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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
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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 distributionQ on Rd×{0,1}×{0,1}d,
whereX denotes a d-dimensional feature vector, Y is its class label andO 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
ω ∈ {0,1}d, we say that (X,Y,O) is an available case for ω if the entries ofO are 1 whenever
the corresponding entry of ω is 1. We write η(x) := P(Y = 1|X = x) for the regression
function of Y given X at x ∈Rd.

Our framework facilitates the use of all available cases for each observation pattern ω ∈
{0,1}d. The key observation is that any regression function η on Rd may be decomposed into
an orthogonal sum. That is, we can write

(1) η(x) =
1

2
+

∑
ω∈{0,1}d

fω(x),

where, for each ω ∈ {0,1}d, the function fω in fact only depends on those components of
x for which the corresponding entries of ω are 1. We can then estimate the regression func-
tion η by recursively estimating each of the fω functions starting with f(0,...,0), based on
the available cases for ω. One interpretation of (1) is that of an anova decomposition (Efron
and Stein, 1981), and the functions fω 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}d 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 fω , 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 fω (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 ω and the difficulty of estimating the
corresponding function fω 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 fω for each
ω ∈ {0,1}d 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 fω 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. Form ∈N,
let [m] = {1, . . . ,m}. Let 0d := (0, . . . ,0)T ∈ {0,1}d and 1d := (1, . . . ,1)T ∈ {0,1}d be the
d-dimensional vectors of zeros and ones, respectively. For j ∈ [d], we write ej for the jth
canonical Euclidean basis vector in Rd, which contains a 1 in the jth component, and 0s
elsewhere. For ω ∈ {0,1}d, we write dω := ∥ω∥1 for the number of 1s in ω, which will refer
to as the dimension of ω. For ω = (ω1, . . . , ωd)

T , ω′ = (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
d)

T ∈ {0,1}d, we write
ω ⪯ ω′ if ωj ≤ ω′

j for all j ∈ [d], ω ≺ ω′ if ωj ≤ ω′
j for all j ∈ [d] and ω ̸= ω′, ω ∧ ω′ :=

(ω1∧ω′
1, . . . , ωd∧ω′

d)
T , and ω∨ω′ := (ω1∨ω′

1, . . . , ωd∨ω′
d)

T . For x ∈Rd and ω ∈ {0,1}d,
we write xω := x⊙ω+0d⊙(1d−ω) ∈Rd, and ⊙ denotes the entrywise product. Further, let
∥ · ∥ denote the Euclidean norm and Br(x) := {z ∈Rd : ∥z− x∥< r} be the open Euclidean
ball of radius r > 0 at x ∈ Rd. For s ∈ [d], we write Ls for the Lebesgue measure on Rs.
We write Sd×d for the set of symmetric positive definite matrices. For random variables
X , Y and Z we write X |= Y to denote the independence of X and Y , and X |= Y | Z to
denote that X and Y are conditionally independent given Z . Finally, for x ∈ R, we write
log+(x) := log(x∨ e).

2. Statistical setting and minimax results. Let Q denote the class of all distributions
on Rd × {0,1} × {0,1}d. Then, for Q ∈ Q, suppose that (X,Y,O) ∼ Q, and recall that X
denotes the feature vector taking values in Rd, Y denotes its class label (either 0 or 1) and O
denotes an observation indicator in {0,1}d. We write P ≡ PQ for the marginal distribution of
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(X,Y ), write η :Rd → [0,1] for the regression function given by η(x) := PP (Y = 1|X = x),
and let µ denote the marginal distribution of X on Rd.

For n ∈ N and Q ∈ Q, let (X1, Y1,O1), . . . , (Xn, Yn,On) be independent and identically
distributed triples from Q. In our missing data problem, we only observe those entries of
Xi for which the corresponding entry of Oi is 1. In other words, our training data is Dn :=(
(XO1

1 , Y1,O1), . . . , (X
On
n , Yn,On)

)
and we are presented with the task of assigning a fully

observed1 test point X to either class 0 or class 1. Despite replacing the unobserved entries
in XO1

1 , . . . ,XOn
n with zeros, we are still able to distinguish between true (observed) zeros

and the zeros that have arisen due to missing values, since O1, . . . ,On are also given in the
training data Dn. Recall that, for a pattern ω ∈ {0,1}d, we will say that the ith observation is
an available case for ω when ω ⪯Oi.

