y = 1|X = z) for the regression
function of Y given X at 2 € R?,

Our framework facilitates the use of all available cases for each observation pattern w €
{0,1}%. The key observation is that any regression function i on R¢ may be decomposed into
an orthogonal sum. That is, we can write

(1) =g+ S L),

we{0,1}¢

where, for each w € {0,1}%, the function f,, in fact only depends on those components of
x for which the corresponding entries of w are 1. We can then estimate the regression func-
tion n by recursively estimating each of the f, functions starting with fo ), based on
the available cases for w. One interpretation of (1) is that of an anova decomposition (Efron
and Stein, 1981), and the functions f,, may therefore be viewed as capturing the interactions
between the variables. Our framework (see Definition 2) specifies a subset (which may be
empty) of observation patterns in {0, 1}¢ for which the corresponding interaction terms are
identically 0. The idea here is that the difficulty (in a sense that we make precise later) of the
classification problem is determined by the non-zero f,,, as opposed to the properties of the
full regression function in the ambient d-dimensional space.

The primary contribution of the paper is to establish the minimax rate (up to polylogarith-
mic factors) for the excess risk in this problem (Theorem 1). The rate depends on various
parameters that index the class of distributions considered in our framework. Throughout the
paper, we will place only mild restrictions on the distribution of the missingness indicator
O. Indeed, we neither ask that the components of O are independent of each other, nor that
O is necessarily independent of (X,Y"), and we even allow for some missing not at random
settings. See Definition 1 in Section 2 for a precise statement of our conditions on the miss-
ingness mechanism. Then, in addition to those imposed by Definitions 1 and 2, we place
restrictions on the tail properties of the marginal distribution of the feature vectors (Defini-
tion 3), make use of smoothness assumptions on the non-zero f,, (Definition 4) and employ
a standard margin assumption (Definition 5).

Theorem 1 reveals some striking features of our framework. Most notably, we see that
consistent (and rate optimal) classification is possible even in situations where we have no
complete cases in our training dataset. In contrast, in problems where there is in fact no
missing data, we may obtain a faster rate than one could typically expect in a d-dimensional
nonparametric classification problem. Overall there is a delicate interplay between the num-
ber of available cases for each observation pattern w and the difficulty of estimating the
corresponding function f,, in our decomposition in (1).

Our next contribution is to propose a new classification algorithm for missing data, intro-
duced formally in Algorithm 1 in Section 3, which we call the Hard-thresholding Anova
Missing data (HAM) classifier. Our algorithm first estimates the functions f,, for each
w € {0,1}¢ for which data is available using a nearest neighbour type approach. We then
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apply hard-thresholding, setting our final estimator of f,, to be 0 unless there is sufficient ev-
idence that it is nonzero on the population level. We prove in Theorem 2 that our procedure
attains the minimax rate in Theorem 1 up to polylogarithmic factors, subject to a mild sample
size condition. We demonstrate the excellent practical performance of our proposal in a nu-
merical study using simulated and real data in Section 4. The key ideas behind the proofs of
the upper and lower bounds of our main results are outlined in Section 5. Finally, additional
theoretical and numerical results, as well as the full details of the proofs, are presented in the
supplementary material.

Existing work on classification with missing values in the feature vectors includes Josse
et al. (2019), who show that in certain settings imputing the missing values with a constant
can lead to consistent classification. Cai and Zhang (2019) consider missing data in the setting
of high-dimensional linear discriminant analysis; they propose using the available cases to
estimate the corresponding class means and variances under a missing completely at random
assumption. In regression, Le Morvan et al. (2020) use implicit imputation methods in non-
trivial missingness settings for prediction problems, Le Morvan et al. (2021) study a wide
class of impute-then-regress procedures, and Ayme et al. (2022) derive minimax rates for
prediction using linear models with missing data.

In the related problem of semi-supervised learning, the feature vectors are fully observed
but some of the class labels in the training data set are missing. This topic has received far
more attention, see Ahfock and McLachlan (2023) and Sportisse et al. (2023) for very recent
contributions, and the earlier book Chapelle et al. (2006). Similarly, label noise, which refers
to scenarios where some of the observations in the training dataset have been attributed to
the wrong class, has also been widely studied; see the review articles Frénay and Verleysen
(2013); Frénay et al. (2014), as well as the recent papers Cannings et al. (2020) and Lee and
Barber (2022). Finally, in transfer learning (Weiss et al., 2016) the practitioner has access
to a small labelled training data set from the target population of interest alongside a larger,
noisy source dataset (which may be unlabelled). Here the main interest lies in exploiting the
large source sample to improve inferences on the target population; see, for example, Cai
and Wei (2021) and Reeve et al. (2021) for recent works in the context of nonparametric
classification problems.

It is convenient to now fix some notation that we will use throughout the paper. For m € N,
let [m] ={1,...,m}.Let 04 := (0,...,0)T € {0,1}¢ and 1,4 := (1,...,1)T € {0,1}% be the
d-dimensional vectors of zeros and ones, respectively. For j € [d], we write e; for the jth
canonical Euclidean basis vector in R?, which contains a 1 in the jth component, and Os
elsewhere. For w € {0,1}%, we write d,, := ||w||1 for the number of 1s in w, which will refer
to as the dimension of w. For w = (wy,...,ws)T,w = (W],...,w))T € {0,1}4, we write
w 2w if wj Sw} for all j € [d], w < W' if w; §w§ forall j€[d and w # ', w AW =
(Wi AW,y wg Aw)) T and w Vo' == (w1 Vwl, ..., wq Vw))T. Forz € R?and w € {0,1}4,
we write 7 1= £ Ow +04® (14— w) € R, and © denotes the entrywise product. Further, let
| - || denote the Euclidean norm and B, () := {z € R%: ||z — z|| < r} be the open Euclidean
ball of radius 7 > 0 at 2 € R% For s € [d], we write L for the Lebesgue measure on R*.
We write S*? for the set of symmetric positive definite matrices. For random variables
X, Y and Z we write X_Il'Y to denote the independence of X and Y, and X 1LY | Z to
denote that X and Y are conditionally independent given Z. Finally, for x € R, we write

log, (z) :=log(z Ve).

2. Statistical setting and minimax results. Let Q denote the class of all distributions
on R? x {0,1} x {0,1}¢. Then, for Q € Q, suppose that (X,Y,0) ~ @, and recall that X
denotes the feature vector taking values in R?, Y denotes its class label (either 0 or 1) and O
denotes an observation indicator in {0, 1}¢. We write P = P for the marginal distribution of
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(X,Y), write 7 : R? — [0, 1] for the regression function given by n(z) :=Pp(Y = 1|X = 2),
and let . denote the marginal distribution of X on R

ForneNand Q € Q, let (X1,Y1,01),...,(Xn, Yn, O,) be independent and identically
distributed triples from . In our missing data problem, we only observe those entries of
X; for which the corresponding entry of O; is 1. In other words, our training data is D,, :=
((Xlo1 ,Y1,01),...,(X9",Y;,0,)) and we are presented with the task of assigning a fully
observed' test point X to either class 0 or class 1. Despite replacing the unobserved entries
in X 10 oo ,X,?” with zeros, we are still able to distinguish between true (observed) zeros
and the zeros that have arisen due to missing values, since Oy, ..., O, are also given in the
training data D,,. Recall that, for a pattern w € {0, 1}, we will say that the ith observation is
an available case for w when w < O;.

A data-dependent classifier C is a measurable function from R? x (R% x {0, 1} x {0,1}%)"
to {0, 1}, and we let C,, denote the set of all such data-dependent classifiers. Throughout this
paper the latter n arguments of C (x, Dy,) will always be D,, and thus will often be omitted;
we will simply write C (z). The performance of C e C,, will be measured by its test error

Lp(C):=Pp{C(X)#Y|D,} = dP(z,y),

1,4
Rix {0,1} {C(@)£y}
which is minimised by the Bayes classifier CP% () = Lgy(@)>1/2}- Therefore our main

results will concern the (nonnegative) excess test error

@ Ep(C)=Lr(C) = Lr(C®) = | Lo, sy 20(@) ~ 1 di(a).

Rd

We now introduce our new framework for classification problems with missing data. First,

in our main results, we will condition on the values of the observation indicators O1,...,0O,

in our training data. We will suppose these belong to a subset O C {0,1}? and one con-

sequence of this is that we only need to consider distributions () that assign positive mass

to each element of O. More formally, we employ the following general assumption on the
missingness mechanism.

DEFINITION 1. For O C {0,1}%, let Quiss(O) C Q denote the class of distributions for
which Pg(O =0) > 0 forall o € O, and

3) Po(Y =1|X% = 2%) = Po(Y = 1| X¥ =2¥,0 = 0)
for all x € supp(p), w € {0,1}¢ and o € O with w < o.

To understand the generality afforded by Definition 1, first note that (3) holds trivially if O
is independent of (X,Y") (i.e. the data is missing completely at random) and () assigns posi-
tive probability to O = o, for all 0 € O, without any additional assumption on the distribution
of O nor the distribution P of (X,Y"). However, the class Qpiss(O) also includes distribu-
tions where O and (X,Y") are dependent, and may even allow the data to be missing not at
random; see the examples below (the proofs of the claims are presented in Section S1.1) .
Proposition S1 in Section S1.1 provides further understanding of Definition 1 by relating it
to conditional independence.

UIf the test point is not fully observed, then the problem essentially reduces to a lower dimensional classifi-
cation problem. There will be distributions in our model class where data for the unobserved features in the test
point provides no information on the distribution of the observed features.
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EXAMPLE 1 ((1 — p)-homogeneous missingness). Fix p € (0,1). Suppose O (X,Y")
and the P(O = w) = p% (1 — p)@=9%, for w € {0,1}%, in other words each component of X
is observed (independently) with probability p. Then Q € Quiss({0, 1}9).

EXAMPLE 2 (MAR). Suppose that supp(u) = [0,1]%, and that O is conditionally
independent of Y given X“ for all w € {0,1}*. For z = (x1,...,24)" € [0,1]%, let
P{O = (1,1,1,0)7 | X = 2} = 21 and P{O = (1,0,0,1)T | X = 2} =1 — 1. Then
Q € QMiSS({(lv 17 170)T7 (1’0707 1)T})'

EXAMPLE 3 (MNAR). Let X ~ U([0,1]?), and for x = (z1,22)T € [0,1)%, let n(x) =
1/4 + x1/2 4+ 1/4 - cos(4mxa). Suppose also that for v = (z1,72)T € [0,1)% and r € {0,1},
we have

_ _ oy A+ 1/4 T cayey ifo=(1L1)T
PQ(O_O‘X_:U’Y_T>_{1/6+1/12-Il{x2>1/2} otherwise.

Then Q € QMiss({Ov 1}2)

The aim of these examples is to provide straightforward understanding of how Definition 1
relates to some widely used assumptions in the missing data literature. First, the homoge-
neous missingness probabilities in Example 1 provide a simple model amenable to theoretical
understanding. Though this is at times too restrictive in practical applications, the simplicity
allows us to quantify how much the amount of missingness affects the performance in differ-
ent settings (see, e.g., Loh and Wainwright (2012) and Cai and Zhang (2019)). In Example 2,
we will never observe complete cases in our training data set, for instance this situation may
arise if different data sources have been merged. As we will see later, this may cause serious
problems when trying to apply some of the ad-hoc approaches mentioned in the introduc-
tion. Moreover, the data in this example is Missing At Random (MAR), in the sense used
in, e.g., Josse et al. (2019, Assumption 2). Example 3 covers the challenging setting where
data is Missing Not At Random (MNAR); the probability that the second component of the
2-dimensional feature vector (X1, X2)” is missing depends on whether or not X < 1/2.

Returning to more general settings, Lemma S2 in the supplementary material shows
that (3) holds whenever the distribution of the observation indicator O depends only on a sub-
set of the features and the regression function depends only on another, disjoint subset of the
features and these two subsets of features are independent. More precisely, for S1,.S2 C [d]
with S N Sy = (), suppose the regression function 7(z) depends on = = (z1,...,24) € R?
only via zg, := {z; : j € S1} and the conditional distribution of the observation indicator
O|{X =x,Y =y} depends only on (z,y) € R? x {0,1} via zg, := {z; : j € Sa}. If Xg,
and Xg, are independent then (3) holds.

As outlined in the introduction, a key aspect of our framework is that any regression func-
tion 77 : R? — [0,1] may be decomposed into a sum of orthogonal functions f,, : R? — R
for w € {0,1}¢. More precisely, these functions may be defined recursively for z € R as
follows:

@) fo.(x) =Ep{n(X)} -5 =Pp(Y=1)—
G)  fo(z):= Ep{n(X) - % =Y fur(X) ’ X¥ = azw} for w € {0,1}¢ with d,, > 1.

This is known as an anova decomposition (Efron and Stein, 1981), and indeed Proposition S3
in Section S1.2 confirms that

© =5+ 3 L)

we{0,1}¢
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We will seek to exploit this decomposition to estimate 7, by estimating each of the functions
(fw)we{o,1}y¢ in turn. The main idea is that f,,(z) only depends on x via z*, the entries of =
for which the corresponding entries of w are 1, and thus we may make use of all the available
cases for w when estimating f,,. Furthermore, if f,, = 0 for some w, then we can hope that
detecting this will be relatively easy. Indeed, our next definition specifies which of the f,,
functions may contribute to the regression decomposition and which are identically zero.
Before stating Definition 2, it is convenient to introduce some additional notation. For () €
Oiss(O) and w € {0,1}%, we write 1, to denote the distribution of X* when (X,Y,0) ~
Q. i.e. the distribution on R? given by 1,,(4) = p({z € R?: 2 € A}) for measurable A C
R<. Moreover, for 0 € O and w < 0, we write /|, to denote the distribution of X* | {O = o}
when (X,Y,0) ~ Q, i.e. the distribution on R? given by f1,,(A) =Po(X* € A| O =0),
for measurable A C R%. For Q € Quiiss(0) and w € {0, 1}, define
7 02 = oeI(IolglthQ{fz(X) ’ O =o}.
To make a precise statement of our main condition, which asks that f,, is zero for certain
values of w, we will also make use of some basic notation concerning orderings of subsets of
{0,1}4. Let Z({0,1}4) :={Q C {0,1}¢ :if w,w’ € Q and w < ', then w = w'} be the set of
antichains in {0,1}%, i.e. the set of subsets 2 C {0, 1}¢ for which any two distinct elements of
Q are incomparable. Further, for Q € Z({0,1}%),1et L(Q) := {w € {0,1}¢: there exists w’ €
Q) such that w < w'} denote the elements of {0, 1} that precede the elements of €2, and write
U(Q) = {0,134\ {QU L(Q)}.

=

FIG 1. A Hasse diagram representing the role of Qx used in Definition 2. In this example, d = 3 and Qx =
{(0,1, l)T} (in dark green), we present L(Q0x) = {(0, 1, O)T7 (0,0, l)T, 04} in light green and U (Qx) in white.

DEFINITION 2. For Q, € Z({0,1}%), cg € [0,1/4] and O C {0,1}7, let

Or(Q,cg, 0) = {Q € Oumiss(0) : af, >cg forall weQy, f,=0 forall we U(Q*)}.

Definition 2 is very flexible. For example, if €, = {w c{0,1}¢:d, = 1}, then it asks
that 1) is an additive function of the components of x (see, for example, Hastie and Tibshirani
(1986)). As another example, suppose S C [d] and Q, = {(w1,...,ws)? € {0,1}¢: w; =
0 for j € S¢}, then n only depends on the components of x that are contained in S. Other,
trivial, cases include €, = {1}, which (when cg = 0) corresponds to no assumption, 2, =
{04} asks that 7 is constant, and 2, = () forces n = 1/2. Further examples are given in
Section 4, based on specific instances of Examples 1 to 3.
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The condition that 03 > cg, for w € {2, is redundant if c, is zero, and we may indeed take
cg = 0 in Theorem 1 below. The main role of the constant cg is in Theorem 2, where it is
assumed to be strictly positive. The intuition is that this provides a natural measure of the
signal strength, and that, with enough data, we are able to detect which patterns w belong to
.. The minimum in the definition of afj accounts for the fact that we will ultimately use the
available cases in our training data to estimate the signal strength from each w, and that our
results will be presented conditional on O1,...,O,,.

Our next condition concerns the regularity of the marginal feature distributions. For a
probability distribution  on R? and s € [0,d] let p, s : RY — [0, 1] denote the lower density
(Reeve et al., 2021) given by

e V(B(@)
®) pus(T) == ) 6%151) pra
The term ‘lower density’ is used to highlight the relationship between p, 4 and the density (if
it exists) of v with respect to Lebesgue measure on R%. Note, however, that our restriction on
the marginal feature distributions in Definition 3 below does not require that these marginal
distributions have a density, nor that the lower density is uniformly bounded below by a
positive constant.

DEFINITION 3. Fix v = (71,...,7)" € [0,00)%, COL > 1 and O C {0,1}%. For w =
(wi,...,wa)T €{0,1}¢\ {04}, let ~,, := min{y; : w; = 1}. Let Q(~,CL,O) denote the
subclass of Qiss(O) for which

) ,uw({:veRd: min Puw‘o,dw(f’«") <§}) <Cp-&w

0€O:w=o

forall € >0 and all w € {0,1}4\ {04}.

To put Definition 3 into context, first suppose that O is independent of (X,Y), so that
Hlo = Hew for all o € O and thus mineeo.w=o Py, o,do, (*) = Ppu..d, (). Then the parame-
ters y; for j € [d] control the tail properties of the univariate marginal distributions of f,
where in particular a smaller value of +; allows the tails to be heavier. Moreover, the def-
inition of ~,, ensures that v, > -, whenever w < w’. Thus for Q € Q(v,CL,0), the
tails of the corresponding marginal distribution p,, are heavier compared with the ,, one.
This is a natural restriction, concatenating a heavy tailed variable with a light tailed one
shouldn’t result in a light tailed joint distribution. Indeed, Reeve et al. (2021, Proposition
S8 and Lemma S9) show that this property holds for product measures; in fact that paper
provides many additional appealing aspects of lower densities. As an illustration, suppose
that (X,Y,0) ~ Q € Qumiss(O), where X ~ U([0,1]) ® N(0,1), and O is independent of
(X,Y). Then we may take any 7, € [0,00) and 2 € [0, 1] for the univariate marginals (see
Section S1.1 ). Then, letting v = (71,72), Reeve et al. (2021, Proposition S8) confirms that
Q € Qr(v,CL,O), for sufficiently large C, (depending on ).

In settings where the missingness O depends on (X, Y’), the minimum over o € O in (9)
provides control of the measure of the distributions of X“|{O = o} from which we observe
training data. Note that the measure on the outside in (9) is p,, the marginal distribution
of X% of our fully observed test point X. Intuitively, (9) controls the relationship between
the distributions of X“ and X“|{O = o} for o € O. The case w = 04 is excluded from
Definition 3, since each one of the measures p9, and 19, for o € {0, 1}4 are the point mass
at zero, and thus (9) holds with any g, > 0 and Cr, = 1.

In Section S1.1 , we study specific instances of our examples above and in particular
characterise which tail parameters we can choose in the class Oy, (v, CL, O). In general, for
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compactly supported variables with lower densities bounded away from zero the tail parame-
ter can be taken arbitrarily large, and for variables supported on all of R with infinitely many
moments the tail parameter may be taken to be any value smaller than one.

The remaining conditions on our class of distributions concern the smoothness of the func-
tions f,,, which contribute to the decomposition in (6), and a standard margin assumption on
the regression function 7). These two conditions only concern the marginal distribution of
thg pair (X,Y), and are therefore presented as subsets of the class P of all distributions on
R x {0,1}.

DEFINITION 4. Fix B = (B1,...,B84)T € (0,1]% and Cg > 1. For w = (wy,...,wy)" €
{0,139\ {04}, let B, :=min{B; : wj = 1}. Let Ps(B,Cs) denote the class of distributions
for which

(10) [Falan) = fulw)| < Cs- o = a5]5"
for all 21,25 € supp(p) and all w € {0,1}\ {04}.

The form of 3, in Definition 4 imposes a mild natural ordering on the smoothness, namely
that f, is at least as smooth as f,, when w’ < w. This only rules out situations where higher-
order interactions in the anova decomposition of 7 in (6) are allowed to be smoother than the
corresponding main univariate contributions.

In our main results below, we will consider distributions () in the intersection of
Qr (4, cg, O) from Definition 2 and for which the corresponding P belongs to Ps(3, Cs),
thus (10) is in fact only imposing an additional constraint for w € Q, U L(2). A straight-
forward calculation shows that if Q € Qr({,cg,0) and P = Py € Ps(8,Cs), then the
corresponding regression function satisfies

In(x1) — n(x2)] <27 Cs - [lag — :c2||§“““€“*{5w}

for all x1, 29 € supp(u).
Our final definition is the standard margin condition (e.g. Polonik, 1995; Mammen and
Tsybakov, 1999).

DEFINITION 5. Fix o € [0,00) and Cy; > 1. Let Pyi(a, Cyi) denote the class of distri-
butions for which

,u({x eR?: |n(z) —1/2] <t}) < O -
forallt > 0.

In Theorem 1 below we provide our main minimax result, in which the class of distribu-
tions of interest is the intersection of the classes given in Definitions 1 to 5. More precisely,
for Q, € Z({0,1}%) \ {{04},0}, cg € [0,1/4], v € [0,00)%, Cp, > 1, B € (0,1]¢, Cs > 1,
a € [0,00), Oy > 1and O C {0,1}9, we write

(11)
Qi\/[iss = Qi\/[iss(Q*v CE,7, CL,,@, CSa «, CMa O)

= QE(Q*,CE,O) N QL(‘)’,CL,O) N {Q cQ:P= PQ S 735(,3,03) N PM(a,CM)}.

As mentioned above, in the theorem we consider the excess risk conditional on the values
of the observation indicators Oy, ...,O,. To that end, for fixed o1,...,0, € O, let n,, :=
S 1 1{w=o,} denote the number of available cases for the observation pattern w € {0,1}4,
and define NV := {w € {0,1}? : n,, > 0} to be the set of observation patterns for which we
have training data.
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THEOREM 1. Fixd,n €N, O C{0,1}% oy,...,0, € O, Q, € Z({0,1}9) \ {{04},0},
cg € [0,1/4], v € [0,00)¢, Cr, > 1, B € (0,1]%, Cs > 1, a € [0,00) and Cyp > 1. Suppose
that minweﬂ* Yo > MaAXyeQ, Bw/dw’ maxy,eQ, a/Bw < minwEQ* dy, cg < (16|Q*D_1: CL >
(8a)HHD+ V<) and Cyp > maxgeq, (146 - 4Y5+). Let

_ Bwyw(1+a)
(12) R -— max {nw Yw (2Bw+dw)taBuw }
we. NN
Then, there exist constants 0 < ¢ < C (neither of which depend on n nor o1, . .., 0,,) such that

c- <R+ H{Q*m\/c#@}) Sclgcf Qesgp EQ{SPQ(C’) ) 01 :01,...,On:on}

14«
(13) <C-log,? (we%f]%/vn“’) R+ 0. nne 20}

The proof of Theorem 1 is given in Section 5. The upper bound in (13) is attained by an
oracle version of our algorithm presented in Section 3, which is allowed access to the set
Q.. Note, however, that our HAM classifier in Algorithm 1, which doesn’t have access to {2,
also attains the same upper bound (up to poly-logarithmic factors), subject to a sample size
condition; see Theorem 2 for a precise statement.

Theorem 1 establishes the minimax rate of convergence (up to polylogarithmic factors)
under our framework. In settings where Q, C N, the rate is given by the quantity R in (12),
which elucidates the delicate interplay between the parameters that index our class Q).

as well as the number of available cases for each of the observation patterns in €2,. To pro-
Bwyw (1+a)

vide some further intuition, the quantity n,, = ®*<*%)**% reflects the contribution to the rate

arising from the difficulty of estimating a non-zero w-way interaction term f,, in the anova
decomposition in (1). Crucially, only the n,, available cases in the training data set may be
used to estimate this interaction term. Then the rate R we obtain is given by the worst case
over those w for which the corresponding f,, is non-zero as long as we have data available
with which to estimate these, i.e. 2, C . Given two observation patterns w > ' € {0, 1},
we have ny, < nyr, B < Bus Yo < Yw'» and d, > d,. Therefore we have

 Burw(ta) o By Ot
Ny Yo (28w +dw)+aBuw > nw/'yw/(wwl-#dw/)-f-aﬁw/ )
The consequence of this is that if f,, is non-zero, then estimating f,, will be easier than
estimating f,,. This is why the maximum in R is taken only over the observation patterns in
Q. When [€),| > 2, the maximum in R may be attained by a pattern w with large values of ~,,
and S, and low dimension d,,, but for which we only have few available cases. Alternatively,
it may be that the rate is driven by a pattern w for which a large quantity of data is available,
but the corresponding f,, is difficult to estimate (i.e. with unfavourable ~,, 5., and d).
We provide explicit examples of the rate R that we encounter in three different settings in
Section 4.

The indicator function on the left-hand side in (13) shows that if there are no available
cases for one of the patterns in (2, then the worst case excess risk for any algorithm is
bounded below by a constant ¢ > 0. The intuition is that, for the distributions in our class
where the w-way interaction term f,, is non-zero, this interaction may only be accurately
estimated using observations that are available cases for w. The corresponding upper bound
in this case follows from the fact that the excess risk is always bounded by 1.

Multiple strengths of our framework are highlighted by Theorem 1. We see that if 1, ¢
., then consistent (and rate optimal) classification is still possible even when we have no
complete cases in our training data set. Moreover, when there is actually no missing data (so
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. —mingecq BuwYw (+a) .
n,, = n for every w), the rate under our framework is n WS yw (2Bw+dw)+obe . Comparing
this rate to what one may expect when €2, = {1,} and cg = 0 (thus placing no restriction in
Definition 2), we see that we obtain a faster rate of convergence than in the corresponding d-

dimensional classification problem under just tail, smoothness and margin conditions, since

min Bw'Yw(1+a) Bmin’Yxnin(1+a)
WE 3 28+ du)FaBy = Fumin(2Bmintd)+0Bmin

strict if 14 ¢ Q. Finally, in situations where all of the variables are important but there are

limited interactions between the covariates, for instance in an additive model with Q, = {w €
{0,1}?:d,, = 1}, our rate R does not depend on the ambient dimension d.

In the theorem, asking that 2, & {{04},0} is only ruling out trivial cases. When Q, =
{04}, the regression functions are constant and the classification problem reduces to a bino-
mial testing problem, where based on just the labels Y7,...,Y, ~ Bernoulli(1/2 + fo,) we
would like to test whether fq, is greater or less than 0. If 2, = (), the regression function is
the constant 1/2, and thus we can obtain an excess risk of 0 with a random guess (in fact, the
excess risk is 0 for any classifier). The restrictions on the relationships between the parame-
ters are also mild. The condition that min,cq, v > max,cq, B, /d, (Which is only needed
for the upper bound) rules out distributions where the tails of the marginal distributions are so
heavy that there is very little training data in regions where there is a reasonable chance that
we may observe our test point. The requirement that max,,cq, @S, < min,eq, d,, (Which is
only needed for the lower bound), is related to the condition that o8 < d used in the standard
d-dimensional nonparametric classification problem. This latter condition rules out super-
fast rates (Audibert and Tsybakov, 2007), and it holds under mild conditions (see Reeve
et al. (2021, Lemma S15)). The additional constraints on the constants cg, Cr, and Cy are
also only used in the proof of the lower bound; these restrictions may be relaxed slightly
(indeed the bounds used in the proofs in Section 5.1 are weaker), but for brevity we present
the simpler bounds in the statement of the theorem.

Finally, note that throughout this section, and in fact the whole paper, we suppose that
our test point follows the marginal distribution P = Py of (X,Y) when (X,Y,0) ~ Q.
One may be interested instead in settings where the test point is arising from the conditional
distribution (X,Y)[{O = 14}, say; in this case our theory may still be applied with minor
changes, e.g., 11 in (2) (and other places) should be replaced with 19,1,

, where Bnin := (1,. Here the inequality is

3. The Hard-thresholding Anova Missing data classifier . In this section we introduce
our new algorithm for classification with missing data. As mentioned in the previous section,
we do not need to know in advance which of the interaction terms in (6) are nonzero. The
full procedure, which we call the Hard-thresholding Anova Missing data (HAM) classifier, is
given in Algorithm 1. The main result in this section (Theorem 2) establishes that the HAM
classifier achieves the upper bound in Theorem 1, subject to a sample size condition, despite
the fact that our algorithm does not have access to the set {2, from Definition 2.

Before presenting our theoretical results, we describe the key ideas underpinning our ap-
proach. The first main step begins by estimating P(Y = 1) via the proportion of labels in the
training data that belong to class 1, which provides an estimate of fy,. The algorithm then
proceeds to estimate each of the functions f,, for w € N, in order of increasing dimension
d,,. More precisely, for each w € N/, the estimator f,, of f,, is based on a nearest neighbour
type algorithm, which uses only the available cases for w, and where the distance metric is
based on the covariates for which the corresponding entries of w are equal to 1.

The second main step of the algorithm aims to determine which of the functions f,,, should
be set to zero. We first calculate a proxy for o2 given in (7) by taking the average after
evaluating the estimator fg at each of the available cases for w in the training dataset. We then
seek to estimate (2. Starting with w = 14, and now working in order of decreasing dimension
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Algorithm 1 The Hard-thresholding Anova Missing data classifier C’H AM-
1: Input: Data Dp, = (X', Y1,01),..., (X", Yn,0n)) € (R x {0,1} x {0,1}9)", ~ € [0,00)%, B €
(0,1]%, a € [0, 00), and a test point z € R¢
fo() =% i Yi—3
ford =1,...,d do
for w € N such that d, = d’ do
_ 2Bwre o Berw
kw:i=1+ Lngw(25w+dw)+a5wj; T = 2—4 Mg 2[vw (28w +dw) +aBuw] - Ny := {’L c [TL] fw = Oi}
for z € {X7":i€ Nu}U{zo} do
Let (X{(Ul)w (2), Yy, ()., (X‘(*’ )( x), Ying)o (z)) be a reordering of the pairs {(XZOZJ/;) :
1 € Nw} such that ||X°" (x)fwa <. <X nw)w(x)fm‘””

AR U i

8: fuo(@) = 1 szly() (@) = 3 = Lo <o fur (2)
9: end for 3

10: 6% = = Sien, F5(XP)

11: end for

12: end for

13: Q=0

14: ford =d,d—1,...,1do )
15:  forwe N withdy, =d, U({w})NQ=0do

16: if 62 > 7, then O = QU {w}
17: end if

18: end for

19: end for

20: i)(w0) = 3+ ey ) foo@0)
21: Output: Cyyang(xg) == Lifi(2o)>1/2}

d,,, we do not include a pattern w in our estimated set Q) whenever 62 is sufficiently small.

If, on the other hand, &2 is large then w is added to the set () and we disregard all ' for
which ' < w. This approach ensures that Q2 € 7 ({0,1}9). Our final estimate of the regressmn
function 7 is then based on those f,, for which the pattern w is contained in Q U L(Q) that is

=5+ 3 A0

weQUL(S)

We classify the test point ¢ according to whether 7(xg) > 1/2, or otherwise.

An appealing feature of our algorithm is that we avoid the need for sample-splitting. How-
ever, since our proxy for o2 is calculated by evaluating fw at the training data and we condi-
tion on the observation mdicators in our results, we will require a slightly stronger assumption
on the properties of the marginal feature distributions in our class, namely we ask for control
of the 1, tails. This amounts to a slightly extended version of Definition 3.

DEFINITION 31, Fix v = (71,...,74)T €[0,00)%, Cp, > 1 and O C {0,1}%. Then let
Q1 (v, Cy, O) denote the class of distributions for which (9) holds and

max uw‘(;({x eR?: min Phitond, (T) < f}) <Cp-¢"

0€O:w=o 0€O:w=o

forall € >0 and all w € {0,1}4\ {04}.

Now, to state our main theoretical result about Algorithm 1, we will write QMISS =
Qf(ﬁSS(Q*, cg,,CL, B,Cs,a, Cyi, O) for the class of distributions that arises when we re-
place Or,(7,CL, O) in the class Q). in (11) with OF (v, Cr, O).
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THEOREM 2. Fixd,n €N, O C{0,1}% oy,...,0, € O, Q, € Z({0,1}9) \ {{04},0},
cg € (0,1/4], v € [0,00)%, CL > 1, B € (0,14 Cs>1, a € [0,00) and Cy; > 1. Sup-
pose that Q, C N and we have ming,cq, Vo > maxyeq, Bw/dy,. Suppose that n, >

4w (2Bwtdw)taBu)

log Bt (2INV|ming co, nu), for w € U(Q) NN, then there exists a constant
Cy > 1 (not depending on n nor o1, . . ., 0,) such that
sup EQ{E'PQ (Cram) ‘ O1=01,...,0,= On}
Qe
1ta Bwyw (1+a)
(14) <Cy -log,* <min nw) max{n Yoo (BB i)t eb }
UJGQ* UJGQ*

The proof of Theorem 2 is presented in Sections 5.3 and S3.2 . The key to the proof is to
establish in Proposition 6 that Q= Q, with high probability, under a sample size condition.
The result then follows by combining this with the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.

The main conclusion of Theorem 2 is that our classifier C’H AM attains the upper bound in
Theorem 1, subject to a sample size condition. Note that we do not impose any restrictions on
the minimum number of available cases observed for w € €2, U L(€),) and that the condition
on n,, for w e U(Q,) NN only rules out an extreme imbalance between the number of
available cases for the different observation patterns. For instance, under our condition on
the relationship between the parameters, if we have at least a polylogarithmic proportion of
the data available for the patterns in U (€2,) NN, e.g. ny, > log8t4(d+)/Bu(2d+1p) then the
sample size condition holds. The intuition is that we only need a relatively small amount of
data to detect that f,, =0 for w € U ().

A thorough investigation of the proof of Theorem 2 in fact allows us to make nontriv-
ial statements about the excess risk of Cyan even when our sample §ize condition is not
satisfied. In particular, we could elucidate the precise consequence of {2 in Algorithm 1 not
coinciding with €2, in small sample settings. First, whenever Q, C Q U L(), we may seek
to control the excess risk in a similar way to (14), with the {2, in the maximum replaced by
(). On the other hand, if €2, ¢ QU L(Q) (or if Q, NN # 0), then Cyran will estimate a
non-zero f,, by 0, and we will only have a trivial bound on the excess risk.

4. Numerical results. In this section we provide empirical evidence of the strength of
the proposed methodology to complement the theoretical results from the previous section.
In particular, we will compare the performance of our Craw classifier applied with canonical
values of the class indices «, 3, =, as well as a cross-validation version of our HAM algorithm
(see Section S4.1 ) which only requires a set of possible values that o, 3, v may take. We also
investigate the performance of an oracle version of the HAM classifier which has access to the
unknown set €),. The performance is compared with standard approaches used to deal with
missing data in classification problems, namely complete case analysis and several different
imputation methods. We also include the comparison with an oracle imputation approach,
which has access to the full dataset.

Our experiments” will consider the following simulation settings:

Setting 1: We adopt the setting in Example 1. Fix d = 2, u = (2/2,0)7 and ¥ = I
the 2-dimensional identity matrix. Suppose that P(Y = 1) =1/2, and X | {Y =71} ~
Nyg((=1)"u, %), for r € {0,1} and that Ol (X,Y). Let P(O = w) = p (1 — p)?~%,

2The code for the simulations is available at https://github.com/TorbenSell/missing_data/.
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for w € {0,1}¢ and homogeneous observation probability p = 0.7. In this case, for z =
(x1,22)T € R, the regression function is

1 1
n(z) == = + = tanh(—2"%z,).
2 2
It follows that f., (z1,72) = 4 tanh(—2'/22) and that all other f,, are 0. The corresponding
distribution @ of (X,Y, O) belongs to Qy; ., with @, = {(1,0)7}, any v = (71,1) € [0,1) x
{1},a=1,8=15,and O = {0,1}?, see Section S1.1 for full details. Therefore, we have

271

_ ., 8+l
R=ngg

which can be arbitrarily close to n(_1 / )2 as vy; — 1.

1

0

Setting 2: In Example 2, take p = U([0,1]*) to be the uniform distribution on the 4-
dimensional unit cube. For z = (1,22, 23,74)7 €[0,1]*, we let

1 (z2—1/2) 2% x4—1/2

77('73) P ( / ) 3 4 /

2 2 2
and suppose that Y _Il O | X. Here the nonzero f,, functions are
T —1/2 z2—1/2)(23 —1/3 z4—1/2
fulr) = B g = RSB gy = L),
6 2 2

Here we have Q € Oy ., with Q, = {(0,1,1,0)7,(0,0,0, 1)}, v = (1,42, v3,7v4)" for any
Y2,73,74 € [0,00), a =1, B =14, and O = {(1,1,1,0)7,(1,0,0,1)T}, see Section SI.1 .
We thus have

_ _2(v2A73) _ 274
— 4(v2Av3)+1 3v4+1
R=nu150" V70001)
. . o -1/2 —-2/3
which, since we can take any arbitrarily large -, could be as fast as R = "(0,1,1,0) \Y% (0,0,0,1)"

Setting 3: We use Example 3, where for z = (z1,22)7 € [0,1]? we have

1 T 1
=—4 =4+ - 4 .
n(x) 1 + 1 + 1 cos(4mxza)
Here the nonzero f, are
- Tr1 — 1/2_

fe () = YR feo () = iCOS(47TZC2).

We have @ € Oy, with Q, = {e1,e2}, any v = (71,72) € [0,00)%, a =1, B =15 and
0 =0, 1}2, see Section S1.1 . Here, we have

2 279
_ 37v1+1 37v2+1
B=nqg" Vren

which approaches (n(1,0) A n(071))_2/3 as 71, y2 — 00.

In each of these settings, we conduct an experiment by generating a training dataset of size
n, for n € {500,1000}. In particular, let ((X1,Y1,01),...,(Xn,Yn,0,)) ~ Q", and a test
dataset consisting of m = 1000 independent copies of (X,Y"), when (X,Y,0) ~ Q. For each
algorithm, which will only have access to (X 10 L Y1,01),. .., (X9 Y, 0,), we will present
a boxplot of the empirical test error for 100 repeats of the experiment. Here the empirical test
error is the proportion of incorrect classifications made on the test dataset. We will compare
several different classification algorithms, the first three being our methods:

HAM: Our Algorithm 1 applied with 3 =~ = 14, @ = 1, and training data (Xlo1 ,Y1,01),
(X9 Y, 0,).
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¢vHAM: Our Algorithm 1 applied with 8 = ,é, ~ =%, and o = &, and training data
(Xlol,Yl,Ol), . (X9"Y,,,0,). Here 3, 4, and & are the outputs of our 5-fold cross-
validation procedure in Algorithm S1 applied with A = {0,1/2,1/d}, B={1/4,2/4,3/4,1}-
15and G={1/2,1,2,00} - 1,4.
Oracle HAM: Our Algorithm 1 with 3 =+ = 1, and a = 1, which has access to the true €,
and thus can omit the estimation of it.

The other methods apply a standard k-nearest neighbour (knn) algorithm (Fix and Hodges,
1952, 1989) to different modifications of the training data, namely

Complete Case (CC): We use only the observations belonging to N1, = {i € [n]: O; = 14},
and apply the knn algorithm with £ =1/3 - nIdl/ (3+d); in other words we apply the knn
algorithm directly to {(X;,Y;) :7 € Ny, }.

Zero Imputation (ZI): All missing values are imputed with the value 0 and we then apply
the knn algorithm with k = 1/3 - n="/ (3+d): in other words the knn algorithm is applied
directly to (X9, v1),..., (X9, V).

Mean Imputation (MI): For each j € [d], let 7 := % Yic N, X7 be the mean of the

observations in the training data for which the jth variable is not missing and define ¥ :=
>_jela) Vj- Then for each observation i € [n], let X; = X" 4 (14 — 0;) © ©. We then apply

the knn algorithm with k = 1/3 - n~V/ G+ o (X1, V1),...,(X,, Yy).

Multiple Imputation by Chained Equations (MICE): All missing values in the training
set are imputed using the ‘miceforest’ python package to give 5 different datasets. We then
apply the knn algorithm with k =1/3 - n~1/(3+d) 1o each of these datasets and classify a test
point based on a majority vote.

MissForest (MF): All missing values are imputed using the missforest algorithm (Stekhoven
and Biihlmann, 2012) which is implemented in the python package ‘missingpy’. A knn al-
gorithm with £k =1/3 - n~1/(3+d) s then employed using the imputed dataset as training
data.

No missing data (no MD): We apply a knn algorithm with k = 1/3 - n='/3+4) to the full
training dataset. This can be viewed as an oracle imputation method, which can impute the
missing values with the unobserved truth.

The results of our experiments are presented in Figure 2. We see that across our three
settings, the HAM classifier performs well, and typically outperforms the widely-used com-
peting methods. In Setting 2, there are no fully observed data points available, so a complete
case analysis is not possible. Further we see, especially in Setting 1, that the HAM classifier
performs almost as well as its oracle version. In Settings 2 and 3, the slight difference be-
tween the performance of HAM and its oracle is due in part to the fact that we have relatively
small number of available cases for some observation patterns. For instance, in Setting 3 we
need to observe both variables to detect that f7, = 0 in this example, but on average we only
have 188 (when n = 500) and 375 (when n = 1000) complete cases. Indeed, by inspecting
the results, we see that we are slightly conservative in our thresholding step for this setting,
nevertheless HAM still performs well. Some further practical improvement may be achiev-
able by tuning the thresholding cutoff depending on the data (i.e. via cross validation).

The results of an additional numerical study with no missing data are presented in Sec-
tion S4.2 in the supplementary material, we see that our HAM classifier remains effective in
this case.

4.1. Real data example. In this section, we illustrate the performance of our HAM al-
gorithm in a real data setting using the ‘Mammographic Mass’ data set (Elter, 2007) and
consider the task of classifying breast cancer tumours as either benign (class 0) or malignant
(class 1) based on the shape, margin, and density of the tumour mass, as well as the patient’s
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FIG 2. Box plots of the empirical percentage test errors for the Complete Case (CC), Zero Imputation (ZI), Mean
Imputation (MI), MICE, and MissForest (MF) approaches and our classifier with known parameters (HAM) and
our classifier with parameters estimated by a cross-validation procedure (cvHAM). For reference, we also include
our Oracle HAM (Oracle) classifier, and a classifier that has access to all data, with no missing values (no MD).
The Bayes risk is shown as the red horizontal line. We present the results for Setting 1 (top row), Setting 2 (middle
row) and Setting 3 (bottom row), with n. = 500 (left column) and n = 1000 (right column).

age. There are 961 observations in the dataset, of which 5 have missing entries for age, 31
have no entry for mass shape, 48 are missing entries for mass margin, and 76 have no entry
for mass density. There are 516 benign tumours (53.7%) and 445 malignant tumours (46.3%).

We compare our HAM and cvHAM algorithms to the complete case classifier (CC), as
well as Zero Imputation (ZI), Mean Imputation (MI), MICE, and MissForest (MF), all im-
plemented as described in the previous section. We randomly split the data into a training
set and test set by sampling 161 of the complete cases to form our test set, leaving n = 800
observations to form the training set which contains missing values. We record the test er-
ror of each algorithm over 100 different train-test splits. The results of this experiment are
shown in Figure 3, where we see that our HAM and cvHAM approaches are outperforming
the existing methods.

5. Proofs.

5.1. Constructions used in the lower bound proof of Theorem I. Our proof of the lower
bound in Theorem 1 makes use of a new version of Assouad’s Lemma, modified to our clas-
sification with missing data setting (see Lemma S5 in Section S2 ). To illustrate the key ideas
of our proof, we initially consider the case that 2, = {w} contains only one element. We con-
struct a finite set of distributions @ of (X,Y, O) belonging to Q) ... The full constructions
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FIG 3. Box plots of the empirical percentage test errors for the Complete Case (CC), Zero Imputation (ZI), Mean
Imputation (M1), MICE, and MissForest (MF) approaches and our classifier with known parameters (HAM) and
our classifier with parameters estimated by a cross-validation procedure (cvHAM).

for our proofs are somewhat complicated and many of the details, as well as the correspond-
ing theory and ultimately the full proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1 for a general (2,
are presented in Section S2 .

Here we present some of the key aspects of our proof. First, for each distribution () that
we construct, we take (X,Y") and O to be independent and take the distribution of O to be
uniform on O, s0 Q) € Qiss(O). In order to ensure that our regression functions decompose
as in (6), we require a carefully designed marginal feature distribution, which in particular
satisfies many symmetries about the origin. The full definition of these, which differ slightly
in the light tailed case (where ~,, > 1) and the heavy tailed case (where v, < 1), are given in
Sections 5.1.1 and 5.1.2. In both cases, we have a discrete lattice of support points on which
the regression function construction will change between distributions, and a set where the
regression functions does not change between distributions in our construction. Sections S2.2
and S2.5 in the supplementary material show that the distributions are constructed in such as
way that they belong to the class O; (v, CL, O).

We then, in Sections S2.3 and S2.6 , define the regression function 7 for our respective
light- and heavy-tailed initial constructions when €2, = {w}. The symmetry in marginal dis-
tributions allows us to define 7 via a single nonzero function f,, in the anova decomposition
in (6). This function f,, is defined first on the region (0, oo)d and then mirrored or flipped on
the appropriate axes to define the function on the whole of R?, ensuring that n = 1/2 + f,,,
i.e. (6) holds with all other f,, = 0 (see Lemmas S12 and S19) . On the lattice, f,, is taken to
be either € or —e for some small € > 0. The different possible combinations of +¢ on these
points lead to the different distributions used in our application of Assouad’s Lemma. On the
remainder of the marginal support, f,, is taken to be a particular 3-smooth function. This
choice allows us to extend the definition of f,, to a S-smooth function on the whole of R¢
(via McShane’s extension Theorem — see Corollaries S11 and S18 ). Lemmas S12 and S19
also show that the corresponding distributions belong to Pg(3, 1). Concluding Sections S2.3
and S2.6 , Lemmas S13 and S20 show that the distributions belong to Py (v, Cyy).

Sections S2.4 and S2.7 complete the proof of the lower bound when 2, = {w} for the
light- and heavy-tailed cases, respectively. More precisely, we apply our version of Assouad’s
Lemma to carefully selected versions of the constructions described above. The full proof of
the lower bound in Theorem 1 is presented in Section S2.8. The proof extends the construc-
tions above to the general (), case, using a mixture of distributions, which establishes the
lower bound over Q.. (Qx, cg,7,CL, B3,Cs, a, Cni, O); in fact we will see that our con-
structions belong to the smaller class Ql\tﬁss, and thus that our lower bound holds even over
this more restrictive class.
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5.1.1. The marginal feature distribution in the light tailed case. It is convenient to intro-
duce some additional notation at this point. For a set A* C [0,00)% and s = (s1,...,54)7 €
{—1,1}4, we will write s ® A" := {2 = (21,...,29)T eR¥ .z =s 02,27 € AT} CR™L
We now define the marginal distribution of the feature vectors, which will in fact be the same
for all () in our class. First, for ¢ € N and » > 0, let

E,r={<1+rvl 1+%) vje[q]forje[d]}.

q
Then, fixing w € {0,1}7\ {04}, let T2, = {z* € R : z € Ty, }, T := || = ¢* and
enumerate this set as {2{,...,2%} C [O, 1 + r]. Further let I1, : RY — R% be the pro-
jection of R% onto the d,, non-zero coordinates of w, i.e. for z := (z1,...,24)" € RY

and w := (wi,...,wq)” € {0,1}%, we have IL,(z) := (%) e[djw,=1 € R%. For A C R,
let I, (A) := {Il,(x) : © € A}. Further, for £ > 0, let R := [L + 2r,1 + 2r + ] and
RY:={a¥ e R": x € R}. Let Ry := [1,1 + r]%, Rf := {2 € R*: 2 € Ry} and, for
je{jeld w;=1}L1et RY =Ry + (1 +2r + k) -¢;

We define the marginal X distribution as follows: for a,b € [0,1/2] and A C R (measur-
able), let

T
w a
M(A) = lu’fgﬂ?’q7a,b(A> = ﬁ Z Z H{S“’@ZZ)EA}

se{—1,1}d t=1

b
(15) taT 2. 2 La (M40 (0 RY)) )

j€[dw;=1se{—1,1}4

pLlzazb 3 ad( Aﬂ(s@R“))>

C9dpde
se{-1,1}¢

A particular instance of the support of this construction is given in Figure 4. The regression
functions in this case are given in Section S2.3 . The main idea is that we will take n =
1/2 + f, to be slightly above or below 1/2 on each of the grid points in T4 and bounded
away from 1/2 on the remainder of the support. This is initially defined only on the “top
right" quadrant of the support and then reflected asymmetrically to ensure the f,, satisfies the
orthogonality constraint in the anova decomposition — see (S7) in Section S2.3 .