A data-dependent classifier Ĉ is a measurable function from Rd×(Rd×{0,1}×{0,1}d)n
to {0,1}, and we let Cn denote the set of all such data-dependent classifiers. Throughout this
paper the latter n arguments of Ĉ(x,Dn) will always be Dn and thus will often be omitted;
we will simply write Ĉ(x). The performance of Ĉ ∈ Cn will be measured by its test error

LP (Ĉ) := PP

{
Ĉ(X) ̸= Y |Dn

}
=

∫
Rd×{0,1}

1{Ĉ(x)̸=y} dP (x, y),

which is minimised by the Bayes classifier CBayes(x) = 1{η(x)≥1/2}. Therefore our main
results will concern the (nonnegative) excess test error

(2) EP (Ĉ) := LP (Ĉ)−LP (C
Bayes) =

∫
Rd

1{Ĉ(x)̸=CBayes(x)}|2η(x)− 1|dµ(x).

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, . . . ,On

in our training data. We will suppose these belong to a subset O ⊆ {0,1}d and one con-
sequence of this is that we only need to consider distributions Q 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⊆ {0,1}d, let QMiss(O)⊆Q denote the class of distributions for
which PQ(O = o)> 0 for all o ∈O, and

(3) PQ(Y = 1|Xω = xω) = PQ(Y = 1|Xω = xω,O = o)

for all x ∈ supp(µ), ω ∈ {0,1}d and o ∈O with ω ⪯ 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 Q assigns posi-
tive probability to O = o, for all o ∈O, without any additional assumption on the distribution
of O nor the distribution P of (X,Y ). However, the class QMiss(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.

1If 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 = ω) = pdω(1− p)d−dω , for ω ∈ {0,1}d, in other words each component of X
is observed (independently) with probability p. Then Q ∈QMiss({0,1}d).

EXAMPLE 2 (MAR). Suppose that supp(µ) = [0,1]4, and that O is conditionally
independent of Y given Xω for all ω ∈ {0,1}4. For x = (x1, . . . , x4)

T ∈ [0,1]4, let
P{O = (1,1,1,0)T | X = x} = x1 and P{O = (1,0,0,1)T | X = x} = 1 − x1. Then
Q ∈QMiss({(1,1,1,0)T , (1,0,0,1)T }).

EXAMPLE 3 (MNAR). Let X ∼ U([0,1]2), and for x = (x1, x2)
T ∈ [0,1]2, let η(x) =

1/4 + x1/2 + 1/4 · cos(4πx2). Suppose also that for x= (x1, x2)
T ∈ [0,1]2 and r ∈ {0,1},

we have

PQ(O = o |X = x,Y = r) =

{
1/4 + 1/4 · 1{x2≤1/2} if o= (1,1)T

1/6 + 1/12 · 1{x2>1/2} otherwise.

Then Q ∈QMiss({0,1}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)

T is missing depends on whether or not X2 ≤ 1/2.
Returning to more general settings, Lemma S2 in the supplementary material shows

that (3) holds whenever the distribution of the observation indicatorO 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 ⊆ [d]
with S1 ∩ S2 = ∅, suppose the regression function η(x) depends on x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd

only via xS1
:= {xj : j ∈ S1} and the conditional distribution of the observation indicator

O|{X = x,Y = y} depends only on (x, y) ∈ Rd × {0,1} via xS2
:= {xj : j ∈ S2}. If XS1

and XS2
are independent then (3) holds.

As outlined in the introduction, a key aspect of our framework is that any regression func-
tion η : Rd → [0,1] may be decomposed into a sum of orthogonal functions fω : Rd → R
for ω ∈ {0,1}d. More precisely, these functions may be defined recursively for x ∈ Rd as
follows:

f0d
(x) := EP {η(X)} − 1

2
≡ PP (Y = 1)− 1

2
(4)

fω(x) := EP

{
η(X)− 1

2
−
∑
ω′≺ω

fω′(X)
∣∣∣Xω = xω

}
for ω ∈ {0,1}d with dω ≥ 1.(5)

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

(6) η(·) = 1

2
+

∑
ω∈{0,1}d

fω(·).
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We will seek to exploit this decomposition to estimate η, by estimating each of the functions
(fω)ω∈{0,1}d in turn. The main idea is that fω(x) only depends on x via xω , the entries of x
for which the corresponding entries of ω are 1, and thus we may make use of all the available
cases for ω when estimating fω . Furthermore, if fω ≡ 0 for some ω, then we can hope that
detecting this will be relatively easy. Indeed, our next definition specifies which of the fω
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 Q ∈
QMiss(O) and ω ∈ {0,1}d, we write µω to denote the distribution of Xω when (X,Y,O)∼
Q, i.e. the distribution on Rd given by µω(A) = µ