Note that the construction of the marginal distribution used in this subsection shares some
aspects with the construction used by Reeve et al. (2021) in their transfer learning problem.
In particular, the regions 7. and R* are used similarly to how they were used in Reeve et al.
(2021), while here we introduce the sets R for j € [d] and carefully reflect the upper-right
quadrant in the coordinate axes to give our final X marginal construction. These latter aspects
are crucial for constructing distributions () satisfying Definitions 1 to 5 in our missing data
problem.

5.1.2. The marginal feature distribution in the heavy tailed case. 'The marginal construc-
tion for the heavy tailed case is somewhat simpler, in particular the marginal distribution of X
can be taken to be a product measure. Let vy denote a point mass at zero, i.e. vp(A) = 1 {0cA}>
for ACR. For g € N, let 1 = 11 3 denote the distribution on R given by

vi4(A) = Zﬂ{w/qu}H{ 1-j/GeA}
_] 1
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D

FIG 4. The support of the light tailed marginal for an observation pattern w with dw = 2 and vy > 1. The lattice
in the top right quadrant is Twr the boxes are RY, RLIU and R‘é’ The boxes carry enough mass to ensure that

projecting onto one variable results in light tails. Specifically here we plot the support of,ul(i rzl ab with k = 0.35,
r=0.75 and q = 10.

for A C R. Further, for a € [0,1],7 > 1 and ¢ € N, let v, = 15 4, , denote the distribution on
R given by

q
a
V2qrald) = 2@2( {1+%€A}+H{flf%"eA}>
Jj=1

(Am{ —r —2 —r—l)u(r+1,r+2)}).

Now fix w € {0,1}%\ {04} and j € {j € [d] :wj =1}. Let

(16) n=p qra,] ®Vw] ®V2,q,ra® ® Vw; -

j=j+1

A particular instance of the support of this construction is given in Figure 5. The corre-
sponding regression function in this case is conceptually similar to that in the light tailed case
above and is therefore deferred to Section S2.6 .

5.2. Outline of the proof of the upper bound in Theorem I. In this section, we provide
the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1. Our strategy for the proof is to introduce two
high-probability events E(z) and EJ(z). The first provides control of the nearest neighbour
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D

FIG 5. The support of the heavy tailed marginal for an observation pattern w with dw, = 2 and v < 1. Specifically
here we plot the support of “51,15272",@,1 =12 q,r,a ® V1, with ¢ =25, §=10, r = 2.5. The lines on the sides
ensure that projecting onto the xo axis results in light tails.

distances to a point z in the support of yu for each observation pattern w € N. Our second
high-probability event asks for control of the empirical average of the labels of the near-
est neighbours in each observation pattern. Then, working on these events, we provide in
Lemma 3 control of the error |f,,(z) — f,(z)| for each w € N. This establishes the rate at
which we are able to estimate the functions f,, for w € N.

We next show that in regions where 7 is sufficiently far from a half, a version of our classi-
fier agrees with the Bayes classifier with high probability. The main result in this subsection is
Proposition 5, which provides a tail bound on the excess risk of this version of our algorithm.
We then prove the upper bound in Theorem 1 at the end of this subsection, by integrating the
tail bound for an oracle version of the algorithm, which has access to the true €2,. The proofs
of the results in subsection, as well as some additional lemmas are given in Section S3.1 in
the supplement.

Before presenting the results, it is convenient to fix some notation that we will use
throughout this section. First, recall from the statement of Theorem 1 that we are treat-
ing the missingness indicators o, ...,0, € O C {0,1}¢ as fixed and all probability state-
ments in this section should be interpreted as being conditional on O = o1,...,0, = 0y,
For w € {0,1}¢, we will write p,(-) in place of minecow=o{pp.,..d.(-)}- Let ko, =n

2BwYw

and recall from Algorithm 1 that k,, = 1 + [ng*®*"* "% | for w € '\ {0}. Let X :=
{r e R?: p,(z*) > 0, forall w e N'}. For § € (0,1], w € N, ky, € [n,], and z € X, let
ko = ko() = [41og (IN1/0)TL gk, <fatos, (81/0)1) F Kol {[410g, (IN1/8)] ko <nopo(e=)/2) +
(10pala)/2] = Do oerahy i 4108, (N1/O)] < nup(a)/2, and let &, =
ky(z) :=0if [4log, (IN/6)] > nwpw(2*)/2.

We now formally introduce our two high-probability events. First, for x € X and w € N,

write X, (z¥) = x* and define the event

2k 1/d.
1) w w w w
= ] —av| < (—2— .

Aw(q:) {HX(]%)W('T ) x H — (nwpw(l'w)> }
Let B9 (z) := N en A% (x). Lemma S25 in Section S3.1 bounds the probability of the event
B} (2).

We now define the high-probability event on which the empirical average of labels of the
nearest neighbours is close to the corresponding average of the regression function evaluated
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at the feature vectors. For w € {0, 1}9, write 1, : R — [0, 1] for the regression function of Y’
given X% given by n,(z) :=Pgo(Y =1| X¥ =2*). For § € (0,1), w € N and = € R? let

.- log. (2|N/5
fﬂ@:ﬂégymu@ﬂm&mmnk 5%%}”}

and let E3(z) := (), B (2). Lemma S26 in Section S3.1 bounds the probability of this
event. R
Our first result here controls the bias and variance of f, for w € N on the event

E{(x) N E9(x). To this end, we will make use of a universal bound on ||f,,||«0, given by
C in Proposition S4 . For w € A"\ {0} and z € X, let

_ Dy \ B/t _ [log, (2I\]/9)
(17) Rw,l(x> =2CRCs - L@%L((W) ; Rw72 = \/77

and let ROd,l(l') =0 and R0d72 = w'

LEMMA 3. Fixw € N and x € X, then on the event EJ(x) N E9(z) we have that
(18) | fuol@) = ful@)] < ke (2% - R (@) + Rup),
for some 1 < k,, < 2(d,, + 1)%, which is given explicitly in the proof.

It is now convenient to define a version of our HAM classifier that depends on a de-
terministic set 2 C A Indeed, let 7jg(z¢) :=1/2 + > weaur(@) fw(zo) and let Co(zo) =

Lt (20)>1/2}- Our next two results concern the properties of C'Q(xg), and we begin by estab-
lishing the rate at which 7o (2) approximates 7(z) on the event E¢(x) N E9(z). For z € X

let R, (z) = W and for w € N\ {04} and x € X define
_ ap2 /dg
Yw (28w +dw)+aBuw _ Bwyw
RM@*C”mm +MTMNWQMM%MM%
Pw (xw)

This represents the rate at which f,,(2) estimates f,,(z) on our high-probability event. Fur-
ther, for Q € {0, 1} satisfying Q, C QU L(Q) and € X, let

RY(z) = max RS (z).

Lemma 4 shows that Cq, agrees with C2 on the event E¢ () N E3(z), whenever 7 is not
too close to 1/2.

LEMMA 4. Fixd,n €N, O C{0,1}% o1,...,0n € O, Q,Q € Z({0,1}%) \ {{04},0},
cg € (0,1), v € [0,00)%, Cp, > 1, B€(0,1]4, Cs>1, a € [0,00), O\t > 1 and 6 € (0,1).
Suppose that Q.. C QU L(Q) CN. Fix Q € Q). Let

C:= mag{?mwlﬂ U L(Q)|(257% CpCs + 1/1/2) }
we
If x € X is such that
n(z) —1/2| > C - Ry(x),

then, on the event ES(x) N E3(z), we have Cq(z) = CB¥es(z),
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We are now in a position to state Proposition 5.

PROPOSITION 5. Fix d,n € N, O C {0,1}%, o1,...,0, € O, Q,,Q € T({0,1}%) \
{{04},0}, cg € (0,1), v € [0,00)¢, CL > 1, B € (0,1]4 Cs>1, a € [0,00), Cyy > 1
and & € (0,1). Let 8" := §maxyeq{l/n }. Suppose that Q, C QU L(Q) C N and
mingeq Y, > maxy,eq Bu/dw. There exists a constant Kq > 2 such that, for any Q) € inﬁss,
we have

(19)
R 1+a _ Bwyw (1+a)
PQ{SP(CQ) > Kq-log,* (2|N]/8) A 7, Y Glurdatele | O = 01,...,0, = on} <.

we

The idea behind the proof of this result is to integrate the bound on the regression function
in Lemma 4 over X. This involves ruling out an exceptional set on which the event E¢' (x) N
Eg/ (z) fails to hold; see Lemma S28 in Section S3.1 for full details. The proof of the upper
bound in Theorem 1 now follows by bounding the expectation of the excess risk using (19),
and replacing 2 with €2,. The details are also deferred to Section S3.1 .

5.3. Outline of the proof of Theorem 2. 1In this subsection we provide an outline for the
proof of Theorem 2. The full details of the proof are somewhat lengthy and are therefore given
in Section S3.2 in the supplementary material. The key idea is to show that our estimator 2
used in the HAM classifier in Algorithm 1 correctly identifies €2, with high probability;
see Proposition 6 below. The proof of Theorem 2 then follows by carefully combining this
proposition with the upper bound in Theorem 1.

Before stating the proposition, we will use the constant Cg (which provides an upper
bound on || f,,||ec and only depends on d) from Proposition S4 , and define ¢,, := 7, (25, +

dy) + afu, Kwo :=2¢y/(Butw) and Cp == (SQC%CL)f minsen v Further, we will make use

of a constant «,, T, which only depends on d,,; see the proof of Lemma S34 in Section S3.2
for a precise definition.

PROPOSITION 6. Fixd,n € N, O C {0,1}%, 01,...,0, € O, Q, € Z({0,1}%)\ {{04}, 0},
cg €(0,1/4), v €[0,00)%, CL>1, B€(0,1]¢, Cs>1, a €]0,00), Cnt > 1 and § € (0,1).
Suppose that Q, C N and ming,eq, Y, > maxyeq, Buw/dy. Suppose further that (ny),en
satisfies

S (27C%CL)M,0(1V;&) (206’3%%1«/@,70 . log+(2\/\/lnw/5)>2m,o
nw - CE C;\/,Yw
for all w € ), and
Ny > (16/-@%0/@in . log(2|f\/|nw/5))m’o,
forall w e NNU(Qy). Then we have

sup Pg (Q # Oy
Q€Q1\+Aiss

01:017---’071:071) §45

Proposition 6 shows that, under a sample size condition, we have Q =0, with high prob-
ability, uniformly over the class Ql\tﬁss. For the proof of this result, given in Section S3.2 , we
introduce several additional high-probability events, which control how well we can estimate
o2 as well as the error of f at each of the training data points simultaneously. On the intersec-
tion of these events, we are then able to show that &E, is on the correct side of the threshold 7,
for each relevant w € N. The sample size condition ensures that we have enough signal in our
training data to detect that f,, is nonzero. Note, however, that in Theorem 2 we are in fact able

to remove the condition on n,, for w € €, and simplify the condition for w € N N U (€L,).
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S1. Additional results and proofs of the claims in Section 2 .

S1.1. Intuition behind Definition I and proofs of the claim in the examples. Our first
result below provides additional understanding of the class Qyiss(O) in Definition 1 , based
on conditional independence properties.

PROPOSITION S1.  Fix Q € Q and suppose that (X,Y,0) ~ Q. Let Og = {o € {0,1}4:
P (O = o0) > 0}. If, for all w € {0,1}4, we have that Y and O are conditionally independent
given X%, then Q € Quiss(OQ).

PROOF. Fix 0 € Og and w = o, then by Bayes’ Theorem and the assumed conditional
independence we have
Po(O=olY =1, X% =a%)Po(Y =1|X¥ =2av)
Po(O =o|X® = av)
=Po(Y =1|X¥ =2")
whenever Pg(O = 0| X = z*) > 0. On the other hand, if Pg(O = o|X*“ = 2*) = 0, then

the right hand side in (3) is conditioning on a null set under the distribution (). Thus we can
define a version of regression function satisfying

Po(Y =1|X*=2%0=0) =Po(Y =1|X“ =2v),

Po(Y = 1[X* =2*,0 =0) =

for all 0 € Og and w < 0 and x € supp(y), without changing the distribution (). This com-
pletes the proof. 0

LEMMA S2. Fix S1,S9 C [d] with S1 NSy =0 and Q € Q. Suppose that (X,Y,0) ~ Q,
and let Og = {0 € {0,1}?: Po(O = 0) > 0}. Suppose further that the regression function
n(x) depends on x = (x1,...,34) € R? only via xg, := {x; : j € S1}, and that O | {X =
z,Y =y} depends on (z,y) € R? x {0,1} only via zg, := {z; : j € S2}. If Xg, and Xg,
are independent, then Q) € Qiss(OQ).

PROOF. First write w' = (w},...,wy) with w? = 1if j € S1 and wj = 0, otherwise. Simi-
larly write w” = (wf, ..., wg) with w} = 1if j € S and w} = 0 otherwise.

Fix w = (w1,...,wq) € {0,1}¢. We then have that for x € supp(u)

]P’(Y:1|Xw:x“’):/ PY=1|X=2x)dpu,—w(x)
Ra
:/ P(Y =1| X% =2*)du1, ()
Ra

= [ B =11 X, =) dua, - @
Similarly, for o € O¢g with 0 < w and x € supp(u), we have that
PO=0| X =2*) = [ PO =o0| Xs. =) duz, (o)
]Rd

Now, since X, and X, are independent, we have that X*' and X“" are independent and
hence X (a—@)Aw" gpd X (Ta=w)Aw"” are independent. It follows that, for o € Og with o < w
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and x € supp(u), we have
P(Y=1,0=0| X*=2")

:/ P(Y=1,0=0|X =2)dp1,—u(z)
Rd
PY=1|X=2)PO=0|Y=1,X=2)dy1,—w(z)

P(Y =1 ‘ XS] - mSl )]P)<O =0 ’ XSz - st) dlu’ld—w(x)

"

P(Y = 1| X5, =5, B0 = 0| X5, =25,) diitn,opnar (2 ) (e, -y ()
P(Y =1 | Xs, :x&)P(O =0 ’ Xs, :ZSQ) d:u(ld—w)/\w’ ($) d“(ld—w)/\w”(z)

= {/ P(Y=1| Xslszl)duud—w)m'(x)}{/ P(O=o| st2252)du(1d—w)m~(z)}~
R4 R4

It follows that
P(Y=1,0=0|X¥=2¥)
P(O=o0| X¥=2av)

as required. 0

PY=1|0=0,X"=2")= =P(Y =1|X¥=a")

We now prove the claims made in the examples in Section 2 , as well as provide additional
detail on the particular classes the corresponding distributions belong to.

PROOF OF THE CLAIM IN THE EXAMPLE | . We have Pg(O = o) > 0 for any o €
{0,1}%, and thus Q € Quiss({0, 1}¢) by Proposition S1, since (X,Y) and O are indepen-
dent. In the special case with u = (a,0)” for some a > 0, and ¥ = I (in Setting 1 in Section 4
we have a = 2!/2)), we will in fact show that

Qe Qﬁiss({(l,o)T},o.om, (v, 1), CL, 12,1V (a/2),1,4/a, {0, 1}2>,

for any ~y; € [0, 1) and sufficiently large Cf,.
Indeed, for x = (x1,22)” € R?, we have

—axr
e 1

1 1
nr)=———= 3 + 3 tanh(—axq).

- e—aT1 | a1

Therefore, in the decomposition in (6) the only nonzero term is f(; )z (v) = tanh(—ax1)/2,
and all other f s are zero. Further,

o0 1 2 2
0(2170)T =Eg{tanh?(aX;)/4} = /_Oo We—rl/%a /2 cosh(az ) tanh?(az1 ) da

oo
1 2 2 2.2
>/ — /270 2—aai /2 sinhQ(a:cl)dwl =
TS 4V 2T

where we used the inequality cosh(ax) < e *’/2. Thus, if for example a = 2'/2, then Q €
Qr({(1,0)7},0.074,{0,1}?).

67a2/2{62a2/(1+a2) _ 1}
8(1 +a2)1/2 ’
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Turning now to the parameters in Definition 3 , first consider w = (0,1)7, in this case
the marginal distribution of X5 is a standard Gaussian random variable. Hence, for = =
(w1,72)T € {0} x [2,00), we have by convexity

. Pzt r) =P —1)
= inf
P (@) = Tnf .

= 2¢(x2)

where ¢ and ¢ denote the cumulative distribution function and density, respectively, of a
standard Gaussian random variable. It follows that, for £ < &, := 2¢(2), we have

o ({2 €R2 1 () < €1) < ro({w € R 2 20(2) < €}) = 20(—b) < e/ = “f;
1/2
where b := (2log(%)) . On the other hand, for £ > &, we have p,({z € R?:

Pu.1(x) < &) <1< (€/&). We conclude that we may take any 72 € [0,1]. Now, for
w = (1,0)7, the marginal distribution of X; is a mixture of two Gaussian random variables
with means —a and a, respectively. In this case, for z = (z1,22)" € Rx {0} with |z1]| > a+2
we have

Puoi () = d(x1 —a) + ¢(x1 + a) 2 2¢(|z1] + a).

Then similarly to above, we have for £ < &; := 2¢(2a + 2), we have
,Ufw({x eR?: puw,l(x) < 5}) < ({l’ eR?: 2¢(|x1| +a) < 5})
=P(—(c+a))+P(—(c—a)) <20(—(c—a))

< 6—(0—(1)2/2 _ 6—(c+a)2/2+2ac

< Vj; exp(20/2108(vV2/(V7£)) ).

1/2
where ¢ := (2 log(%» — a. On the other hand, for £ > &, we have p,,({z € R?:
Puo1(z) < f}) <1< (€/61), for any 1 < 1. Finally, by Reeve et al. (2021, Lemma S8),
we also deduce that

n({e €B? : puale) <€}) < CLE™.

for any 7; < 1 and some appropriate choice of Ci. We therefore deduce that () €
Qr(~,Cr, {0,1}%), for any ~ € [0,1) x [0, 1] and the corresponding choice of Cf,.
Regarding smoothness, for = = (x1,22)7, 2’ = (2, 24)7 € supp(u), we have

1 a
|fa0r (@) = faor @) = §| tanh(—az1) — tanh(—az})| < §|$1 — ],

and thus Py € Ps(12,1V (a/2)) since all other f,, are 0.
Finally, for ¢t > 0, we have
tanh ! (2t) }

a

Pp(|n(X) —1/2| <t) = QIPP{O < tanh(aX;) < 2t} - 21Pp{o <X <

2tanh~!(2t)
<—
a
It follows that Py € Py(1,1V 4/a).

4
<--t.
a
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PROOF OF THE CLAIM IN THE EXAMPLE 2 . First, for o € {(1,1,1,0)7,(1,0,0,1)T},
we have that P (O = 0) > 0 and no other observation patterns can be observed in the train-
ing data. Since Y and O are conditionally independent given X for all w € {0, 1}*, we have
Q € Qwniss({(1,1,1,0)T,(1,0,0,1)T}) by Proposition S1.

In the special case used in Setting 2 in Section 4 , where for © = (x1, 22, x3, x4)T € [0, 1]4
we have

1 (v2—1/2) 23 +m4—1/2

the nonzero f,, functions are

xo — x9 — z3 —
fesa) = D o) = I o) - )

To see that Y and O are conditionally independent given X“ in this case, observe that for
any w € {0,1}% and 0o = (1,1,1,0)” and writing X = (X1, X2, X3, X4)” we have

(4 — 1/2)

P(Y =1,0=0| X*=2) =E{P(Y =1,0=0| X) | X* =2}
:IE{IP’(Y:1|X)-IP(O:0|X)‘X“:xw}
=E{n(X) - X1 | X“=a"}
=E{n(X)| X¥“=2a"} -E(X; | X¥=1"),

since 7(z) does not depend on z1. If 0 = (1,0,0,1)7, then similarly for any w € {0,1}¢ we
have that P(Y = 1,0 =0 | X¥ =2%) =E{n(X) | X¥ =2¥} - E(1 — X; | X¥ =av).

We now show that () € Qg for appropriate choices of the parameters. For w =
(wl,wg,wg,w4)T € {O, 1}4, we have p, = ®§:1{U([0, 1])]1{0.)]:1} + 50]1{%:0}}’ where Jg
denotes a Dirac mass at 0. Further, for w < (1,1,1,0)7, we have

Heol(1,1,1,007 = {Beta(2, 1)Ly, —13 + 60 Lgw, =03 } ® {U([0,1]) 1 ep,—1} + 0L fu,—0} }
@ {U([0,1])Lqy,=1} + 601 e,—0} } ® do
and for w < (1,0,0,1)7, we have
Hol(100.0)7 = {Beta(l,2) 1, -1y + 0T =0y } ® 05 & {U ([0, 1)) V=1 + 00T, =0 }-

To see this, note that for a measurable set A C [0,1]% and w = 0= (1,1,1,0)7, we let A =
A x {0} and have

foo(A) =Po(X“ € A|O=0) =2 -Pg(0O=0| X* € A) - Po(X“ € A)

:2-/avldaslalxgda:g7
A

which proves the claim for 14(1,1.1,0y7|(1,1,1,0)7» the other cases follows by similar calculations.
Now focusing on the nonzero Jf, for w € €, we have

2 (Xp —1/2)%(X3 —1/3) T (e
7(0,1,1,0)T :IE{ 1 ’ 0=(1,1,1,0) } =0~ 0.002,

2 (X2 —1/2)? Mmoo 1
9(0,1,0,0)7 :E{T ‘ 0=(1,1,1,0) } = 13~ 0:002
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and
2 (X4—1/2)? 1l
700017 = E{f 0=(1,0,0,1) } = g 002

therefore we have Q € Qr({(0,1,1,0)7,(0,0,0,1)7},1/540,{(1,1,1,0)T, (1,0,0,1)T}).
Turning to Definition 3 , consider first the lower density of 1(1,0,0,0)7(1,1,1,0)7- For 21 €
[0,1] and r € (0,21 A (1 — 271)), we have

T1+Tr
2/ zdz = {(z —|—7")2—(x1—7“)2}:4x1r,

1—T

and for 0 < z1 < r we have
(z14+r)AL
2/ xdr=(r1+7r)2 AL
0

For 0 < (1 — z1) < r we have that

' =1— xr1 —7rT 2
2/( vz =1— {(z1— 1)V 0}2.

z1—7)VO0

It follows that, for z; € [0, 1], we have

2f(xl+T)A1$d$
™ _ . (z1—7)VO .
P 0,007 10,1107 51 ((xl’ 0,0,0) ) B re%f,l) r =4l
A similar calculation shows that
2](131"!‘7‘)/\1 :L'd:l:
™ _ . (z1—7)VO .
p/"‘(l,O,D,O)T\(l,O,D,l)T71((x:l’ 0’0’ 0) ) - Telg)f,l) r - {4(1 - 33'1)} A 17

for 1 € [0, 1]. Therefore, for £ < 1, we have
(et i ) <}): 2<¢
H(1,000) ({l‘ 0, 1] o€ {(LLLO)TA(1,0,0,1)7}  Hr0.00 o1 (@) <€ £/2<¢
whereas, for £ > 1, we have

T 4 : i =1<¢&.
14(1,0,0,0) <{1’ €[0,1] oe{(l,l,l,(I]I)ITlfl(l,O,O,l)T}pu(l’O’O’O)T“”l(x) < f}) 1<¢

For w € {ea,e3,e4}, and 0 € {(1,1,1,0)7,(1,0,0,1)”} with w < o, we have p, = [w|o and
thus p,_ 1(-) = 1 on the support of X, and

,uw({:re 0,1]*: Py () <£}) =Tge1y <&

min
oe{(1717170)T7(170’071)T}

for any choice of v > 0. For w = o = (1,1,1,0)7, we have that H(1,1,1,0)7((1,1,1,0)7 =
Beta(2,1) ® U([0,1])®2 ® &. Thus, for = (x1,22,23,0)” € [0,1]3 x {0}, since {z € R3:
|z — (21,22, 23) |loo < 7/V3} C{z €R?: ||z — (x1,22,23)7 || <7}, we have

) (2)> inf v((xy —r/V3,21+1/v3)) - r2/3 S (41 N 1)
M(1,1,1,0)T|(1,1,1,0)T13 _7'6(0,1) 7“3 - 3\/§ )

where v denotes the measure of a Beta(2, 1) distribution. Thus, for £ < 1/(3v/3), we have

28
H(1,1,1,0)T ({fU €0, 1]4 : PMLLLO)T‘(LLLO)T,3(95) < f}) < 33/2°
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For £ > 1/(3v/3) we have

Ha.1107 ({x o, 1]4 : p“(1,1,1,0>T\(1,1,1,o>T72(37) < f}) sls 33/25-

For w < 0= (1,1,1,0)T, and w < 0 = (1,0,0,1)T similar calculations show that (9) holds
when v = (1,72,73,74) € {1} x [0,00)3. Therefore

Q€ Or((1,72,73,72)7,3%%,{(1,1,1,0)7,(1,0,0,1)7})

for any ~y2,73,74 € [0, 00). Further, similar (and slightly simpler) calculations confirm that in
fact @ belongs to the QIJ: class with the same parameters.
In terms of smoothness and the margin parameter, we have Py € Ps(14,1) and

Pp(|n(X)~1/2/ <t)

1
:/ / / PP(|7](X)—1/2’<t X1::L'l,XQ:$2,X3:x3>dx1da?2dx3

2t—1/2—(x2—1/2)a3
/ / / / d1‘4 dl‘l d:UQ dl‘g = 4t,
2t—1/2—(z2—1/2)x3
thus Pg € Pu(1,4). [

PROOF OF THE CLAIM IN THE EXAMPLE 3 . We have Pg(O = 0) > 0 for any o €
{0,1}2, and further Pg (O = 0| X* = 2*) > 0 for any o,w € {0,1}* and z € [0, 1]%.

First, for x = (z1,22)7 € [0,1]? with 25 < 1/2, w € {0,1}%, we have that Pg(O = 1, |
X9 =% Y =1) = 1/2=Pg(0 = 15| X* = 2%,Y = 0), and thus Pg(0 = 15 | X* =
x¥,Y =1) = 1/2. It follows that, for x = (x1,22)T €[0,1]? with 22 < 1/2 and w € {0,1}2,
=1 | Y =1,XY=a¥)-Po(Y =1|X¥=2a")

Po(O =1y | X¥ =2av)
_1/2-Po(Y =1] XY =2av)
B 1/2
Similarly, for x = (x1,29)" € [0,1] with 25 < 1/2, 7 € {0,1}, and o,w € {0,1}?\ {12}
with w < o, we have that Po(O =o | Y =r, X¥ = 2¥) = 1/6. Therefore (3) holds for
x = (x1,22)7 € [0,1]? with x5 < 1/2. Similar calculations show that (3) also holds z =
(x1,22)T €[0,1)% with 2 > 1/2, and we deduce that Q € Qiss({0,1}?).

Regarding the class O, we recall that n(z) =1/4 4 x1/2+ 1/4 - cos(4mwx2) and thus the
nonzero f,, functions are

P
Po(Y =1|X¥=2%0=1y) = Q0

=Po(Y =1| X =a*).

1 —1/2 _ cos(4mxz)

f€1: 2 9 €z T 4

We therefore have

02 = min{EQ{fte (X)[0O=e1} Eo{f2(X)| 0= 12}} = 1/48 ~0.02
and

o2, =min{Eq{/2(X) |0 = ez}, Eq{f2(X)| O =12} } =1/32%0.03,

and thus Q € Qr({e1,e2},1/48,{0,1}?).
Further, in this example, all relevant lower densities are bounded below by a universal
constant, and therefore Q € Q; (v, Cr,{0,1}?), for any v € [0,00)? and sufficiently large
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C1, > 1 (depending on ~ and the lower bound on the lower densities). Finally, we have Pg €
Ps(12,7) and Pg € Pum(1,8), since

1/24-4t—cos(4mz-)
P (n(X) - 1/2| <1) < / / diy diy < 81,

1/2—4t—cos(4nx2)

S1.2. Properties of the regression function and its anova decomposition.

PROPOSITION S3.  Fix Q € Q. For any w € {0, 1}d, we have for the conditional regres-
sion functions n,(z) :=Pp(Y =1 | X¥ = 2v) that

1
= 5 + Z fw’(')

w'<w

In particular, n(-) = 3 + >wefo,13a ful):
PROOF. Fix an observation pattern w € {0,1}¢ and x € R¢, and recall that
1
fuol@) =Ep{n(X) = 5 = 3 ful(X)| X =a*}.

It follows that

no(z) =Ep(Y | X¥ =2%) =Eq{n(X) | X* =2}
1 w w
=Ep{5+ ;fw/(X)‘X =2} + fu(o)
S+ D Sl =5+ O o)
= 2 w’ €T = 2 w’ X
w' 2w '<w
This completes the proof. 0

PROPOSITION S4.  Fix d € N. There exists a constant Cg > 1 only depending on d such
that for any = € R any P € P, and the estimators fw for w € {0,1}? defined in Section 3

we have |f,,(z)| < Cp, |fu(2)| < Cg, and |f,(z) — f.(x)| < 2C, for all w € {0,1}%. In
particular, we may take Cg to be the dth ordered Bell number.

PROOF. We will in fact show that || f||ee and || fis]|eo are bounded by the d,,th ordered
Bell number By, := 3 Z =0 QJ , which are increasing and satisfy the recurrence relation
that By=B; =l and B, = 1 + zj;ll (’;)Bj, for k € N.

Now, since n(x) € [0,1] for all z, we have fo, = Ep{n(X)} —1/2 €[-1/2,1/2] and
| fo,| < 1/2 < By. By induction over d,,, suppose that ~ < By, for ' < w, then we
have that

@)= [Er{n0) - 5= 3 o) | x0=at

gEP{rn<X>—1/2—fod\+df > 0l X =0

=1 w' <w:d,=j

d,—1 d
<1+ Z (jw>BJ =: Bdw-

Jj=1
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This proves the result for f,,(x). Similar steps using (S16) give a bound for the estimator fw.
Finally, | fi,(2) = fo(2)| < |fu(2)] + | fu(2)] <2C8. [

S2. Technical results and additional lemmas for the proof of the lower bound in The-
orem 1. The proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1 makes use of several intermediate
results. The first in Section S2.1 is a version of Assouad’s Lemma (Lemma S5), modified to
our missing data setting. The remainder of the proof involves constructing a set of distribu-
tions belonging to Q) .., for which we can apply Assouad’s Lemma and obtain the desired
lower bound. The proof is separated into the light and heavy tailed settings, and begins with
the case that 0, = {w}. For the light tailed case, the marginal constructions are given in
Section 5.1 in the main text. Section S2.2 establishes that the corresponding distributions
belong to the class Qr, (v, CL, O), Section S2.3 defines the associated regression functions,
and establishes that the corresponding distributions belong to the classes Qg ({w}, cg, O),
Ps(B,Cs) and Py(c,Cyp). The proofs for the special case when (2, is a singleton in the
light tailed case is completed in Section S2.4. The corresponding arguments for the heavy
tailed case are presented in Sections 5.1.2, S2.5, S2.6 and S2.7. Finally, the proof for general
Q,, which builds on the earlier arguments, is presented in Section S2.8.

S2.1. Assouad’s Lemma for classification with missing data.

LEMMA S5 (Assouad). Fix d,n,m € Nand w,o01,...,0, € {0,1}¢ and r > 0. Let P be
a set of distributions on R? x {0,1}, let ¥ = {—1,1}", u € [0,1/(m - 2%)], and € € [0,1/4].
Fix z1,...,2m € (0,7)% satisfying 2P # 27 for i = j. Assume that the class of distributions
{Q7 : 0 € ¥} C Q, which have associated marginal distributions P? of (X,Y), regression
functions 1° : R? — [0, 1] and each with X -marginal i, satisfy
(i) 2%H5n,e2u <1, where n, =Y 1, Liw=0}s
(ii) we have u({s* ® 2¢}) =u forall t € [m] and s € {—1,1}4;
(i) for o = (0t)icim) € %, we have 1 (s* @ 2¢) = 1/2 + ([ e au(sey,=—1(5%);) - ove, for
all t € [m] and s € {—1,1}<, in particular we have n° (2¥') = 1/2 + oy, for t € [m)];
(iv) for 0,0’ € X, we have n° (x) =0 () for all x € supp(1) \ Uyepmy sef—1,134{8” © 2’}

(v) we have (supp(u) \ Urepm) sef—1,134{8” © z;f}) N(=r—1,7+ 1) =0;
(vi) foro € 3, if (X,Y,0) ~Q7, then O (X,Y).

Then

(S1) inf sup EQ{gpQ (C’) ’ O1=o01,...,0,= on} > 2%~ Ley.
CeCQReQ

PROOF. For 0 = (0¢)ejm) € ¥ and t' € [m], define o' = o(t') := (04(t))sepm) € T,
with o(t') := —oy if t' =t, and 04() := oy otherwise. Then, for s € {—1,1}¢, we have
N7 (¥ ®2¢) =1—-n7(s¥ ®2%) and n° (x) = n°(z) for = € supp(u) \ Useqo1,13e{s” ©
27}, Now, for wy € {0,1}4, let PJ denote the marginal distribution of (X“°,Y") when
(X,Y) ~ P?. By (vi), we have that PJ = PJ . for o € {0,1}%, where Py, denotes
the conditional distribution of (X“°,Y)|{O = o} when (X,Y,0) ~ Q°. For w < wy and
x € (—r—1,7r+1)?Nsupp(p), we have that

15 () 7= Epg (Y|X* =20) =Ep- (Y|X¥ = 2%) =n"().
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Thus, for w < wp, we have

L(P£307P(Z.0)

o W 775 (x) o w, 1_77(.0 (x )

= Moo (T°° log( — >—|— 1 —ng, (@*° log(gi?ﬂ A, (z

/Rduo[ ()08 peray) 11—l loe\ Tpor oy )| dben @)
Z {277 (s ® 2%) _1}10 ( n7(s¥ ® zy) >~,u({8w®2‘{f})

se{ 1,1} (SWQZ )

_ 2dw+1 lo (1 +260t/> < 2d +3 u < 2dw+4 2

- OUOB\T 060y ) S T 226 ¢

where the penultimate inequality uses the inequality loga < a — 1 for a > 1. On the other
hand, if w A wy, then

1, () = B (VX140 = o) = 172,

and therefore PS = PJ, and in particular KL(PJ ,P5 ) = 0. Then, writing II7 :=
X i) Lo, by Pinsker S 1nequality and (i), we have that

, " KL(P¢,Po
TV (117,107 ) < \/z“ 2( AL < Vg2 t3e2y < 1/2.

Now, for C € C,, and o € 2, let C(z) := 1¢y-(2)>1/2) be the Bayes classifier under P7,
then we have

& (0)= | Loimpponapl2r (@) = 11du(o)

2
72(163 Z Z C(s2@z¢)#C7 (s* 02}

te[m] se{—-1,1}¢

Further, for C' € C,,, we write C' : R? x (R% x {0,1})" — {0,1} when C is applied with the
observation indicators being equal to o1, ..., 0n, i.e.

Cla, (27 31)5- - (@ yn)) = O, (25", y1,01), -, (T Y, 0n))
Then, using (vi),
EQG{SPU(O) ‘ 01 =01,...,On :On} ZEHZ{5PG<C~')}.
Thus

Ena{gpa 2€u Z Z Pno{ s ®zt)7é()”(s“’®z§’)}.

te[m] se{—-1,1}4

It follows that, for ¢’ € [m], we have
]EHZ {gPﬂ (é)} + EHZ(U) {gpa(t/) (é)}
2dw+1eu

> [Pr{ce o o o)

se{-1,1}4
+ P {C*<s“ ©z)#C° (s o zm}}

> 2t {1 - TV (I, 117 } > 2% e
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since C7(s¥ © 28) =1 — C7) (¥ © 2%). We conclude that, for C' € C,,, we have
sup EQ{EPQ(C’) ‘ O1=o01,...,0,= on}
QeQ

~ 1 ~
> maxEnz {€p-(C)} 2 57 %EHZ{E’P”(C)}

2mz > [Eng{r(©)} +Epge {Ep (O)}]

m]oeX:o=1

2 Y ¥ e

m]o€X:or=1

as required. O

S2.2. Properties of the marginal construction in the light tailed case. Recall the con-

struction of :“,(-; 2q ab given in Section 5.1.1 . We show in this section that this marginal fea-

ture distribution indeed falls into our proposed class of distributions Qr, (v, Cr,, O). We start
with three technical lemmas.

LEMMA S6. Fixd €N, we {0,1}%\ {04}, k € (0,1/v/dy), 7> 0, and ' € {0,1}%\
{04}. For any x € R“ we have that

La, (Hw({z eR?: 2% € Be(z*)} N Rw)) e . (unet
for all ¢ € [0,1]. For any x € RY we have that

L, (Hw({zeRd:zw € Be(x }ﬂRw)> e ~min{1,(rm)_dw“}-Cd““”
forall ¢ €10,1].
PROOF. First, fix z € R¥. For ¢ € [0, 1], consider the map on R%+" given by
Wae & Tppar (2) + € (:z: M (x)).
Observe that 1, - (Ha (R*)) C Iyaw (RY). Furthermore, since

’

TlwAw? ($w ) = Hw/\w’( whw! ) € ?/Jz,g( wAW’ (Rw))

and d1am(¢x g( Lo (R¥)) < C:‘ﬂ?di}//?w, < ¢, we also have 1, ¢ (Ilyaw (RY)) C Hyner ({2 €

R?: 2% € Be(x*")}). We conclude that
Ly, (Hw({z eRY: ¥ ¢ Bg(x“/)} OR"J)>

oA’ < w/\w/({ZGRd:z“’ € Be(x }me)>

2 /‘/‘Dd w/\w Edew (wx(( AW (RUJ))) 2 Kldw . de/\w/'
This concludes the proof of the first part of the lemma.
For the second part, fix x € RY. If ¢ € [0, (rv/dwaw) A 1], then there exists a dype-

dimensional hypercube A with side length ¢/v/dn. such that A C Il a (Hw({z eR?:
2 € Be(z*)} n Rw)>, thus for ¢ € [0, (rv/duner) A 1],

La, (Hw({z eR?: 2 € Be(z¥)} N Rw)) > - Genet 12 pdu=dunes (dunet

wAw’

— :‘€d e ﬁd
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If ¢ € [(rvdunw) A1,1], then RY CT1, ({z € RY: 24" € Be(2*) } N'RY), and
ﬁdw(Hw({zeRd:zw € Be(x }O'Rw)):r w > plo (donar
The result follows. O

LEMMA S7. FixdeN, w,w' €{0,1}\ {04}, k € (0,1/V/dy,), r >0, g €N, z € T2,
and ¢ > 0. If ( < 4rv/dypw, then we have that

’ ’ qC dw/\w’
Tw/\w ﬂB xw > (7) .
ITe 0 Bo)| 2 (57—

PROOF. First observe that since = € 7., we have v € T“J/\"J, If =1, then |T°J/\w/ N

Be(z¥")| =1 > (¢/(87Vdunw )%= Now if ¢ > 2, since Sm < & we can find a

d.,nw-dimensional, axis-aligned hypercube A with vertex z*" and side length ¢/(8Vdunu)
containing at least [¢C/(87v/dynw)]% " elements of 7;‘:;“”. We conclude that |7;L7"TA“’/ N

/ dw/\w/
Be(a)| 2 |Tpohe N Al = (gr—) ™" O

(@)

KyT5q,a,b
. Our next result derives lower bounds on

Now recall the definition of the lower density p,, s from (8) . For y = p and W' €

{0,1}4, we’ll write p, in place of Pl .,

qu.b)w)

P in different regions of the feature space

LEMMA S8. Fixde N, we {0,1}4\ {04}, k € (0,1/V/d,), r >0, g €N, and a,b €
[0,1/4]. Then, for w' € {0,1}<, such that w A ' # 04, we have
(i) pur(a') > 1790 for all = € R¥,
(i) puo(z*') > Mﬁ -mln{l, (1A peor )~ Feone’ }forallx € RY and j € [d] withw;j =1,
(iii) ifw ﬁ W', then p,, (x‘*’/) > m . mln{l, (rvdwaw )™ o nor }for all x € 7-qu,
(v) ifw =W, then p(z*") > 273 . min{l7 a(4ry/d,) =% } forallx €T

PROOF. To prove (i), fix x € R*, ¢ € (0,1) and o’ € {0,1}¢\ {04}. Then, by Lemma S6,
we have

Hoo (Bc(l’w/)) = ,u({z ceR?: 2% € Bg(:cw/)}>
(1 —a—b)24-d«
Z 2d,€dw
> 1_a_b<'dw/\w’

L. (Mu({z€R?: 2" € Be(a*)} NRY) )

(Sz) - 2dew’
Hence
' . peor (Be (%) l—a—-0b 1 l—a-»
po(z¥) = inf = ( f;;, ) > do inf doi—dprny  Odorr
¢e(0,1) ¢ 2 ¢e(0,1) ¢ 2

To prove (ii), fix z € RY, ¢ € (0,1) and w’ € {0,1}%\ {04}. Then, by Lemma S6, we have

L (Bg(x“’/)) = u({z eRY: 2% e Bc(xw/)}>
b2d_dw/\w’

> S L. (M ({2 e R : 2 € Be(a*)} NRY))
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b . —dpo /
Ty cmin{1, (ry/dper) e} - (lene
o A

> s min{L (rV/dune) 4} ¢
W

The result of part (ii) follows via the same argument used in part (i).

To proof (iii), fix z € 7. and &’ € {0, 139\ {04}, with w £ w’. Note that for any z € Tor
there exists a j € [d] such that w; =1 and Z € R such that 7 =2, and we have by
Lemma S6

pi (Be () zu({z eRY: ¥ ¢ Bc(x“')}> = M({Z CRY: € BC(.QNZW/)})
b2d_dew’

> Sag L. (Mo ({2 R : 2" € B(#*)} NRY))
b

du 1 —dy e i nost
> s {1 (/) ) (e

> s min{L (r/dpar) e}
w

To prove (iv), fix z € T2, and w' € {0,1}%\ {04}, with w < w'. If ¢ € (4r\/d,,, 1], then
letting z := (1+2r,..., 1+ 2r), we have 2* € R* and ||2* — 2|| < 2r/d,, < (/2. Hence,
by (S2), we have

pr (Be(a) 2 o (Beja(2)) = T2 (/)% 2 27 ¢

On the other hand, if ¢ € (0, (4rv/d,,) A 1] we have by Lemma S7,

pr (Belw)) = n({z € R 24" € Bc(wwl)})

- |Tg N Be(a

= (2qa)dw (87’%)% = 236;» (M}/dj) Kt
O

The next corollary exploits the previous lemmas and gives conditions under which a
marginal distribution of the type (15) falls into the class Oy, (v, CL, O).

COROLLARY S9. Fixd €N, O C{0,1}¢, v = (71,...,70)" €[0,00)%, r >0, ¢ €N,
w e {0,139\ {04}, k € (0,1//dy,) and a,b € [0,1/4]. Let 7, := min{~; : w; = 1} and
let Ymax 1= max{7; : j € [d]}. Let ag := 2734 and by = 271(d,,2% ) Im, Fix Cp, >
Yomax(dotl) Lot Q = Quw.k.r,q.a,b denote a distribution on R? x {0,1} x {0,1}? with corre-
sponding X -marginal distribution p = /‘;(:)2 g.ab that also satisfies miny,eo Po(O = 0) >0
and for which O (X,Y"), when (X,Y,0) ~ Q. If a < ap ANband

£ B (T < a,
(S4) b < CL-bo - (min{L (T\/@)fdw})%,

(S5) pl=mex < Oy - by - (min{1, (r/doprr)~ne’ })%“"“‘,

Sor all W' with w A W' # 04, then Q € Qr(v,CL,O).
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PROOF. First, since O is independent of (X,Y), we have ji,,|, = 1, and thus, for any
w',0€{0,1}% and z € RY, Ppiiodor (T) = Py d,, (x). Therefore it suffices to show that (9)
holds with p,, , 4, () instead of min,ce:w/<o Pt oo ().

Now fix w’ € {0,1}%. First, if w A w’ = 0, then (9) holds with C7, = 1 and any ., > 0,
since fig is a point mass at 0 € R4, If w < w’ and

e <0, (2_3d“ -min{l,a(élr\/dj)_d“’}) A <dw _dew -min{l, (r\/dj)_dw})],

then by the symmetry of p and Lemma S8, for any x € 7,5 UR¥ U Uje[dw] RY and s €
{—1,1}%, we have p, (s ® 2%") > £. It follows that

Mw’({x eRd : pw’(x) <€}) =0< C’L 'é"yw-

Next, if 2734 -min{l,a(élr\/dj)’dW} < dw-% -min{l, (r\/%)’dW} and
e (2_3d“ -min{l,a(élr\/dTJ)_dw}7 d-% -min{l, (ry/dy,) % }] 7

then, by (S3), we have

o ({z € R : p(z) < §}) <a< 9~ 3due . min{l, a’l~ (4r\/dw)_%dw}

<Cp- & <Oy, -6

w

If ¢ e (aﬁéw . min{l, (ry/d,,) =% }, 1231’] , then we have by (S4) and since a < b, that

Ve

p ({7 €R: pur () < €}) <a+b< 20 <20, - by - <b.min{17<7a\/£)—dw})

<u- (g by mn{e))

<Cp-& <COL-§7.

If&> lgﬁ}w_b, then we have

Ll ({IL’ c Rd P (.I‘) < g}) < 1=1"" < 2’Yw/(dw+1) .é"h/ < CL . é"Yw/

sincel —a—b>1/2.
Now consider w £ w’ satisfying w A w’ # 04. First for

b —
€ E (07 m N Irllrl{l7 (T' dw/\w/)idwm‘d, }]

we have, similarly to above, that

por ({2 €R?: por () <€}) =0< Cp - .
If

; . 4 Y 1—a-—b
€ (m min 1, (ry/du) }2d]
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then, by (S5), we obtain
por ({x eRe: py () <&})<a+b<2b

SCL'<

. s L)
m . mln{l, (7" dw/\w’) o ne })
W

S OL . é"Ymax g CL . é-’yw/ .

l—a—
2d'w/\

for ({2 €RY: pyy () < €}) < 1= 17 < 20 ldanwr F) . £2r < O L 0

b, then we have

w’

Finally, if £ >

since 1 — a — b > 1/2. This completes the proof. O

S2.3. Regression function construction in the light tailed case. We now construct dif-

ferent regression functions 12, for o € {—1,1}7, which will satisfy the assumptions of our
(@)

K,7,q,a,b
constructed in Section 5.1.1 , along with the additional quantities 3 = (B4, ..., Bq4) € (0,1]%,
cg €10,1/4], e € (0,1/4) and 0 € {—1,1}T. Let S¥ = {a* € R¢: (II,,(z*)); = 0 for some
§ € [d,,]} be the coordinate axes lying in the d,,-dimensional submanifold (R?)~ = {z € R% :
z; =0 for all j € [d] with w; = 0}. Recalling also that z := (1 +2r,...,1+2r)T € R, we
define the function f<;5 1 RY U Ty VS UU e, =1 R — R by

version of Assouad’s Lemma. To this end, we will use the marginal distribution p

e+ Ha¥ — 2% if 2 € R¥

o,+ _Joi-e if 2 =y €T,
(S6) fe,q,r,a (x) o if ¢ € §¥ "
1 if 2 € Uje g, =1 RS-

Further, we claim there exists a f3,-Holder continuous extension fe ;.o of fl4'o onto
RY. Let Q be the distribution of (X,Y,0) with Ol (X,Y), X-marginal o= ) and
regression function 17 (z) = 1/2 + fe g.r o (), then @ belongs to Qp({w},cg,0), and P =
Py falls into the classes Ps(3,Cs) and Pyi(c, Cy) for appropriate choices of Cg, o, Cy
and O. This is made precise in the next three lemmas.

LEMMA S10. Fixde N, we {0,1}9\ {04}, k € (0,1//d,), ¢ €N, r >0, B, € (0,1],
ec(0,(1/4) A (1/8-(r/q)5)]. Let further o = (0¢)ierr) € {—1,1}". Then

1
|f2;1—i_r,a(x1) - feci;]—f—na(xQ” < 5”1‘1 - $2H6w7
Jorall x1,x2 € R¥ U T USY UlUjeig0,=1 RS-
PROOF. If 21 = x9, x1,29 € SY, or x1,29 € Uje[d]:wjzl R¥, then ]fg;;na(azl) -
fg;;fng(mﬂ =0<1/2||z1 — z3|P. If 1 € Ty US® and 29 € 75, with 1 # x9, then

q,7m’

1
(7“/(1)6“’ < Z||£U1 *$2||5“J-

e

|foh o (@1) = Forh o (22)] < 26 <

If z1, 29 € R¥, then, by Minkowski’s inequality,

1 1
’feo,yc:r,a(xl) - feo,bfr,a(xQ)’ = Z‘Hx(f - ZMHIBW - Hx%} - ZwHﬁw‘ < 1”'%'1 - x?”ﬁw'
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If xr1 € R¥ and 25 € 7;‘2“ U SY, then

o 1
|f €,q,T, 0'( ) - fe,;;,rr,a(xg)‘ < 2e+ EHxT - ZWHﬁw

P |y — @

1 1
< gt sl < Sllan - )™
If 21 € Ujeig, <1 RY and 25 € RY U T, U S, then | foi0(x1) = foyina(2)| <1/2 <
1/2||z1 — x2||%, and the result follows. O

COROLLARY S11. Fix d € N, w € {0,1}¢\ {04}, & € (0, 1/\ﬁ) qgeN, r>0,
Bo € (0,1], € € (0,(1/4) A (1/8 - (r/q)P)], 0 = (ot)eerr) € {—1 ,1YT. There exists a
function [, :[0,00)% = R such that for all x € R® U T, U S Ujea RS we
have {2, (z) = foivo(x); and further we have fZ,, ,(x1) = fZ, . ,(%), as well as
| o (@1) = o (@2)| < (1/2) - |la1 — 22| for all x1,22 € [0,00)".

Zw]‘:1

PROOF. Note that (S6) depends only on z*, such that by McShane’s extension theorem
(McShane 1934) on R% there exists a ﬁw—Holder continuous extension of f67q,r +(x*) onto
([0,00)%)«. The result follows by setting £ oo (®) = [, o (@) forany z € [0, o0)d. O

We now define the function f¢, ,  : :R? = R. Given = = (z1,...,24)" € R?, let s =
(51,-..,84)T € {~1,1}% be s; := sign(z;) and define
(S7) 1) 0@) = ( TT Ma(®)ls) - a5 @ ),
j€ld.]

Finally, define 772,“(271,0 (x):=1/2+ fe,“é,r,g (), for z € R,

LEMMA S12. Fixde N, O C{0,1}%, w e {0,1}4\ {04}, x € (0,1/Vd,), g €N, 7 >0,
a,b € (0,1/4], and B € (0,1]4, and let 3, := min{B; : wj = 1}. Fix further € € (0,(1/4) A
(1/8-(r/q)?)], o = (0t)rerm €{-1, 1} and cg < b/4. Let P = Pe(q)mm , denote the dis-
tribution on R% x {0,1} with regression function n = 77&;?7070 and marginal feature distribu-
tion | = /‘»(g??,q,a,b' Further, let () = P ® U(O) be the distribution of (X,Y,0) with (X,Y)-
marginal P, with O distributed uniformly on O and (X,Y )L O. Then Q € Qr({w},cr,O)
and P = Pg € Ps(8,1).

PROOF. First, since O (X,Y’), we have pi, = 1., for any o € O and w’ < o, thus
02, =Eq(f% (X)), forw’ € {0,1}4. Next, we show that the functions given by Equations (4)
and (5) satisfy f, = fe(z?ng and f, =0, for all w’ € {0,1}\ {w}. By the symmetry of
fg(f;,)rvg, and letting j* = min{j €[d]: wj =1} we have

fo, =Ep{n(X)} — 5 =Ep{7) (X }/fqm dpi(z)

/ f,qro' H{CE *>0}du / feqro ]1{56]*<0} dﬂ( )

:gd% 3 (ﬂ{nw(s)}j) : /7 e o () dp(x)

se{—1,1}d:5;+=1 j=2
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1 -
e » (Imew)- [  Faral@) dutz) =0

se{-1,1}dis;x=—1 j=2

where the fourth equality holds since fEf;r o(x ) 0 wherever z - = 0. Further, for 0 < w' <
w, now letting j* =min{j € [d]: w; =1 — w; =1} and by induction we see that

) =B (3(X) = 1= 3 L0 =} {552, (05 =)

W' <
_EP{fE(q)TU( )(]l{xj* > 0} =+ H{xj* < O}) ‘XUJ/ = '/EWI} =0

using the same argument as for the w’ = 04 case. We further have

fula) =Bp{n(X) = 5 = 37 fu0x =2}

w'<w
—Ep{ [, (X)| X% =¥} = 1) ,(a*),

ie. f, = fe(f;,)ng. For w’ £ w, there exists either a j* =min{j € [d] : wj=1— wg- =1}, in

which case we proceed as above, or there exists no such j*, in which case w < w’. In this
case we have

fur(z) = Ep{n(X) - Z/fw”(X) ‘ X = x“’/} - Ep{o ) X = x“’} ~0.

We deduce that 02, = 0 for all w’ # w. Finally, we have

1 2
02 = / 2(z) du(z) = ae® + b 4 24w / (6 + [z — z“’||’3°“) dp(x) > b/4.
e 1 e\

Thus Q € Or({w}, cr, O), for cg < b/4.
For the final part of the result, if 21, 2o € R? are such that sign(z%) = sign(z%), then by
Corollary S11,

1
[ fu(21) = fu (22)| = £y 0 (50 1) = £ 1.5 (50 22) | < S [ls @1 — 50| < g — 2|

On the other hand, if s; := sign(z{) # sign(z%) =: s, then there exists z € S¥ with z =
x1 + ((x2 — x1) for some ¢ € [0, 1]. Then, again by Corollary S11,

| fo(@1) = fo(@2)| < [fu (1) = fu(2)] + | fu(2) = fulz2)]
< |fe—t_q,r,a(81 ®$1) f:_qra(sl © Z)’ + | eqra(SQ © Z) - f:,—q,r,o(SQ © x2)|

1 1 1
< §||51 Oz —s10z|% + §||52®Z—52®902||B” = §||96‘1 —2||% + §||Z—5U2HB‘“

1 1
= 5(C5“ + (1= Q)% ||w1 — o < 221 Be|lzy — mo||P < |2y — 22|~

Finally, for w’ # w we have | f,, (1) — fus (22)| = 0 < |1 — 22]|%’; In other words, we have
PePs(B,1). [

LEMMA S13. Fix de N, w e {0,1}¢\ {04}, s € (0, 1/\ﬁ) qgeEN, r>0, B, €
(0,1], € € (0,(1/4) A (1/8 - (r/q)?)], 0 = (0t)rer) € {—1,1}T. Fix Oy > max{1 +
4d/Bo (26) =AWy 2%, € [0, dw /B, and a € [0,¢%], be (0,1/4]. Let P=P“) . de-

€,q,m,0,a,b
note the distribution on R% x {0, 1} with regression function n = 77&;?7"70 and marginal feature
distribution p = ,u( “) Then P € Py(a, Cyp).

K,T,q,a,b"



CLASSIFICATION WITH MISSING DATA 39

PROOF. First, if t € (0,¢), then p({z € R n(z) — 1/2] < t}) =0 < Cu - t*. For
t € [¢,1/2), by (S6) and the definition of 7, if z € supp(u) \ Useq_1,1y4(s © T3 satisfies
In(z) —1/2| < t, then ||z — 2¢|| < (4t)'/P~. Thus

,u({:v eR?: |n(z) — 1/2| < t}) = 2% 1 (T2) +2% 1 (Bagyr o (%) N RY)

l—a—-0»
=a-+ (,{illw)ﬁdw (Hw (B(4t)1/ﬂw (z*)N Rw))

(1 —a— b)(4t)%/P v,
(2k) %

(e}

<e © <Oy -t

Finally, if ¢ > 1/2, then
u({x eR?: |n(z) —1/2| < t}) <1< (20)% < Oy - 19,
as required. O

S2.4. Proof of the lower bound in the light tailed case. We can now complete the proof
in the case that Q, = {w} is a singleton for which v, = min{~; : w; = 1} > 1. Recall that

N = Z?:l ]l{wjoqz}'

LEMMA S14. Fix d,n €N, O C {0,1}%, o01,...,0, € O, w € {0,1}¢\ {04}, cg €
[0,1/4], v € [0,00)¢, CL, > 1, B € (0,1]¢, Cs > 1, a € [0,00) and Cy; > 1. Let f3, :=
min{f; : w; = 1}. Suppose that ~,, = min{~y; : w; =1} > 1, afy, < do, Cm > max{l +
4/Be(d,,) =% /2Vy 29, g < 1/16 and Cyp, > 47mex(@t) \phere oy = max;e(q{7; }-
Then there exists a constant c, depending only on ~y,, d,, B, and «, such that

A __ Bwrw(@ta)
inf SupEQ{SpQ () ’ O1=o01,...,0, = On} >c. max{nw 7o @hu o)ty 1},
ceC, Q

where the supremum is taken over Q € Q. .({w}, cg,,Cr, B8, Cs, o, Cu, O).

. — wde /2 — —
PROOF. First, let ag 1= 2734 gy 1= 237ede/But2rude, 1e®e/2 b — 9=1(q, 90w ) =T
and
(2+a)Bw
a aBuw(l=v)+vwde \ 55 T d o 5. . dw(dw—3a—1)
qo::min{a82+a)/(a/\1)25+dw7(0'2(du+5) e ) R s }
ay

Further let

— ’Yw(dw - aﬁw) + aﬂw
P (2B + du) + B

€[0,1);  gq:= [(qonf) /%],

ode mo\wa _ €&
m:i=q 5 6.—mln{(m> ,1/4}7 u = E,
1 « 1 1
Ki=——, a:=€%, b:=-, 7r:=(8€ /B q.
NN 1 (8e¢) q

Suppose initially that n,, > qal/p, so that ¢ > 1. For 0 € {—1,1}"™, let Q7 denote the dis-

tribution with marginal p = ,u,(:? a.ab’ regression function n° = nﬁf‘;)m and for which O is

independent of (X,Y") and uniformly distributed on O.
We now show that Q7 € Q). .({w}, cg, v, CL, B, Cs, o, Cni, O), by applying in turn the
results from the previous subsections. First, Q7 € Qiss(O) since the missingness indicator
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O is independent of (X,Y") and P(O = 0) > 0 for all o € O. Next, to apply Corollary S9,
_'Ywﬁw (2+a)
Voo (2B Fdu)+a B

_o P _a

m « n o

a:eag( do+5 >2+ S( dqo_i_;) >2+
20w 1on, 20w 1on,

wa B
q0 af2te) — w<2;+dw>+a6w anl
=<25+dw N <ap < ao,

using that p — 1 = , we have

by the first term in the minimum in the definition of gg. Further, this also implies that
_1
(ﬁ) e L i, so € < 1/4. Moreover, since a3, < d,,,
alfvw(4r\/:i;)vwdw ::ea(lfvw)+wwdw/ﬁw ,qwudw _23dw7w/5w+2wudw 'ded“/2
p—1_ al-vw)+trwdw/Bw
qonw 2ta 0\ Ve
< (5iss) (g0m) ™ - ax
a(l—vy)+vwdw/Bw

_ q0 2fa Yoo
—(de+5) “qp” - a1 < ag,

where we have used the second term in the minimum in the definition of ¢g, thus (S3) holds.
To show that (S4) and (S5) hold, first note that

- (86)1/,8w q < 81/ﬂw <2dw:)_7‘5n ) (2+a)Bu (qong)l/dw
w

1/8 o\ @rers 1/d CCL = mET
o » a)Bw . w Yw (2Bw+dw)+aBuw)dw
=38 '<25+dw) 9 ng <1,

where we have used the fact that +,, > 1 and the third term in the definition of gg. Thus, the
minima in (S4) and (S5) are both attained by 1, and we have

pl—e < pl—Ymax — fVmax—1 < CY, - by,

since Cf, > 4 max(deot1) > 47'““*165 1 We deduce that (S4) and (S5) hold, and therefore that
Q7 € 9Q1(v,CL,0) by Corollary S9. Further, since b = 1/4, we have cg < 1/16 = b/4,
thus by Lemma S12, the upper bound on C\; and Lemma S13, we deduce that P = Pp. €
Ps(,@, 1) NPu(a, CM> and Q7 € QE({W},CE, O)

To complete the proof we apply Lemma S5. We first verify that Assumptions (i)-(vi) in
that lemma hold:

(i) By the definition of € and u, we have 2% o e?u =1,

(ii) Letting z; := 2}’ for t € [m], we have that u({s¥ ® 2¢’}) = u for all ¢t € [m] and s €
{—1,1}¢ by the construction of the marginal measure in (15) ,

(iii) By the construction of the regression function (S6), we have 17(z{) = 1/2 + o¢ for
t € [m], and n7(s* © 2¢') = 1/2 + ([ Ljcpa.(s),=—1(8%);) - ote, forall ¢t € [m] and s €
{—1,1}%

(iv) Since, for o,0" € ¥, the support is given by supp(p) = Use(_1,132 5 @ (T35 UR¥ U

Uje[d}:wj=1 R;’) and since we have 7 = n° on R¥ U Uje[d] R;’ we indeed have

Zw]‘:1
n?(x) =n° () for all z € supp(p) \ Usepm) sef—1,134{s” © 2’}
(v) Again by construction, we have (supp(u) \Urepmy sef—1,13415° © zé“}) A(=r—1,7+

1)d = (Use{—l,l}d $O (Rw U Uje[d]:wjzl R;J)) m(—T -Lr+ 1)d =0,
(vi) By construction of the distribution of O, we have O_L (X,Y").
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Then, for n,, > (go)~/*, since € = (ﬁ) = the lower bound in (S1) in Lemma S5 gives

14+

N 1ta o
inf sup Eg{€p(C)|O1=01,...,0,=0,}> mue _ ¢ :% (m) B

¢ec, Q 2 2 2dw+5p,
L lia 1aay 1te  (te)(p=1)  Burw(4a)
> 1 90T 24 2—1—%(12“” Gt _.z.np Yo (260 tde) + aBe
- — w . w .
2 22dw+5nw 0

Finally, if n, < q, e (including possibly n,, = 0), then using the fact that the excess risk is

Bwyw (A+a)
decreasing in n,,, we conclude that the result follows with ¢ := ¢ - g7« #Pw @ tefe) O

S2.5. Properties of the marginal construction in the heavy tailed case. 'We now turn to
the proof of the lower bound when «,, < 1. Recall the definitions of vy, 11 3, V24,4 and

©) " from Section 5.1.2 (and see Figure 5 ).
q7q7"17a/7‘7

As mentioned above, the ideas behind the proof in this case are conceptually similar to
(and in fact slightly simpler than) the results in the light tailed case. The overall outline of the
remainder of the proof in this case follows the steps in Sections S2.2, S2.3 and S2.4.

LEMMA S15. Fixde N, geN, dyg,d1 €N, with dy +d1 > 1, and v1 > 0. Let v :=
V(‘?do @ ¥, Then

y({az R p 4 (2) < g}) <{@Vd)h ey

Further, fixing Co > 1, g € N, r > 1 and v, € (0,1). If a < min{1/2,1 — 1/03/72} and
satisfies al="2r72 < 1, then

vo ({2 €R: pu (@) <€) < Co- (26)™,
As a consequence, for y1 > 2, we have

(v @) ({2 € ROV gy, 10 (@) S€F) < Co- 22N g g,

PROOF. Firstnote that py,,1(z) =0, forall z € R\ ;{1 +J/q} U{-1-7/q} Onthe
other hand, for z € ;¢ {1+7/qtU{—-1-j/¢} and ¢ € (0,1), we have vi(lz—¢z+(]) >

¢/2. Thus py,,1(z) = 1/2, forall z € ;{1 + 7/} U{-1—/q}. Hence, if { € (0,1/2),
then we have

v ({2 €R: pua(@) <€) =0< (26
If £ > 1/2, then we have

m({z€R:pua(@) <€) <1< (26
Now turning to the measure v := l/gg b l/1®d1, for dp,d; € N. By similar arguments, for
¢e(0,1)and x=(0,...,0,%dy 1, Tdyrdy)" € RO with g, € Ujepy {1 +7/3H U
{—=1—-74/q}, for k € [d;], we have
Vi ((ﬂﬁdoﬂ' —¢/Vdi, a1 + C/\/a)) 1

VL = avah

z/(lzifx)) S g2 I

JEldi]
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Therefore, if ¢ € (0, (2y/d1)~%), then we have

v({z €R: pra (@) <€) =0 < {(2V/d) )™
Further, if £ > (21/d1)~%, then we have

v({z R pra(2) <€) ST {2Vd) M}

This completes the proof of the first part of the lemma.
For the second part, first consider the v, measure. We have p,, 1(z) =0, for all z € R\

{Ujea {1+ 7/ah0=1=73/at U+ 7,24 1) (=2 =7, =1 = 1) | For € Ujeyy {1+

rj/q} U{—1—rj/q} and ¢ € (0,1), since r > 1, we have 15 ([z — {,z + (]) > % Thus
P21 (@) = a/(2r), forallw € Uiy {1 +77/q} U{-1—7j/q}. Moreover,if x € (1 +r,2+

r)U(=2—r,—1—7), then vo([z — (,z +(]) > % It follows that, if £ € (0,a/(2r)),
then we have

va ({2 €R: puya(w) <€}) =0 < (26,

If £ €a/(2r), (1 —a)/2), then we have

vo({r € R pn(@) < €}) Sa<27 () < (29,
Finally, if £ > (1 — a)/2, then we have

vy ({x ER: py1(z) < g}) <1< (%)7 < Cp(26)-.

For the final conclusion, by Reeve et al. (2021, Proposition S8), we have

(v 0m) ({o € RITU g 1(a) < €)) < Co 22O gl /2. g,
O

COROLLARY S16. Fixd€ N, O C{0,1}4, v = (y1,...,74) €[0,00)% 7> 0, §,q €N,

we {0,139\ {04}, Co>1,j€{j€[d:wj=1}and a € [0,1). Let 7, := min{y; : wj = 1}
and let Ymax =2V max{vy;:j € [d]}. Let Q =Q = be the distribution of (X,Y,0) on

Q7q7r7a7j
RY x {0,1} x {0,1}¢ with X -marginal distribution ;1 = ,u;“graj, with O1.(X,Y") and with
P(O=0)>0forallo€ O.If v; =y <1 a<min{l/2,1— 1/03/%’} and a' ~erie <1,
then Q € Qr(v,CL, O) for any C1, > Cy - 224370 +3dw Ymax/2 . dﬁﬂ”mx/z.
PROOF. For w’ € {0,1}\ {04}, we have
lley = ®§;} Vi A X2 ® ®?:j+1 Vi A} if W§ =1
®§l:1 Vi, A otherwise.
If wé = 0, then by permuting the order of the coordinates if necessary and the first part of
Lemma S15 with y1 = v, dp = d — dypws d1 = dypw < max{d,,d, — 1}, we have
por ({z €RY: pr () <€) < Cp- &,

for all £ > 0, since Cf, > (2v/d, )%= Further, if ' = €5, by the second part of Lemma S15
with 9 =, we have

o (f € R (@) < €)) < O£,
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for all £ > 0, since C1, > Cp27~. Finally, by the third part of Lemma S15 with v; = Ymax > 2,
72 = fYUJ’ d() = d - dw/\w', dl - dw/\w’ - 1, we haVC

p ({z €R: py(2) < €}) < O - €7,

since Cf, > Cj - 22+37w+3duTmax/2 . qleTm/2 Gince O1L(X,Y) and thus jus = fu,|, for any
o € O, this completes the proof. O

S2.6. Regression function construction in the heavy tailed case. 'We now construct the
regression functions 77, for o € {—1,1}%, for the heavy tailed case (7, < 1), using the
marginal distribution constructed in Section S2.6, along with the additional quantities 8 =
(Bi,---,B4) € (0,1]%, cg €[0,1/4)], e € (0,1/4) and 0 € {—1,1}T. Let T := §%~' - g and
let 21, ..., 27 be an enumeration of the set

oot (o T e ) ) s < Gy i)

q q q
Let
(% vz T\ w ~
R;’::{w—k((%,..,, Jq—l7r+u3, ];l"”’%) ) :v; € [q] forjE[d]\{j},u;E(OJ)}.

Recall that S¥ = {2¢ € R?: (II,(z*)),; = O for some j € [d,]} is the coordinate axes lying
in the d,,-dimensional submanifold (R%)* = {z € R?: 2; = 0 for all j € [d] with w; = 0}.
We define the function f*7 RYUTYUS” = Rby

E?q’q7r7a'

op-€e ifx¥Y =z
if ¥ € §¥
if 2% € R;J

(S8) feo,,(;,rq,r,a(x) =

o= O

Recalling that j3,, := min{/3; : w; = 1}, we will now show that there exists a (3,,-Holder
continuous extension fe g, of f. gqma onto R%. Then, letting 7% (x) = 1/2 + fe 4.4r0(2),
the corresponding distribution @ of (X,Y,0) belongs to Qg ({w}, cg, O), and the distribu-
tion P = Py of (X,Y") belongs to Ps(3,Cs) and Pyi(a, Cyp) for appropriate choices of the
parameters, see the subsequent lemmas.

LEMMA S17. Fixd€N, w € {0,1}4\ {04}, G, €N, r > 1, B € (0,1]? and let B, =
min{B; : w; = 1}. Fix further j € {j € [d] : w; =1} and € € (0,(1/4 - (r/q)?) A (1/4 -
(1/4)P<)]. Let further o = (0¢)ierr) € {—1,1}". Then

|
7+ ,+ w
fedame (@) = Foggra (@) < Sl — 22|,

forall x1,20 € T USY U R;i’

PROOF. If 21 = 29, 1,290 € S¥, or 1,29 € R‘j‘,’, then |f§’gqma(a:1) — feo,gqma(x?)‘ =
0<1/2||zy — xo||%. If 21 € TY US® and 29 € T, with 21 # x5, then

1/,r 1 1
o,+ o,+ B B »
[feqiare(®1) = fegare (@) S2¢< 5 <(§) A (5) ) < gller = ||

o,+ o,+ »
Ifxl € R;t) and T2 € T* U’Sw’ then |fe,¢§,q,r,o‘(xl) - fg,(j7q,r,o-(x2)| < 1/2 < 1/2 ' ”1171 _$2HB ’

and the result follows. UJ
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COROLLARY S18. Fix d €N, w e {0,1}4\ {04}, ¢ €N, r>1, B, € (0,1], j €
{jeld:wj=1} €€ (0,(1/4- (r/q)’) A (1/4-(1/q)%)] and o = (01)rer) € {1, 1}".
There exists a function f. :[0,00)¢ = R such that for all x € T U S* U R;J we

€,49,9,7,0 °
have quqra(x) = fzgwp(sc) and further we have fgqqra(xl) = f:@qma(w‘f), as well
as ‘f&,qg,’r’,o’(ml) - f;q,q,r,a(x ) = (1/2) ' le - xQHﬁw for all z1,x9 € [0,00)d.

PROOF. Note that (S8) depends only on z*, such that by McShane’s extension theorem

(McShane, 1934) on R% there exists a ,Bw-Holder continuous extension of f6 q+q . U( x*) onto

([0,00)%)«. The result follows by setting f;“qqua( x) = f;“qqua( “) for any x € [O,w)é

We now define the function f :R? 5 R. Given z = (z1,...,29)7 € R, let s =

€,4,q,T,0

(51,-..,840)T € {~1,1}9 be s; —81gn(a:j)anddeﬁne

(S9) fe(quO’ ’ ( H L ).f:rd,q,r,a(‘S@m)'
JEldu]

. () ._ () d
Finally, define ), 7 . (z):=1/2+ f. 7 .  (z), for z € R
LEMMA S19. Fixd €N, O € {0,1}%, w € {0,1}%\ {04}, G, €N, r>1, a € (0,1/2],
B e (0 1]% and let 3, = min{B; : w; = 1}. Fix further j € {j € [d] : wj =1}, e € (0,(1/4 -
(r/a@)?) N(1/4- (1/D)%)] 0= (0 € {-1,1}T, ce < 1/8. Let Q= Q5,5 be the

distribution of (X,Y,0) on R4 x {0,1} x {0, 1}d with X -marginal distribution 1 = ,ul(l q)r i

with regression function n = 77( ©) with OL(X,Y) and with P(O = 0) > 0 forall o € O.

€7q7q77‘70—,

Then Q belongs to Qg ({w}, cr, O) and Py, the distribution of (X,Y) belongs to Ps(B,1).

PROOF. We first show that the functions given by Equations (4) and (5) satisfy f, =
fe(‘g)qrg and f,, =0, for all ' € {0,1}¢\ {w}. First, by the symmetry of
letting j* = min{j € [d] : w; =1} we have

fo=Er{n(X)} = 5 =Bolfly o () = [ 15, 0(@) duto)

f€7q7q7r?g ’ and

/Rdfgqqro'( )ﬂ{I *>0}du / feuq))qﬂ“o'( )H{I]*<0}du( )

A X (ﬁ{nw<s>}j). | Fiare@dn

se{-1,1}d:s;x=1 j=2
1

T od—ds Z (ﬁ{nw(s)}j) : /7’wu7zf fiq,q,r,o(x) du(z) =0.

se{—1,1}d:s;x=—1 j=2

where the fourth equality holds since fe G »(x) = 0 wherever xj. = 0. Further, for 0 <
W' < w, now letting j* =min{j € [d]: wj=1— w} = 1} and by induction we get
1 7’ ! ’ ’
fuorl@) =Ep{n(X) =5 = 3 fur(0|X¥ =2} =Ep{f, . (0|X* =2}
W’ <w’

= Ep{ 185 () (g > 0} + Loy <D X =2} 0
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using the same argument as for the w’ = 0,4 case. We further get

fule) = Ep{n(X) — 5 - > fuol) | x =2}

w'<w
_ (w) o W)
=B {5 (0| X =2} = 15,0,
Le. fo = fe(:;?q,r,a- For w’ £ w, there exists either a j* = min{j € [d]: w; =1— w; =1},in

which case we proceed as above, or there exists no such j*, in which case w < w’. In this
case we have

fur(z) = Ep{n(X) -y fw,,(X)’Xw’ — o'} = Ep{o‘Xw’ - xW’} —0.

W' <’

We deduce that o2, = 0 for all w’ # w. Finally, we have

]__
of,:/ ff,(x)du(:c):a62+2d“/ 1/4du(x):a62+Ta21/87
R R

&
J

thus Q € Qp({w}, cg, O), for cg < 1/8.
For the final part of the result, if 1,22 € R? are such that sign(z%) = sign(z%), then by
Corollary S18,

’fw(xl) - fw($2)‘ = ‘f;(j,q,'r,o'(s O] xl) - fg_t—q,q,r,a(s ®$2)’
1
<5lls©a — s Q@™ < |y — w2

On the other hand, if s; := sign(z{’) # sign(z%) =: s, then there exists z € S¥ with z =
x1 + ((z9 — x1) for some ¢ € [0, 1]. Then, again by Corollary S18,

|fu(@1) = ful@2)] < [fulm1) = fu(2)] + [fu(2) — fu(z2)]
<Nfaaro10 @) =[5 L (510 2)| + [ 0 (5202) = [ 1 o (52 O w2)]|

1 1 1 1
< §H<91 ®x1— 51027 + §||82®Z—82®5'32Hﬁ“’ = §H$1 — 2% +§HZ—$2||B‘“

2178 |2y — 3| < ||y — @ P

| =

= (4 (= O™y~ mall <

Finally, for w’ # w we have | f,,/ (1) — f.r(22)| = 0 < |1 — 22]|%’; In other words, we have
PePs(B,1). O

LEMMA S20. Fixde N, w € {0,1}4\ {04}, §,¢ €N, r>1, 3, € (0,1], j€{j € [d]:
wj =1} €€ (0,(1/4- (r/q)P) A(1/4-(1/§)%)], 0 = (oe)err) € {—1,1} . Fix Oy > 29,

a€[0,dy,/By], and a € [0,€*]. Let P = p denote the distribution on R? x {0,1}

67‘77‘1)7.’0-7&
(@)

e G010 and marginal feature distribution y = u(w) Then

with regression function n =1 G
b S

P € Pu(a, Cy).

PROOF. First, if ¢ € (0,¢), then pu({z € RY: n(x) —1/2| < t})=0<Cwn-t* Forte
[e,1/2), we have by the definition of 7 that

as required. O
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S2.7. Proof of the lower bound in the heavy tailed case.

LEMMA S21. Fix d,n € N, O C {0,1}¢, 01,...,0, € O, w € {0,1}4\ {04}, cE €
[0,1/4], v € [0,00)4, C1, > 1, B € (0,1]? and let B, = min{B; : wj = 1}. Fix further Cs > 1,
a € [0,00) and Cy; > 1. Suppose that vy, = min{y; : w; = 1} < 1, af, < dy, Cnm > 29,
cg <1/8and C, > Cy- 234370 +3dwYmax /2 . di‘”‘““"‘/ 2. Then there exists a constant ¢, depend-
ing only on ~,, Cy, dy, B, o, such that

Bwyw (1+a)

inf supEq{p(C)|O1=01,...,0p,=0,} > c.mm{n;m’l}’

ceC, Q

where the supremum is taken over Q € Q\p..({w}, cg, 7, CL, B,Cs, o, Cn, O).

PROOEF. First, let aq := 237</P+ and

24
. al—vw)+vw /Bu —1\ a(—7w)+7w/Bwtvw 2+
do = mln{25+d“7 (2(dw+5) 2t o a 1) () tw /Bt (2e) 72(2+d“)(2+a)}.

Further let

B '}’w(dw - aﬁw) + aﬁw L 'Yw(l - aﬁw) + O‘Bw

= €10,1); 1:= €10, pl;
P 3h + du) T By <O 2o (2 + do)  afy < 07
TwtaBw(l—vw) Yw
q:= quna}w(zﬁwwwnaﬂwJ? Cj = Lno’}w(25w+dw)+0¢5uJ; m:=q- Cidufl
e m “% L 1/8 ._ e L«
—ind () ) e g wm S amen
€ mln{ (2dw+5nw) /406, 1= (8€) g, u=_—, a=¢

Fix j € argminje{j,e[d]:wj,:l} 74 so that Y = Yoo
Suppose initially that n,, > qo_l/pl, so that ¢ > 1. For 0 € {—1,1}"™, let Q7 = ngmj
be the distribution of (X,Y,0) on R? x {0,1} x {0,1}% with X -marginal distribution ;1 =
(@) ~ - . _ @) ~ : — o) —
Hodrad with regression functionn =7,z ., with O1(X,Y’) and with P(O = 0) = 1/|0|
for all 0 € O. We now show that Q7 € Q. .({w},cr,7,CL, B,Cs, a,Cwm, O), by applying

in turn the results from the previous subsections. First, to apply Corollary S9, using that

— _'YWﬁw (2+05)
p—1= R CT AR Ry and that

YwtaBw(l—vw) dw—=D)vw

Yw (28w +dw)+aBuw Yo (28w +dw)FaBe —1
m < gong * N = QO”Z s

it follows that

p a waBu

0= < ( qoTw )Ha _ ( 40 )a/(2+a) .nivu(2ﬁ2+du)+aﬁw <1

- = - w — )
2dw+5nw 25+d.,

by the first term in the minimum in the definition of gg. Further, this also implies that
1
(gmafsns) # < 44050 € < 1/(4q) < 1/4. Moreover, if
_ Yw(@Buwtdw)taBw

1 8 1 \53a 2etede —Jelfytiviale
Ny > NO = max{qo /,017 (26w (22dw+5) 4 2+ ) Rl }7

then, using that y,, < 1, we have

14 1 1 1428,+aB B2 (1-vw)
qon, 24a B, 8 1 2ta TR .
PP — 86q6” > 4( w Bo, Bupr _ 2+ 7w @B tda)taby 1,

22dw+5nw Q() n, = Qﬂw 22dw+5 qO N
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so r > 1. Suppose now that n,, > Ny. Then, since a3, < d,,,
16 o Yo/ /8 qonpfl o =Yw)+vw/Buw Yo {rwteBw (1=vw)}
1Y Y — 937w /Bu ,a(1—7u)+7w/Bu . Vo 37w /B w 2t L Ywr e (2Butdw)+aBe
a rle =2 € qv <2 5. 15 qp° M

90 all=yw)+vw/Buw
— . 2t e
=al <2dw+5) q() Slﬂ

where we have used the second term in the minimum in the definition of gg. Thus by Corol-
lary S16 we have Q° € Oy, (v, Cr, O). Further we have

P _1 1
e cg Q0B \TE s, _of W \wa
8€-q §8(2dw+5nw> q _8<25+dw <1

by the third term in the definition of gq. Finally, by the upper bound on cg, Lemma S19,
the upper bound on Cy; and Lemma S20, we deduce that Q7 € Qr({w},cg,O), as well as
P? € Ps(3,1) N Pum(a, Cyp) for the distribution P? of (X,Y).

To complete the proof we apply Lemma S5. We first verify that Assumptions (i)-(vi) in
that lemma hold:

(i) By the definition of € and u, we have 2% ™on €2y =1,

(ii) Letting z; := 2y’ for t € [m], we have that u({s* ® 2¢’}) = u for all ¢t € [m] and s €
{—1, 1}d by the construction of the marginal measure in (16) ,

(iii) By the construction of the regression function (S6), we have n?(z}’) = 1/2 + o€ for
te€m],and n7(s* @ 2¢) =1/2 + (Hje[d}:(su)j:_l(s“’)j) - e, for all t € [m] and s €
{_17 1}d’

(iv) Since, for o, 0’ € 3, the support is given by supp(u) = Use{—1,1}d sO(TYU R;"), and

since we have n° =7 on R;é’, we indeed have 77 (z) = 7 (x) for all = € supp(p) \
Ute[m],se{fl,l}d{sw © 2z},
(v) Again by construction, we have (supp(u) \Usepmy.sef—113415“ © z{;’}) N(=r—1,7r+

)%=,
(vi) By construction of the distribution of O, we have O_l (X,Y").

Then, for n, > Ny, since € = (ﬁ) o the lower bound in (S1) in Lemma S5 gives

1+a

1+«

A MUueE € 1 m 2+a
inf Eo{ép(C)|0O1=01,...,0, = > - | —
égcnsgp Q{ P( )‘ ! o1 " On}_ 2 2 2 <2dw+5nw>

P lta o) lta  (+a)(p—1) __ Bwyw(+a)
1( qonw ) e _ 2717M o CE) Yo (28w +dw) T aBo
— 2\ 2dutbp

o gy Ny =:C Ny
Finally, if n,, < Ny (including possibly n,, = 0), then using the fact that the excess risk is
Bwyw(1+a)
decreasing in n,,, we conclude that the result follows with ¢ := ¢« Ny« et e tefe O

S2.8. Proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1 . In this section, we extend the ideas from
this section to the case that Q| > 2. If €, = {w*} for one w* € {0,1}¢\ {04}, then to prove
the lower bound in Theorem 1, we can directly apply Lemma S14 if ,,» > 1, or Lemma S21
if 7.+ < 1. To deal with the case that |{2,| > 2 we construct a class of mixture distributions.
One component in the mixture follows the same construction as in the preceding sections,
whereas the other components consist of point masses, which ensure that the mixture falls
into the class Qg (£, cg, O). To this end, for || > 2, fix

Bwyw (1+o)
Yw (2Bw+dw)+aBuw }

w* € argmax{n,,
weQ.NN



48 SELL, BERRETT AND CANNINGS

If v« > 1, we will use the construction from Section S2.2 and Lemma S14. On the other
hand, if ~,- < 1, we will use the construction from S~ecti0n S2.5 and Lemma S21. To be
more precise, let 7 > 1, k>0, ¢,¢ € N, a,b € [0,1/2], j € [d], and define

(S10)
1 o
p ) (A) = p ) Ay = {uw,ab<A>n{Wl}+uE ) (AD)g.en )

K,7,,4,0,b, ] 49,7503

1
+W' > Y Lt sewear

weQ \{w*} se{-1,1}¢

Furthermore, let
RE = {x eR?: Ise{-1,1}%we O\ {w*}suchthat = (147) - (s @w)}

and define, for € € (0,1/4) and o € {—1,1}7 the regression function as
(S11)

T] Q*) (1:) — 772?1720'(14)1{7@*>1}—|—7]£q3ro_:ﬂ_{’yw*<1} if.’ﬂ::z}w*
€,4,4,m0 1/2+1/2- (Hje[dw}{nw )}j) ifz=(1+r) (sOw)eRE

Let Q = Qn ri.aab..e denote the distribution on R? x {0,1} x {0,1}? with regression
function ni qjq)ma, marginal feature distribution ,u,(w*’; b’ and for which O_L (X,Y") with

O ~U(O) when (X,Y,0) ~ Q. We will now show that Q € Or(Q4,cr, 0)NAL(Y,CL,0)
and that P = Py € Ps(3,Cs) N Pu(a, Cwu).

LEMMA S22. Fix d,n €N, O C {0,1}4, v = (71,...,7) € [0,00)%, CL > 1, B =

(Bi,---,B4) € (0,14, a € [0,00), Qs € Z({0, l}d )\ {{04},0} with ]Q | > 2. Fix further
Bwyw(1+a)

01,...,0n € Oandw* € argmaxweg*rw{nw rwEtutdatets L aswellasr >0, G, €N, K €

(0,1/Vdy), Co>1,j€{j€[d]:wr =1}, and a,b € [0,1/4]. Let 7, :=min{v; : w* =1}
and Ymax =2+ 1. <1y Vmax{y; : j € [d]}, ag :=273%" 7" and by = 271 (d 2% )~ Tmex,
Consider the set of assumptions defined by
Al. (1) v, <1

(i) a<apNb

(i) a1+ (4r /) < ag

@iv) pL—"Yer <(CL-by- (min{l, (7“ dw*)_dw* })’Yw

PYIUFLX

(V) For all W' with w* Aw' # 0g: bt Tmax < CY, - by - (min{L (1 dige pr )~ ne? }>

(vi) Cf, > 4Ymax(der+1)

(i) a <min{1/2,1 — 1/03/%*}

(111) alf'yw* e <1

(iv) Cp > Cp - 22437 +3dut Ymax/2 , s /2
and assume that either Al or A2 holds, and additionally that Cy, > (2™M#*wex {d., }| Q) V.
ber@= Q ; denote a distribution on R? {0,1} x {0, l}d of (X,Y,0) with corre-

sponding X -marginal feature distribution | = ,ui T()M b , for which P(O = o) > 0 for all

o € O and for which O1 (X,Y"). Then Q € Qr,(v,CL, C’))

nrqqab
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PROOF. Fix any o’ € {0,1}¢. For any € R* and any ¢ € (0, 1), we have
e (Bc(x“’/)) =u{z ¢ R%: 2% € Be(z¥)})

1
= 24|00, | ' Z Z {(147) (sOw)e{z€RT 2" €Be (2") }}
e \{w} se{—1,1}4

1 1
> >
= 2|x||Q*| — 2mangQ*{dw}‘Q*’7

where we used that |z| are the number of observed variables for 2 € R*. Thus p,(z) >
(2maxuea{do} Q) )= for any 2 € R*. Now, by Corollary S9 or Corollary S16, we note that
if € € (0, (2mexwen.{de} |0, )71, then

po ({2 €R: pus(a) <€}) < |Q| AR s WL psny + 57 (A1)

‘1 q,7,a,)

CL
|Q R

If £ > (2maxwen. {dw}|Q*|)—1, then
po ({z €R?: pu(z) <€}) <1< Cp- v,

"<COL-E

since Cp, > (2maxwea. {du} |, |)¥mex The result follow since i, = He|o bY the independence
of O and (X,Y). O

LEMMA S23. Fixd,n €N, O C{0,1}%, v = (71,...,74) € [0,00)%, B=(B1,...,84) €
(0,14, a €0, 00), andQ €Z({o, l}d)\{{Od} 0} with || > 2. Fix further oy, ..., 0, € O

Bwyw(1+a)

and w* € argmaxweQmN{n reEhetatete L Let e i=min{y; s wk = 1}, Fix further >

0,¢,9eN ke (071/\/ dw*)’ 5 € {] € [d] sy = 1}’ a,be (0>1/4]» €€ (07 1]’ 0= (Jt)te[T] €
{—=1,1}7T, cg < 1. Consider the set of assumptions defined by

Bl. (i) v <1
(i) e<(1/4)A(1/8-(r/q)P<)
(iii) e < b/(4]04))
B2. (i) v > 1
(i) e<(1/4-(r/q)P ) A(1/4-(1/q)%")
(iii) cg < 1/(8|€%])

(v) b>1/2
— ) RN d d o
Let Q = Qm,qq,a bl be a distribution of (X,Y,0) on R* x {0,1} x {0,1}% with X-

marginal distribution MmQr 1)1 cabi with regression function 1 = ng;*q) o0 With OL(X,Y)

and with P(O = 0) > 0 for all o € O. Suppose that either Bl or B2 holds, then () belongs to
Or(Qy, ey, O) and Py, the distribution of (X,Y"), belongs to Ps(3,1).

PROOF. For w*, we set f(w*)(:c) = fe(fé;?,a from Definition S7 (if y,,» > 1) or f(“’*)(a:) =
fe(f;jq)mo from Definition S9 (otherwise). For w € €, \ {w*}, recall that S* := {2¥ € R? :

(IL,(z*)); = 0 for some j € [d,]}. Now define functions > on the set {(1+r) - w}US¥
as

oot (z) = 1/2 ife=(14+7r)w
0 ifxeSY
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We note that, for any 1,29 € {(1+7)-w} U SY, f¥°7 satisfies
[e] o 1
(S12) [F20F (@) = 20 ()| < Sllwn — o

Thus, by McShane’s extension theorem (McShane, 1934) on Rd“, there exists a (5,-Holder
continuous extension of f<** onto ([0,00)4)*. We now set f«*(x) = f*(2¥) for any
x € [0,00)% Recall that for x = (21, ...,74)T € R%, we let s = (s1,...,5q4)7 € {—1,1}% be
sj 1= sign(z;). We now define for all w € ), \ {w*} the functions f“) as

(S13) F@) = ([ )l) - 24 o).
j€ldu]
With the choice of f @) as in (S13), we can write

@) =5+ 1@+ Y O

weQ \{wr}

Throughout the remainder of the proof, we will drop the dependence of féw*) on o, and
simply write f () instead of f§°’ ), whenever w = w*, such that we have 7,(z) = % +
> weq. f“)(z). We now show by induction over d’ = || =0,...,d that the functions

given by Equations (5) and (S13) satisfy f, = f() for all w € , and that f,, = 0, for all
w e {0,131\ Q.

Firstly, for d’ = |w’| =0 we have w’ = 04 ¢ ). There exists, for any w € €, , a j©* =
min{j € [d] : wj =1}, such that

(S14)
Er{f 900} = [ 1@y dula) + [ @) copdulo)

- Qd}dw 3 (ﬁ{nw(s)}j) / fo (@) dp(z)

se{—1,1}ds m0=1 j=2 REN[0,00)¢

1 -
g > (TImey) [ et o

se{-1,1}4s5 0 0=—1 j=2 R*EN[0,00)4
We conclude that
1
= X)) - == (w) _
fo=Ep{n(X)} - _Ep{ EEQ ¥ (X)}_()’

such that the induction base case holds.

For the induction step, assume that for all w with |w| < d’, we have f, = f @) if w e Q,
and that f,, =0, if w € {0,1}¢\ Q. For any ' with || = d’, we consider two cases.

Case 1: w' ¢ Q,. In this case, for all w € Q, with w 4 ', one can take j** = min{j €
[d]: wj =1—wj =1}, and deduce similarly to (S14) that

Ep{f(W> (X)‘XW’ - xW’} _ Ep{f(w) (X) (1{zjee > 0} + 1{zje0c <0}) ‘Xw/ - xw’} —0.
Using the induction hypothesis, we conclude that

fwf(w):Ep{n(X) - % - > fwu(X)‘Xw/ :xW’}

W' <w’
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e X 000 Y o )

weN, W <w’
—Ep{ Y SOX)|x =} -0
wWEN,: wAwW’

Case 2: W' € Q, \ {w*}. This case is similar to the first one, with the difference in the
conclusion:

furle) =Ep{n(X)— 5 = 3 fur(X)|x+ =2’}

W' <w’

—Ep{ Y fOX) = > fur(X)|X =2}

we, W' <w’
“E {0 5 00l =)

proving the induction step. Furthermore, for w € €2, \ {w*} we have

1
2
= = >
» fo(x)du(z) o 2 CE

and for w*, by Lemma S12 or Lemma S19,

B o min{b/4, 1/8}
o= [ (@) auta) > A > o,

thus Q € QE(Q*a CE, O)
Now, for any w € Q, \ {w*}, if x1, 22 € R are such that sign(z%) = sign(z¥), then by
Equation S12,

1
|f@) (@1) = F@) (@) = | (s0m1) — ) (s@a2)| < *||8®351—8®1’2H6“ < ||zy — .

On the other hand, if s; := sign(z{) # s1gn(:c2) =: 59, then there exists z € §¥ with z =
x1 + ((x2 — x1) for some ¢ € [0, 1]. Then, again by Equation S12,

|F < (@1) = ) (@2)| < [£@) (1) = F2)] + 1 £9) (2) — £ (22)
<@ (s1@a1) = fs102)|+ | (520 2) — (52 @ 1)

1 1 1
< §||51 Oz — 510z + §||32®Z*52®902||B“’ = §H$1 —2||% + §||Z*1L“2Hﬂ”

1 1 4_
= §(Cﬁ°’ + (1= 0)P) w1 — zo||P < 521 Bellzy — mo||P < oy — 22||P-.

Using additionally that f,, = 0 for w ¢ €, as well as either Lemma S12 or S19, we conclude
that P € Ps(3,1). O

LEMMA S24. Fixd,n €N, O C{0,1}%, v = (y1,...,74) €[0,00)% B = (B1,...,84) €
(0,14, a € [0,00), Cy > 1, and Q, € I({O 1}39) \ {{Od} Q)} wzth || > 2. Fix further

Bwrw!(

01,...,0, € O, and fix an w* € argmax,cq mN{nw TR }. Let v+ := min{~; :

wi = 1}. Fix further r >0, §,q €N, k € (0,1/y/dy), j € {j € [d] :w; =1}, a,b € (0,1/4],
€€ (0,1], 0 = (0¢)rerr) € {—1,1}", cg < 1. Consider the set of assumptions defined by

Cl. (i) 7 <1
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(i) e<(1/4)A(1/8-(r/q)")

(iii) Chp > max{1 + 4%+ /B (25)~drV, 22}
C2. (i) Yo >1

(i) e<(1/4-(r/q)P<) A (1/4-(1/§)%)

(iii) Cy > 2%

Let P = P'*) denote the distribution on R? x {0,1} with regression function
K,T,q4,q,a, b,j €,0
né%q)r » and marginal feature distribution ,u( “)] b . Suppose that either C1 or C2 holds,

that o € [0, dy~ /B~ and that a € [0, €], then P € PM(oz, Cw).

PROOF. First, if ¢ € (0,€), then pu({z € Re: n(z) —1/2| < t})=0<Cwm-t*. Forte
[e,1/2), by Lemma S13 or Lemma S20, we have

p<{xeRd:\ () —1/2\<t}) Iél <w*)({xeRd:\n(x)—1/2\<t})

Cwm

< < O - Y
||

Finally, if ¢ > 1/2, then

p({xERd: In(z) —1/2| <t}> <1< (20 < Oy - 12,

as required. O

PROOF OF THE LOWER BOUND IN THEOREM 1 . Firstly, if , = {w*} for one w* €
{0,137\ {04}, we can directly apply Lemma S14 if 7, > 1, or Lemma S21 if v,- < 1.
Otherwise [€),| > 2, and we will prove the lower bound using the constructions in (S10)
and (S11).

To this end, let

Bwyw (1+a)
w — argmax{n Yw (28w +dw)+aBuw }

weN, NN

)

and we consider the two different cases v,,« > 1 and v, < 1.
Case 1: ~,- > 1. Let ag := 2—3dw*%*’ ay = 93Yur du [ Buor +27ur o .d;/)ui*dw*/Q, by =
-1 (dw*2d“* )~ maxand

24« *
(d *+5) By (L=, )TV dyyx { L dyx (dy,* —3a—1)

. 2o ai aB * *d, x+27 ,% B x T T ol A
Q= mm{aé‘“ 25+dw*, (70 glde B (2F o) ) Bux +rx dyx +27,% By, ’2 ds +CF)BLx &
ai

Further let

Yoo (e _aﬁw*))Jraﬁ‘”* €0,1); q:=[(gonf.)"%" ],

P Y (2Bw* + dw* + aﬁw*

_1 a
i dx L . { ( m ) 2% a } L €
m = € = 1min — 1/4 U= —
T 2dwr+5p . /4y m’

1 1

K= . oai=€*, b:i==, r:= (8P g,
SN 1 (8€) q
(j::j:: 1.

L - Q.
Suppose initially that n,,- > g ¢ 5o that q>1.Foroe{—-1,1}" let Q7 = Qi . 3 cabio

be the distribution of (X,Y,0) on R? x {0,1} x {0,1}% with X-marginal distribution ;1 =



CLASSIFICATION WITH MISSING DATA 53

() )
KyTy,G,q,a,b,5°
We now show that Q7 € Q) ;...
First, we verify that the set of Assumptions Al in Lemma S22 is satisfied. Using that
p— 1 — —Yorr Bu* (2+a)
Yeo* (2,8“,* +dw*)+a,8w*

_o P o
a=¢€e*< <4d e )Ha < ( dQ()nw* )Ha
2 w*+5nw* 2 w*+5nw*
Vo* B *

qo0 a/(2+a) T N x (2B Fdy s ) taBx anl
(550 e <o = a0,

with regression function 7 = né%*q)rg, with O (X,Y’) and with O ~ U(O).

, we have

by the first term in the minimum in the definition of ¢g. This further implies that
1
m ra 1 .
(W) +e < 1,50 € < 1/4. Moreover, since a3+ < dy-,
—* wdox — Ve ) FVerx dur /B wdo* Yok [ Bk +2Ywx dux  JVwrwx [2
a7 (4r /dw*)%’ dur — (1= ) +Hywr du /B e dur . 93duxYur /Bur +270r do d /
g npil a(l= x)+v,*d % /B,*
07bw= 2+a P\ Vwr
= <2dw*+5) ~(qonf. )™ - ax
a(l= %)ty xdx /B,*

o qo0 24a Yoo
_<2dw*+5 “ 4o 'alga()a

where we have used the second term in the minimum in the definition of gy, thus Al (iii)
holds. To show that A1 (iv) and (v) hold, first note that

1
1/Bu+ m (EET P \1/d~
r S 8 (2d“’*+5nw*) (qonw*)

9 1 1/d (A=, x)aBy,*
_ Ql/Bux | @Fe)Byux wr o (Vg (2B x Fdgx ) FaB e ) dy,x
=8 (725+dm ) q Ny <1,

where we have used the fact that ~y,,- > 1 and the third term in the definition of gg. Thus, the
minima in Al (iv) and (v) are both attained by 1, and we have

Pl < plTmex — gYmax=1 < O .y,

since Cf, > 4Ymax(dor+1) > 47'“ax_1ba ! We deduce that Al (iv) and (v) hold, and therefore
that Q7 € O (v,CL,O) by Corollary S22. Further, since b = 1/4, we have cg < 1/16 =
b/4, thus by Lemma S23, the upper bound on Cy; and Lemma S24, we deduce that Q7 €
Ok (%, cr,0) and Pg- € Ps(3,1) NP, Cy) for the distribution Py of (X,Y"), since
the set of Assumptions B1 in Lemma S23 is satisfied as well as the Assumptions C1 in
Lemma S24.

Case 2: 7,,» < 1. First, let a; := 23%*/8«* and

24
a(l=y % )+y,* /By P =
qo = min{25+d“*, (2(d‘“*+5) ata -a1_1> O Yem )ty /Bux w24 >’2(2+dw*)(2+a)}.

Further let

Voo (dw* — aﬁw*) + By Y (1 — aﬁw*) + Sy

= €10,1); = €0, pl;
P Yw* (260.)* + dw*) + O‘ﬁw* [ ’ ), VYw* (254/.)* + dw*) + O‘Bw* [ ’p]’
Yox taBx (1=7,,%) Yo r
q = qun;t,*(?ﬁu* +d,*)taB,,* J7 q = Ln;i* (2B ,x +d % )+aB  « J’ m = q . qdw*fl
. m Tra \ €
E:me{(m>z+ ,1/4}, ri= (86)1/5w 4 U= a:= e

k=1/(2Vd), b:=1/2.
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Fix j € argminje{j,e[d]:w;lzl} 7j»> 80 that 75 = Y+

Suppose initially that n.« > g, Le ‘,sothatg>1.Let Q7 = Qiﬂr*()j abio be the distribu-
tion of (X,Y,0) on R? x {0, 1} x {0, 1}¢ with X -marginal distribution 1 = /Ll(i*; cabi’ with

regression function 7 = né%*q)r »» With O_IL(X,Y") and with O ~ U(0O), for o € {—1,1}"™.

We now show that Q7 € Q... by applying in turn the results from the previous subsec-
tions. First, we verify that the set of Assumptions A2 in Lemma S22 is satisfied. Using that

— _'Yw*ﬁw* (2+a)
p—1l= Yo (2B +dor ) B and that

Vr taByx (L—v,%) (dyyx =) vx
m< qu:jf*<2ﬁ“’*+d“’*)+aB“* .n;f*(wm“m)*aﬁm _ QOnf;l,

it follows that

p _a _ Yk @Byx
0= fa < qon ,« 24 qo a/(2+a) ‘n Yoox (2B % +dx)taByx <1
= 2duwr+5p, T\ 25+dux w* >4

by the first term in the minimum in the definition of gg. This further implies that
() < 4%, so € < 1/(4q¢) < 1/4. Moreover, if

1 Vor (2B % +dy,x )+aB,,«

1/ 8 1 1428, % +aB,x ( — 2
= —/p 2ta 2¥a aB?, (1=v,%)
o > Nos=max{ay ' (5 (ass) ™ ) J

then, using that 7,,~ < 1, we have

P 1
N+ [e% * *
i =se™ 2 A ) el

22dw* +5nw*
] 1 1 1426k +aByx B x (170
o 2+a 2+a Voox (2B,x +d,x )+, * 1
T 2B \92dur 45 9o " Thr > 5

so r > 1. Suppose now that n, > Ny. Then, since aF,,+ < d,,-,
al_'Yw* T’Yw* — 23'7@"/6&«1" Ea(l_'\/W*)'i_’\/W*/ﬁW* . q“/m
A=y x )tk [ Byx Toor D +aBx A=7,%)}

p—1
3y /B . [ 400> 2+a ek Tar (2B Fdgx ) TaBx
<2 9d.++5 Qo Mo

q (L= * ) Fv,* /By*
. 0 24« Yerx
=a (de*+5) %" =1,

where we have used the second term in the minimum in the definition of ¢y. Thus the As-
sumptions A2 in Lemma S22 are satisfied such that we have Q7 € Qy,(v,Cr, O). Further we
have

P 1 1
i s (e ) ()
by the third term in the definition of gp. Finally, by the upper bound on cg, Lemma S23,
the upper bound on C); and Lemma S24, we deduce that Q7 € Qg (., cg, O) and that the
(X,Y) distribution Pg- falls into the class Ps(83,1) N P (e, Cwm), since the set of Assump-
tions B2 in Lemma S23 is satisfied as well as the Assumptions C2 in Lemma S24.
The penultimate step of the proof is to verify that the Assumptions (i)-(vi) of Lemma S5
are satisfied, where we set w = w*:

(i) We have, for both ~y,,+ > 1 and ~,,» < 1 that 20w 45y ety =1 by the definition of € and
u.
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(ii) Letting z; := 2z~ for t € [m], we have that u({s*" ® 2¢"}) = u for all t € [m] and

s € {—1,1}¢ by the construction of the marginal measure 1 = By daabi’

(iii) By the construction of the regression function n? = ng’%jq)mo, we have 7 (2" ) =1/2 +
ove fort € [m], and 0 (s*" © 2" ) = 1/2 + (HjE[d]:(s“*)j=fl(3w*)j) ~oye, forall £ € [m]
and s € {—1,1}<.

(iv) For 0,0’ € ¥, the support of ;¥ is given by supp(u(?)) = Useqo1,13e8 © (T¥ U
Uje[d}:w;:l RY U RE Af v > 1, /and by supp(u¥)) = Useror1pes © (T# U R;J) U
RE if v, < 1. We have n° =7n° on R¥ U Uje[d]:oﬁ:l Ry U RE (if v+ > 1), or on
R‘;’ UR™ (if y,- < 1); either way we indeed have 77 (x) = 1 (x) for all = € supp(u) \
Urepmpsef-1.13418° @2},

(v) Again by construction, we have (supp(u) \Utepm) se{-1,13¢ {s* @z }> A(=r—1,r+
1)4=0,

(vi) Once more by construction, we have O_L (X,Y").

Then, for ng+ > qo if Y > 1 (ne > No if 4+ < 1), since € = (gz25—)** the lower
bound in (S1) in Lemma S5 gives
1+a

A I+a 1 2fa
inf sup EQ{€p(C)|O1=01,...,0n =0} > o =" =~ <m> +

Cec, Q 2 2 2 2dw*+5nw*
p Lto o) lta (+a)(p=1) — By Vyx (1)
> 1 qon - 2+ao 2717%*ﬁ¢q2+a n (2+a) —=¢-n ww*(ZEw*idw*)Jraﬁw*
— * . * .
— 2\ 2dur 6y 0 w w

Finally, if n,- < qo (ne~ < Np), including possibly n,- = 0, then using the fact that
the excess risk is decreasing in n,-, we conclude that the result follows with ¢ := ¢ -
By* Yr (1) Bk Vor (1+a)

Vox (2B,% +dx )+aB = Yook (2B ,x +d ,x )+aB
Ow w w (C-—C'Now w w w ). D

S3. Details of the upper bound proofs in Section 5 .

S3.1. Additional results for the proof of the upper bound in Theorem I and proofs of the
results in Section 5.2 . Here we provide the remaining details for the proof of the upper
bound in Theorem 1 . First, recall that we are treating the missingness indicators oy, ..., 0, €
O C {0,1}¢ as fixed and all probability statements in this section should be interpreted as
being conditional on O = o0y, ...,0, = o,. Recall also the definitions of X and the events
E{(x) and E§(z) from Section 5.2 . Our first two lemmas bound the probability of the these
events.

LEMMA S25. Fix § € (0,1). Then, for every x € X, we have P(E? (x)¢) < 6.

PROOF OF LEMMA S25. Fix z € X andw € N. If nyp,,(2¥)/2 < [4log, (|N]/6)], then
k., = 0 and P(A?)) = 1. Now suppose that [41log_ (|NV]/8)] < nwpw(2¥)/2. Define

( 2% >1/d“ -
ri=—— 7 2—72-— )
nwpw(x‘*’)

Therefore, by the definitions of the lower density and p,,, we have for o > w that

Holo(Br () Z Py (#)1% = puo(a)re = =
w
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Then, using a multiplicative Chernoff bound, we obtain

P(IX4) (@) —a®)>7) < P( > Lixren, o < k)

1EN,,

2ien, Hulo, (Br(z*))
§P<ZH{X%BT(W)}< e '2 )

ieN,,
s - 5
<e s 2ieny, Bolo; (Br(z®)) <e —k.,/4 <%
VT
Taking a union bound over w € N concludes the proof. .

LEMMA S26. Fixé € (0,1) and x € R?, then we have P(E3(z)¢) < 4.

PROOF OF LEMMA S26. Fix w € N, and recall that N, = {i € [n] : w < 0;}. First note
that the labels Y(y) (), ..., Y(y,), () are conditionally independent given (X}’)sen, . Fur-
ther, for ¢ € [n,,], we have that

E{Y. @) | (X¢)een.} =E{Yi (@) | X(), (@)} = n. (X (2).
Then by Hoeffding’s inequality, we have that

log_, (2|N]/6 )
(‘ Z{Y () = nu(Xq). (2 ))}‘> g+(2k|;w’/) (XZ’)eer>§W|-

Taking expectation over (X§') ey, gives P((BS(x))¢) < §/|N| and the result follows via a
union bound. O

Now, working on the events F9(z) and E$(z), we can bound the approximation error of

fw(x) which will put us in a position to prove the results in Lemmas 3 and 4 . These results
rely on the following intermediate lemma, which uses the constant Cg given in Proposi-
tion S4.

LEMMA S27. Fix 8= (B1,...,8q4) € (0,1]%, Cs > 1, w € N and P € Ps(B, Cs). Then,
on the event Ef(ac) for any x € X and any w' < w, we have

2k, )ﬁw/dw
) .

(S15) max | fur (X (i), (@) = fur (z)| < 2CBCs - (n o

€{1,....k.}

PROOF OF LEMMA S27. Fix z € X. If ng,p,(2)/2 < [4log, (|N|/d)] then both sides

of (S15) are zero by the definition of k. If k, > ny,p,(2%)/2 > [4log, (|N]/5)], then the
right hand side of (S15) is greater than 2Cp, since Cg > 1, so the result follows from the
bound on f, given in Proposition S4. If [4log, (|N]/0)] < ku < nwpw(2*)/2, then k,, =
k., and from the definition of E5 and the smoothness of f, (see (10) ), we have

. w WP
25y Mo Ko (@)= for(@)] < G sy | I1XGy, =2

Bw’/dw 5w/dw
2k, 2k,
< Cyg <kw> < Cg <kw) .
NP (T4) NP (%)
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Finally, if k,, < [4log (N |nw / 5)} < Ny pw(2¥)/2, then similarly we have
|for (X3, (@) = fur ()]

max | fur (X, (2) (z)| =

ie{l,....kw} f4log+ (IN1/0)T1}
IBw’/dw
<Cs (2(410g+(|/\f|/5ﬂ)
NwPw (xw)
B /de
<0y <2(410g+(|/\/!/5ﬂ) '
Ny Pw (xw)
The result follows since Cg > 1. O

PROOF OF LEMMA 3 . First note that for w = 04 and for x € X, on the event Bgd (x) we
have that

, 1 log, GINT/9)
\m@%h&ﬂﬂn;m—ww=ws RS — Ro,a.
1=
Thus the result holds for w = 0.
Recall from Algorithm 1 that for w € A\ {04} we have
1 o 1
(S16) ful 172_3 —2—§fw/(w)

Then using also the fact that 7, (z) =1/2+ 3, -, fu (), we have that

ke
)—%Zﬂw(X(i) + 5+ Z wa (X, (z fw(i’?)‘
“ =1

/—<w =1

| fuo(@) = ful@)| = |fu(@

k. w
< | L35 X 0 - 2]+ | Vi) - X ()]
w =1 “i=1

+‘w;{ wa/ — fur(@ )H

On the event F{(x) the first term in (S17) is bounded by R, 1(x) by Lemma S27, and
on the event E‘Qs(x) the second term in (S17) is bounded by R, 2. For the third term, on
E9(x) N ES(x), first by Lemma S27 we have

(S17)

kw
‘%wa’(X(i)w(x fw/ ‘ wa — fur( )“"‘fw’(x)_fw’(x)‘
“i=1

< Ry (@) + | fur (z) — fur (@),

for w’ < w. Suppose now for induction, that (18) holds for all w’ < w. Then using the facts
that R, 1(x) < Ry1(z) and R, 2 < Ry, 2 for all w’ < w, we deduce that

‘fw — fulz )’ <2k ‘Ry1(z) + Ro2 + Z }fw’(m) _fw'(m)’

w'<w

1+ k) (2 - R (x)+Rw,2).

w'<w



58 SELL, BERRETT AND CANNINGS

The constant £, can then be calculated using ¢ = 1 and the relation k., :=14+ )", ~w Bws
for d,, > 1. As in Proposition S4, this sequence is related to the ordered Bell numbers via

Kw=2Bg, = Z;‘;O %“ < 2(d,, + 1)%, for d,, > 1 (see e.g. Zou, 2018). O
PROOF OF LEMMA 4 . First let ¢ := C' - R (), so that z € X satisfies [n(z) — 1/2] > e.
We claim that on the event E¢(x) N E$(z), we have
5 €
S18 - < -
forallw € QUL(R). Then, if n(x) —1/2 > €, using that n(x) = 1/2+ 3" cq 1(q,) fu(@) =
1/24 3 cqur o) Jw(®), we have

@) —1/2= 3 {ful@) = ful@)} + (@)~ 1/2> —¢/24+ > 0.

weQUL(R)

By symmetry, if 1/2 — n(z) > €, we have that 1/2 — 7jg(x) > €/2 > 0.
It remains that to show that (S18) holds. First note that since n(x) € [0, 1], we have that
€ <1/2. Thus, for w € QU L(Q2), we have that

2BwYw
Yo (2Bw+dw)+aBew

n
@ <k,.

[41og, (JN/6)] < 4log, (2|N]/0) < =

Moreover, for w € QU L(Q),

N P (.’Ew) 28w Yw 2BwYw
> 2dw/,3w—10dw/,3wn&w(wwww)mﬂw >14+ Lngwuﬂwwwwaﬁwj —k

W

since C' > 2. Therefore k,, = k,,, for w € QU L(Q). It follows that

- L eve _ _Perwtasd/de
( 2k )ﬂu/dw ( 2k, )lh/du <4n;w<2ﬁw+dw>+uﬁw >5w Jd TPt T
nopla) () o) T

Then, recalling the definitions of R,, i (x) and R,, 2 from (17) , we have

(S19) R, 1(z) =2Cp(Cs - max

2% Bur/dos
(2R )M g0 R,

Ny Py (2)

for w € QU L(S?). Further

[log_ (2|N]/5) log/2(2|\]/6) 1 1
(SZO) Rw,Z = + ok < * Bt < 21/2 Rg) (I) < 21/2 R(gl (CC)
w 21/2n‘:}w(25w+dw)+(¥5w

Finally, by Lemma 3 , along with (S19) and (S20), for w € Q U L(£2), we have that
|fuo(@) = ful(@)] < R - (2% Rt (2) + Ruyp)

1
< (257 CpCs + 217) R(x)
C 5 €
< - . - -
<omur@ W= ga0mr

where the last equality holds since C' > 2r,|Q U L(Q)| (2379 CgCs + /1/2). This estab-
lishes the claim in (S18) and completes the proof. O
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Our events E9(z) and E$(z) give us control of the properties of our estimators at each
fixed point « € X'. Ideally we’d have this control simultaneously for all x € A, but this will
typically not be possible. Instead, we only require this control at a large portion of the feature
domain in order to control the excess risk. We then show that the remaining portion of the
feature domain is relatively small with high probability. More precisely, for § € (0,1), 2 C
{0,1}¢ and & € [0, 00), let &’ := § max,eq{1/nL }, and define

X5 = X5(Dy) = {x e X BY (z)N B (2) holds}.

LEMMA S28. We have IP’{,u(XéC) > maxweg(l/n}fa)} <.

PROOF OF LEMMA S28. By Markov’s inequality and Lemmas S25 and S26, we have

c « 1 Cc
P 2 max(1/nl ) p < o BL(AD)

1
= -E 1 ad
maten (1/no ] (/Rd (ecity) di(z))

~ max egil/nlw} Rd{P(EiS, (2)) +P(ES (x)c)}du(x)

<4.

O

We are now in a position to provide the proofs of Proposition 5 and subsequently the upper
bound in Theorem 1 .

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5 . Recall the constant C' from the statement of Lemma 4 . For
wEN, let

Buwrw B2 /dy e,

1\ oG rasran

w(2Bwtdw)+aBy

)\w = (—)7 , and ¢ :_)\Jjwdwmm
”w

Define the partition (Xj)52, of X5 given by
Xso:={x € Xs: t, <po(a¥), forallwe O}
Xs = {x eXs: 279t, < pw(x?), forallw e Q} \ U Xs jr-
j'eli—1]u{0}
Then, by Lemma 4 , for any j € NU {0} and any = € X ;, we have that

|2?7($) — 1 ’ .H{J;GX(SJiéQ(x)icBayes(‘r)}

<20 Ry(2) - Lizexs )

B2 /dy
n; m(zﬁwﬂwwwam 12 _ B Ve
_ 2Cmax - + lOg+ (2‘/\/’/6/) Ny Yw (2Bw+dw)+aBuw .]l{xe‘)(’S }
weQ pg“/ “(2%) v

weN

) Aw
< 2Cmax{ <275w/d“ + log1+/2(2W|/5/)) : M}'l{we%‘j}’
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since Co(x) = CB¥ (1) on the event B (x) N EY (). Now, looking at the separate ele-
ments of the partition in turn, first since P € Pyi(«, Cyvi), we have that

/ 12n(x Ly i (@) Cmoves () ()

~ / )\w
< lfi € oo s Coli) # P} - 20mae] (14 108 2N/ tﬁ/d}

Bw/d

<u({m e nw ~ 1721 < Omae{ (10108 1/0) 25 1)

Aw
20mag] (1ol ")) 2|

lta 1/2 , 14+a . )\w 14+a
(S21) <20MmC (1 +log “(2|N/§ )) <§1§§ N ) :
Further, for j > 1, since @ € Qr, (7, CL,O), we have

/ ’277 {:EEX& ' CQ(x)?éCBlyes( )} d,LL(.Z)

Aw
< H(Xﬁ,j) -2051&}2({ <2Jﬁ“/d + 10g1/2(2W|/5 )) 5 /d., }

(U{pw ) < 2= =1y })acmax{(w‘ﬁw/dw+1og}/2(2w|/5’)) Au }

Bu/dw
wes weh tw /

<3 o ({pu(a®) <270791,) -2cmax{ (%7 1 108!/ (2N /8)) 12 }

9] o/ de
weN “ tw

. —([=D¢ yre 7B/ dus 1/2 / Aw
<2060 s (70 Vb (27 sl N ) 2 |

(S522)
. . . dewYw 1+a
<200y |Q2~ 0D mineea e . (zﬂ maxoen{Bo/do} 4 Jogl/?(2 N /5’)) : (magA,,‘ﬂ“’”“*“B“) .
we

dwywo

Here we have used that ) = V%P~ QObserve further that

o
22_jminwen Yo <2jmaX”€Q{5“/d“} + 10g1/2(2‘N|/5/))

B 1 log™2(2|NV|/8")
- 2minwegww7maxwgg{ﬁw/dw} -1 ominge Yo — |
1/2
23 B 2log'/*(2|N]/8")

= 9mingeo Yo —maxueo{fu/du} — |
since ming,eq Y > max,eq B/ dy- It follows from (S21), (S22) and (S23) that

enCo)= [ 20(2) — 1] du(a)
{z€R*:Cq(x)#CBaves(x)}

= [L(Xé:) + Z /Rd |277(1’) - 1‘ ’ l{zer:én($)7éCBayes(z)} dﬂ(l‘)
=0
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< u(X5)

4CCyIQ - log}/ > (2N /) } (ma )1+a
we :

_ X)\ud)w'm+a6u
2— maxy,ea{Bu/du} — 92— mingeq Yo

{QC’MC’HQ log\I /2 (2N |/8") +

Finally observe that

duwye (1) B Yo (1+a)
Nwrwtebo —p Yo (2Bw+dw)+aBe >n; (1+a)

Thus, by Lemma S28, we have

Ywdw(1+a)

]P’( X5) > ;wdw*aﬁw) <]P( X5) > (1+a)> <.
w(A5) = max A < P u(45) 2 maxn,, <9
The conclusion then follows with

4CCr|9|

L 14+«
Kq:=14+20yC" 7+ 9— maxeen{fu/du} — 9— milueo Yo’

PROOF OF THE UPPER BOUND IN THEOREM 1 . Fix Q € Z({0,1}9). Let

_ Bwyw (1+a) __ BBwyw(@+a)

So 1= maxng, Yo (2B +dw) b maX{n;(lJra)} < maxn, Yo (2Bw +dew) B
we weN we

and let

14+ _ Bwyw (1+a)
Lo (2IN I) . e
w

3(14a)/2

Note also that g > max,cq nw , and thus

jog7 (22) < 301+ )/ 22 hog 7 (2 i)
By Proposition 5 , it follows that
Eg{€p(Ca)| O1=01,...,0,=0,}
<to+Po{Ep(Ca)>ty| O1=01,...,0, =0}

1o /2N By (150 By (1+a)

28, d af, 28, d ap,

< Kq-log,* ( : ) max n, @ P TR | s T Ghutdu) ta
0

weN weN
3(1+a) Burw(ta)

e i e e
log.? (2 }-lo 2 (minn )-maxn Yo (Bwtdw)tabn
) s (i) e

§{1+2K9-(

The upper bound in Theorem 1 follows by taking Q2 = €, if 2, C N, and otherwise using
the trivial bound that Eq{€p(Cq) | O1 =o01,...,0,=0,} < 1. O

S3.2. Proof of Theorem 2. The proof of Theorem 2 involves controlling the additional
error that we incur from choosing which of the f,, to set to zero based on the training
data. Recall the definitions of 42, 7, and the set Q € Z({0,1}%) from Algorithm 1 . As
in Sections 5.2 , 5.3 and S3.1, we treat the missingness indications o1, ..., 0, as fixed and
all probability statements in this section should also be interpreted as being conditional on
()1::0h...J9n::0n.

To prove the key Proposition 6 in Section 5.2 , we introduce four high-probability events.
The first event, EJ, gives us control of the average signal at the training points for every
observation pattern w € A, i.e. it ensures that 1/n,, - > f2(X;) is sufficiently large, and
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the second event, Eff, bounds the number of training data points falling into the tail of the
marginal distributions. The third and fourth events, £ and EZ, respectively, are similar to
the events F¢(x) and EJ(z) from the Subsection 5.2 , and allow us to estimate the error

between fw and f,, at each of the training points in the body of the distribution, that is, those
which are not in the tails. Lemmas S29 to S32 bound the probability of the complement of
E = Eg N EflS N Eg N Eg. Then, working on this event, Lemmas S33 and S34 provide the

rate at which we control | fw(X i) — fw(Xj;)| uniformly over all training points Xs in the

body of the distribution. Finally, the conclusion of these results is that Q) =, on the event
E?, which proves Proposition 6 .
Recall that N, = {i € [n] : w < 0;}, then for w € A" N Q, let

and let B := (", e, DO
LEMMA S29. For § € (0,1), we have P((E$)¢) < 4.
PROOF OF LEMMA S29. Fix w € N'N Q,, then {f2(X;)}icn, are independent random

variables with mean E{ f2(X)|O = 0;} > 02, which take values in [0, C3] by Proposition
S4. Then by Hoeffding’s inequality, we have

log, (JNV]/6)
( P )

log . (INV1/9) 6
FoX) = — > EQ{fa(Xi) |05 =0} < —CR [ —T5—— | < .

(i 3 o B ) SIN
Taking a union bound gives the desired result. O

We will also require control on the number of training data points that lie in the tail of the
marginal feature distribution. As in the previous subsection, for w € {0, 1}, we write p,,(z)
in place of mineeo:o-w Pp.,..d. (). Then, for w € {Q, U L(Q,)} NN and 7, € (0,1), let

|o?

Fg = Fg(rw) = { Z {pu(X¥)<ry} < QCLT'Y“’}

“ieN.,

and 1et Ei = me{Q*UL(Q*)}ﬂN Fg

LEMMA S30. Fix O C {0,1}%, 6 € (0,1), v € [0,00)% Cp, > 1 and Q € Qf (v,Cy,0).

1/7w
Then if ry = (%W) h forall w € {Q, U L(Q.)} NN, we have P((Ej)°) < 6.

PROOF OF LEMMA S30. Fix w € N, then for i € N,,, we have that 1y, (xw)<,,} are in-
dependent Bernoulli random variables with mean f1,),, ({x € R? : p,(z) < rw}) < CLrde
since Q € Qf (v, C1, ©). Then by a multiplicative Chernoff bound (Billingsley, 1995, The-
orem 9.3), we have

1 o
]P(n Z ]l{p_,(X;’)<rw} > 2CLT(:YJW> <exp(—ny,Crrlr/4) < |N|

“ieN,
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since 1, > (%W)l/%. Taking a union bound over w € {2, U L(%)} NN gives the

desired result. O

Our final two events provide control of the variance and bias of our estimates of f,, for
w € N, evaluated at the appropriate training data points. For § € (0,1) and w € N let

k

| log., (21\'|n../8)

[ +

GL= {'k > { Y. () - m(Xm(Xj))}\ < \/ o ,

JEN, “i=1 w

and let EY := (", G3,. Moreover, for any w € {Q, U L(Q,)} NN, § € (0,1), n, > 2, and
€(0,1), let

d._ w w w
3= () {15, ()~ X 1Ly <
JEN.

2 max{ (4log+(wmw/5ﬂ,kw}>dﬁu}

(new — D)ry,
and let Eg = ﬂwE{Q*UL(Q*)}ﬂN’ Hf)
LEMMA S31.  For § € (0,1), we have P((E$)¢) < 4.

PROOF OF LEMMA S31. Fix w € N and j € N,. The labels Y1y (X}),...,Y(,,), (X;)
are conditionally independent given (X'),c v, . Further, for i € [n,], we have that

E{Y(5), (X)) (X )een. } =B{Y(5), (X)) X8 (X))} =m(X (o). (X5)).
Then by Hoeffding’s inequality, we have that
k
1§ log., (2|N|ny/9)
P(‘kZ{Y(i)u(Xj) - nw(X(i)w(Xj))}‘ > \/ + o

“i=1

0
(XZJ)EENM> < W

Taking expectation over (X),c ., and using a union bound first over j € N, and then over
w € N gives the result. O

LEMMA S32. Fix 6 € (0,1) and suppose that n, > 2 for every w € {Q, U L()} N
N.Ifry, > 2(ny, — 1) 'max{[4log, (IN|ny/8)], ku} for all w € {0, U L(Q)} NN, then
P((Eg)") <.

PROOF OF LEMMA S32. Fix w € {Q, U L)} NN, j € N, and z; € X. Then, if
puw() <1y, we have

2{[4log  (IN'|n,/d)] \/k:w}) s

(N — 1)1y,

P15, 05)-35 x> Xi=0) =0,

since the first term inside the probability is 0. On the other hand, if p,, (a:‘j“ ) > 71y, then let
o= (et W /9], ) T
' (ny — 1)ry, ’

where the inequality holds by the assumption on r,,. Therefore, by the definition of p,,, we
have for v € N,

Hoolor (Br(2)) = Py, (@ )r% > po(af)rts > o

_ 2max([4log, (Nnu/0)1. ko) _ 8log, (INnu/0)
(ny —1) N (ny —1) .
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Then, using a multiplicative Chernoff bound, we obtain

P(|| X5, (X5) = X¢ ] > 7 ‘ Xj =) <P( Y Teen, o)

i€EN,

— P( Z LixweB, (a9)y < kw — 1)
i€EN\{5}

<P 5 Livveniery <max{[tlog. (Nin./9)] 5.} )

€N, \{7}

X, =)

Zi " ':uwoi(BT(wa'}»
gP( S Lpeen o < 22 \{g} Mool j )

2
€N}

1)
< - EN\{j} Hwlo; (B 7( ))/8
‘ |N‘nw

Taking expectations over X, a union bound over j € IV, and another union bound over
w € {Q U L(%)} NN concludes the proof. O

LEMMA S33. Fix w € {Q U L)} NN, r, € (0,1), B € (0,1]%, and Cs > 1. Let
P € Ps(8,Cs) and suppose that n,, > 2. Then on the event Eg, for any w' < w, we have that

;Ielja\fflrél[aﬂfw 0. (X5)) = for (X - L (x>0}

Bw/dw
(S24) < 205Cs - <2max{ [410g+(Wlnw/5ﬂ,kw}> '

(nw — 1)ry,

PROOF OF LEMMA S33. Fix 7 € N,. If p, (X“’) < r,, then the left hand side of (S24) is
0, so the result follows trivially. Suppose then for the remainder of the proof that p,, (X v) >
rw- If (ny, — 1)1y < 2max{[4 log+(2\/\/|nw/5ﬂ k., }, then the right hand side is at least 2CB,
so the result follows from Proposition S4 since C's > 1. If [4log, (|[N|ny,/0)] <k < (N —

1)r,/2, then from the definition of E6 and the smoothness of f, (since P € Ps(3,Cs),
see (10) ), we have

max | fur (Xp), (X)) = fur (X )\<Csm[aXHX L(X5) = X5

1€[koy]
2k, \P/* 2k, \l%
< —_— < B — .
_CS<(nw_1)7“w) _CS<(nw_1)7“w>

Finally, if k,, < [410g+(\/\f|nw/5ﬂ <

(1
m[ai(\fw Xy, (X)) = fur(X5)| <

— 1)ry, /2, then similarly we have

!fw (X)) — fur (X5)]

E[[4log+(|/\/’\nw/6
Bt /des
e (2[410g+(|/\f\nw/5)1)
(nw — D)1y,
B/ dw
< s (2B Y
(nw — 1)1y

The result follows since Cg > 1. ]
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We are now in a position to control the bias and variance of the estimators fw, forw e N,
evaluated at the feature observations in training data set. We first provide control of f,, at
every training point in the body of the distribution (i.e. those for which p,, (XJ“’) > ry,) on the

event ES N EJ. Let Ryt = W, and for w € {Q, UL(Q,)} NN\ {0}, let

V! At FaB s

— Twl W TP _Bw'/dm’
R = [200305 max {log (2N |ng /8)- (rw,(nw,—nm%/wwww/) }]\/RQT.

LEMMA S34. Fix B € (0 114, Cs > 1, and suppose that P € Ps(B3,Cs). Suppose that
Ny >2and ry, > 2(ng, — 1) max{[4log, (IN|nw/8)], ku} forall w € {Q UL(SL) NN,
then on the event E‘s N EG, the following statements hold:

(i) For w € {Q U L(%) } NN, we have that

(825) ]Helax‘fw ) fw( )‘ I[{p“,(X“’)>r“,} </‘3wT RwTa

where 1 <k, 7 < 2dw(dut1) s aiven explicitly in the proof.
(ii) For w € U(2) NN, we have that

. log., ( Ny /6)
g w(X])‘ < max Ko, T+ Ry r+  max Ky - ’
JEN,, w! €{QxUL(Q,)} NN W EU(Q0) NN 2k,
w' =w w' 2w

PROOF OF LEMMA S34. First, for w = 0,4, on Eg we have that for j € [n] that
Ly log. (2V[n/9)
|f0d de j)|:‘nzllfz_PP(Y:1)’S T:RQT'
1=

Thus the result holds for w = 0.

Now, for w € {4 U L(2,)} NN\ {0q}, fix j € Ny. If po(XY') <7y, then the result fol-
lows trivially, since the right hand side of (S25) is positive. We thus assume for the remainder
of the proof that p,,(X¥') > r,,. Now recall from Algorithm 1 that for w € N"\ {04} we have

ke,
= X006 —5 - T )

w'<w
Then, since 7, (X;) =1/2+ 3,2, fur(X;), we have that
| fu(X;) = fulX )}
= _727%1 X(z + + Z wa ) fw( )‘
w’'<w wz 1
<| wa (X0 () = £ul5)| + |- Zm (X, ()}

(526) X {n wa (X)) - for (X)) }|
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For the first term in (S26), by Lemma S33, on the event Eg we have

2 max{[4log , (|N|n,/6)], k,} )%/ %
(X, (X)) <2
‘k Zf (4) f ( ) CBCS ( (wa—].)T'w
1 max{5log., (|N|n.,/8), k,}\ %/
<4CpCs - . (
rg“/d“ (ny —1)
1 1 2|N'|ny /6
< 20C5Cs - . logs@WNInu/0)
Bo/du B teb2/du ,
Tw (nw — 1) Yo (2w +dw)tabu
since k,, < 4log, (2|N|ny,/6)(n., — 1)w<2ﬂi%dlw>+~ffw . For the second term in (S26), on the
event £ we have
k
| log, (21N [n/0) _ log. (2N |ne/5)
=D (Y (X)) —mu(X < < 7
‘kw ;{ 0. (X)) i)} \/ 2k (e — 1) o
log. (2/A]n./9)
< 200]303 . 3o /ds . vt o2 de < Rw,T?
Tw (nw — 1)7w(2ﬁw+dw)+aﬁw

2BwYw
since k,, > (ny — 1)7@wtiortess and 1, > 2(n, — 1) 1k,. For the third term in (S26),
similarly to above, by Lemma S33 on E’g we have

ke
|55 o (X (X)) — fur (55)|
“i=1

wa X)) = fur (X)| 4 [£ur(X5) = fur (X))

<RwT+‘fw’ fw’( )‘

for w’ < w, where we have used the lower bound on r,. To finish the proof of part (i), suppose
for induction that (S25) holds for all w’ < w. Then using the fact that R, 1 <R, forall
w' < w, we deduce that

|fw(Xj)*fw(Xj)‘§(1+2d wTJF Z‘fw fw )‘

w’'<w
<(14+2% 4+ > Kwm) - Ry
w’'<w

The constant x,, T can then be calculated using x¢ T = 1 and the relation x,, 7 : =1+ 2dw 4
D B, s for dy, > 1.
Now for part (ii), fix w € U (%) N N. Then f,,(X;) =0 and, on the event EZ, we have

_72770.: X( + +Z sz X( )‘

w-<w

< 7 30, 00— DY | {5 wa (9. (53) ~ for X}

w'<w
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g\/log+(2N|”“/5 ]Z{ wa (X)) = fur (X)) }|

w'<w

The proof is completed again via induction. O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6 . Let C), := (320123(3’L)_m‘%eN v where Cpg is the constant
from Proposition S4 and recall ¢, = v, (28w + d.) + @B, Then, for w € {Q, UL(Q,) } NN,

_ Bw
let r, := C), - ny, ***, and consider the event El= E‘S NESN E5 N E5 with these choices of
r,,. First note that, since

. (32log+(|/\/'\nw/5))wwi§fm

C;V’Yw
> max (‘W) o (32108 (Cf/‘”“’/é)) = (5) )

for w € {Q, U L(2,)} NN, we have that
> max{ (410g+(\/\/’|/5)>1/% 2max{[4log, (JN|n./6)], kw} }

CLny ’ Ny — 1
Therefore, by a union bound and Lemmas S29, S30, S31 and S32, we have

Po{(ES)“|O1=01,...,0p=0,} <40.

In the remainder of the proof we will show that, on the event £, we have 62 > 7, for
every w € €2, and 62 < 7, for every w € N N U(L,), and therefore that {2 = Q,. First
consider w € §2,. On the event Ec‘f , by Lemma S34 and Proposition S4, we have that

- Z fu%(Xl) -

M JeN.,
o Z L. (xeyzr {F2(X0) — £2(X0)}
“ ieN.,,
£ S ey (20 — XY+ - 3 72X o
“ieN, “ieN,
log  (IN1/6)

> —QCBHW,T . Rw,T — SC%CLTZ“ — 0123

2n,,

_ Bwrw
Then, we have o2 > cg since w € Q,, and using the fact that 7, = 274 . p, 7 Pt t2ese

94 . ps %0 we deduce that

log,, (\1/3)

5’3, —Tw 2 CE — Tw — QCBIQW,T . Rw,T — 8C%CLTZ‘” — C’Ez; o
(9%}

Therefore, we have &3) > 1, forall we Q, if
(S27)

2n,,

(R e P — 1 N|/6
max{2_4 N R e ,2CBky, TRy T,8C’BC'L © C3 OgM|/)} <cg/4
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for all w € Q. To see that (S27) holds, first note that, for 04 < w’ < w, we have

Bt

Vot drtaB ) _Bw'/dw’

_ B N G teBur \ — B /dy
n 2¢w/ (n , 1) (‘bw’ Sw! Tw! W
w’ w

< (m ™ ()™

Bt @yyrdyr+2aB 0 —B,r)

Bt (vrdr+aB 1)
Pl W Q! TP ) Z0d

<2 Pt -n

w/
Bt  Bue

2,1 2¢w
<2-my, <2-my, M.

Moreover, since n > n, > n,,, we have

_ Bwrw _ Bwrw
aX{ ng(gw‘nw//(s)nw/ 26w }g ko log(2|Nny, /8) - ny >,
mn

for Ky, 0 = 5%7‘“ . It follows that

B

_ V! dr B Pwl
R,r= [ZOCBCSOma§ {log+(2|N|nw//5). (Cp-nw,ww: (N —1) % *) ! }} VRo T
<w' 2w

Bwyw

< 4OCBCSC;'3“/£MO log (2|Nny/8) - ey 2% .

Therefore, using that

. (32C%CL> fuldva™) (5Csf<:w,Tm,o -logy (2|N|n,/ 5)) A
© = CE C’g‘“

29 2¢w

> max{ <i) P (160 - C2Cskw Thw.o - 1og+(2y/\/\nw/5)) s
‘B C’,’?WCE

CE ’ Ch

we deduce that (S27) holds. Note further that, since

320 - CpCsky, Thuw,o - 1084 (2IN |0y /0)\ 725
Ny 2> ( 3 ) ;
Cpe
we have k7, - RZ, 7 < 7,,/4 for all w € Q, which we will use in (528) below.

For w € U(Q2,) NN, we have f,, = 0. Thus, on the event EZ N Eg NE?, by Lemma S34
we have

1 .

~2 2
=— X

0= — 32X

IEN,,
log.. (2N |ng /6) \
O, Ny
< max Ko T R+ max Ky - S+ e
W €{Q4UL(Q4)}NN ’ ’ W €U (24NN ’ 2k,
w!'<w w'<w
2
(S28) < max 7,/2+ max k2 p-log, (2[N|ng /8) - n, "0
w' €N, ,w' <w w’eU(z,()ﬁN ’
w'=w

2

9 + T’ log | (2IN|nw /) - me ™°

IN
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where in the last inequality we used that for w’ < w we have 7., < 7, Ky o < Ky o and
Ny = Ny, Which also implies that

log(2|NV|ny /9) < log(2|N |ny /9) < Fwo | log(2|./\/'|nw/(5).

W €U (2NN nz/ﬁw',o w! €U (2,)NN n2/“w,o - 2 n2/“w,o
w’jw W’ w’jw w’ w

Finally using that, for w € U(Qy) NN,
KRw,o
Ny > (16/%70/&3? . log+(2\1\/’|nw/5)> ,

we see that c}fj < 7,. This completes the proof. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 2 . Set

> (:}ébn* nw)_ )

T e (2Bwtdw)Fabe : w(2Bwtdw)taBu
5:(5n::maxnw”(25+ Jtabe mlnnj, (2Bw+dw)+apB

Buwvew (1+a) Buwvw (1+a) 1

wel, - <w€Q* )

since af, < d,, for w € Q. Let

27C30y, ) Ruo(1V35) (QOCsliw,T/ﬂ?w’o ) 2K,
C;V’Yw

forw € Q, and Oy, == (16mw,o/<ai7T)F”‘“’° forw e U(Qy).
Assume initially that, for w € €, we have n,, > n,, o, where
(S29)

]_ 1/’<w,o
N0 = max{2d+1, Cl%,w <(8/e)trere (Kwo+1+a) 4'“’07 zemaxwe‘”“*){cw (2o /e+1)} }

CN’w = < CE

We then claim that the sample size conditions in Proposition 6 are satisfied. To see this, first
fix w € Q, and note that by Lemma S35 applied with m = n,, and e = 1/(4k,,,) we have

logz"‘w (ny) < (

Therefore, using the first and second terms in the maximum in (S29), we have

4/%70)2&),0 L
—_ NG
e

1+ Bwyw(1+a)

O 1087 (2N /8) < O - log2 (2N [y, =307 )

2Kw,0

=CNw - {bg(?WI) + (1 + M) -log(ny,)

w,0

2(1 + a)>2ﬂw70 (41‘{:&)70

2K .0 1
<Onw- (24 ) nd <

Kuw,o e
for all w € Q,. Now, for w € U(€) NN, again by Lemma S35 applied with m = n,, but
€=1/(2ky,0), we have

1

2Kw,0 o
log(ny) < < Fw, > N
e

Then, for w € U(§%) NN, using the condition on n,, in the statement and the third term
in (529), we have

2 w,0 . 2 2K/ 70 QHW.O
ne = logi™ (2N U?él&”w')zCN,w'( . +1) .
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Therefore

Rw,o

CNw -logi“”"(Q\wa/én) < CN’W-(lognw + log(2|N| 1/1%161 nw)>

1 1
2’{«0,0 2rw.0 Trwo | e
N w + N
&

< CN,w

2Ky 0 Kuw,o
SCN,w~< ; +1) nl/? <n,

for all w € U(£2,) NN It follows that, by the upper bound in Theorem 1 and Proposition 6,
if ny, > ny, o for w € €1, then we have

EQ{gp(OHAM) ’ O1=o01,...,0, zon}

<Eq{€p(Cq.)|O1=01,...,0np=0,} +Po(Q#Q |O1=01,...,0, = 0,)

) _ Bwyw(1+a)

w(2Bwtdw)taBu
- max Ny, Yw (28w +dw)+ + 457“
UJEQ*

1ta
<C-log,* (min Ny

we,

14+

3(1+ :
where C':=14 2K, - <%) og,? (2411).
Finally, if n,, < n,, . for some w € €2, then we have that

1+
2
1

_2(1+a) _2(0+4a) _2(+4a)

” N0y 20t . - . -
Op = maxng, ° zmax{( : ) K0 } min nge ~° > mm{nwo“’° }
we, we, N weQ, we, ’
Thus
N On
EQ gP(CHAM) O1=01,...,0,=0, ¢ <1< —ara -

. K0
mingeQ, § Mw,o }

We therefore conclude that the overall result holds with

OJEQ*

2(14a)
Cy = max{C’ + 4, max <nwfg’° ) }

S4. Additional numerical results.

S4.1. Cross-validation version of the HAM algorithm. 1f the parameters «, (3, and ~y are
unknown, we propose to use a cross-validation approach to estimate these. The empirical per-
formance of this approach is illustrated in the numerical simulations in Sections 4 and S4.2.
Our proposed procedure requires the user to choose a set of possible values for these param-
eters and employs 5-fold cross-validation. For each of the 5 folds and each combination of
parameter choices, the method calculates the empirical test error on the left out fold using
the other 4 folds as training data. It returns whichever combination of parameter values min-
imises the empirical test error averaged over all folds, which can then be used in the HAM
algorithm. The cross-validation procedure is given in Algorithm S1. The practitioner is left
with choosing the range of possible values for the parameters. In our experiments, we have
taken A = {0,1/2,1,d} as possible values for o, B = {1/4,2/4,3/4,1} - 14 as candidate
values for 3, and G = {1/2,1,2, 00} - 1, as candidate values for v, and we recommend these
as suitable default values.
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Algorithm S1 A cross-validation procedure to choose «, 3 and .
1: Input: Data Dy = ((Xfl,Yl,ol),...,(Xg",Yn,on)) € (Rd x {0,1} x {0,1}d)", and finite sets A C
[0,00), BC (0,1]% and G C [0, 00)%.

2: Split Dy, into 5 equally sized subsets uniformly at random, denote these D
3: for (a,b,g) € Ax BxGdo

&, o,

+ Eabg =0

5 for /€ [5] do

6: fo() = —L—— o Y — &

fol) 1D~ DY| 2 (X0 Yiong D Vi T 2

7: for (x°,y,0) € fo) do

8: x:=z°

9: ford =1,....do do

10: for w < o such that d, = d' do

11: by = min{bj twj = 1}, gw = min{gj twj = 1}

12: Mw 3= Zie[n}:(xfi,n,m)@ﬁf) Hwzoi)

2bw gw
13: by := 14 [mge e tde)tabe 1o pp = fie n] i w = o;, (X7,Y;,05) ¢ D,g)}
14: Let (X((Ul)w (x),Y(l)w ())y.- - (Xéumw)w (:c),Y(mw)w (z)) be a reordering of the pairs
. . . l
{(X0Y;) 11 € My, (X0, Y;,05) ¢ D} such that X8 @) = < < X%, ) (@) —a¥]|
~ kw ~

15: Juo(@) = = 32591 Y5, (@) = § = Yoz fur (@)

16: end for

17: end for . A

18: N(x) =5 + > w=<0 fu(®)

19: Y= 1i@)21/2)
20: Eab.g) < Eabg) T Liysy
21: end for
22: end for
23: end for

24: Output (&, 3,9) := argmin(a,b,g)eAxBxG{E(a,b,g)}'

S4.2. Additional numerical experiments. Here we further investigate the performance of
the HAM classifier in our framework. We consider the setting where there is in fact no miss-
ing data. We carried out similar experiments to those in Section 4 , where in each case, in
contrast to the earlier experiments, we take our training data set to be n = 1000 indepen-
dent copies of the pair (X,Y’) ~ P = Py. Since there is no missing data, the Complete Case
approach and all imputation methods are equivalent to directly applying the k-nearest neigh-
bour (knn) algorithm to the training data. The results are presented in Figure S1 — we see that
the HAM classifier outperforms a direct application of knn in each setting.

S5. Auxiliary results.
LEMMA S35. Forall m > 1 and any € > 0, logm < (m°) /(e - €).

PROOF. Fix € > 0. Let A¢ := sup,;,~; ((logm)/m¢), then our claim is that Ac =1/(e - €).
To see this, let g(m) = log((logm)/m*) = loglog(m) — € - logm, which is maximised at
m = e'/¢, and indeed

log(el/€) 1

e(l/e)-e - e €
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FI1G S1. Box plots of the empirical percentage test errors for the Complete Case (CC) approach, our HAM
classifier with known parameters (HAM), and our classifier with parameters estimated using cross-validation
(cvHAM). For reference, we also include our Oracle HAM (Oracle) classifier, and the Bayes risk is shown as the
red horizontal line. Here there is no missing data, so the imputation methods would be the same as the complete
case classifier. We present the results for Setting 1 (left), Setting 2 (middle) and Setting 3 (right) when n. = 1000.
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