(
{x ∈ Rd : xω ∈A}

)
for measurable A⊆

Rd. Moreover, for o ∈O and ω ⪯ o, we write µω|o to denote the distribution of Xω | {O = o}
when (X,Y,O) ∼ Q, i.e. the distribution on Rd given by µω|o(A) = PQ(X

ω ∈ A | O = o),
for measurable A⊆Rd. For Q ∈QMiss(O) and ω ∈ {0,1}d, define

(7) σ2ω := min
o∈O:o⪰ω

EQ

{
f2ω(X)

∣∣O = o
}
.

To make a precise statement of our main condition, which asks that fω is zero for certain
values of ω, we will also make use of some basic notation concerning orderings of subsets of
{0,1}d. Let I({0,1}d) := {Ω⊂ {0,1}d : if ω,ω′ ∈Ω and ω ⪯ ω′, then ω = ω′} be the set of
antichains in {0,1}d, i.e. the set of subsets Ω⊆ {0,1}d for which any two distinct elements of
Ω are incomparable. Further, for Ω ∈ I({0,1}d), letL(Ω) := {ω ∈ {0,1}d : there exists ω′ ∈
Ω such that ω ≺ ω′} denote the elements of {0,1}d that precede the elements of Ω, and write
U(Ω) := {0,1}d \ {Ω∪L(Ω)}.

(1, 1, 1)

(1, 0, 1)(1, 1, 0) (0, 1, 1)

(0, 1, 0)(1, 0, 0) (0, 0, 1)

(0, 0, 0)

1

FIG 1. A Hasse diagram representing the role of Ω⋆ used in Definition 2. In this example, d = 3 and Ω⋆ =

{(0,1,1)T } (in dark green), we present L(Ω⋆) = {(0,1,0)T , (0,0,1)T ,0d} in light green and U(Ω⋆) in white.

DEFINITION 2. For Ω⋆ ∈ I({0,1}d), cE ∈ [0,1/4] and O⊆ {0,1}d, let

QE(Ω⋆, cE,O) :=
{
Q ∈QMiss(O) : σ2ω ≥ cE for all ω ∈Ω⋆, fω ≡ 0 for all ω ∈ U(Ω⋆)

}
.

Definition 2 is very flexible. For example, if Ω⋆ =
{
ω ∈ {0,1}d : dω = 1

}
, then it asks

that η is an additive function of the components of x (see, for example, Hastie and Tibshirani
(1986)). As another example, suppose S ⊆ [d] and Ω⋆ = {(ω1, . . . , ωd)

T ∈ {0,1}d : ωj =
0 for j ∈ Sc}, then η only depends on the components of x that are contained in S. Other,
trivial, cases include Ω⋆ = {1d}, which (when cE = 0) corresponds to no assumption, Ω⋆ =
{0d} asks that η is constant, and Ω⋆ = ∅ forces η ≡ 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 σ2ω ≥ cE for ω ∈Ω⋆ is redundant if cE is zero, and we may indeed take
cE = 0 in Theorem 1 below. The main role of the constant cE 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 ω belong to
Ω⋆. The minimum in the definition of σ2ω accounts for the fact that we will ultimately use the
available cases in our training data to estimate the signal strength from each ω, and that our
results will be presented conditional on O1, . . . ,On.

Our next condition concerns the regularity of the marginal feature distributions. For a
probability distribution ν on Rd and s ∈ [0, d] let ρν,s : Rd → [0,1] denote the lower density
(Reeve et al., 2021) given by

(8) ρν,s(x) := inf
r∈(0,1)

ν
(
Br(x)

)
rs

.

The term ‘lower density’ is used to highlight the relationship between ρν,d and the density (if
it exists) of ν with respect to Lebesgue measure on Rd. 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 γ = (γ1, . . . , γd)
T ∈ [0,∞)d, CL ≥ 1 and O ⊆ {0,1}d. For ω =

(ω1, . . . , ωd)
T ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, let γω := min{γj : ωj = 1}. Let QL(γ,CL,O) denote the

subclass of QMiss(O) for which

(9) µω

({
x ∈Rd : min

o∈O:ω⪯o
ρµω|o,dω

(x)< ξ
})

≤CL · ξγω

for all ξ > 0 and all ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}.

To put Definition 3 into context, first suppose that O is independent of (X,Y ), so that
µω|o = µω for all o ∈ O and thus mino∈O:ω⪯o ρµω|o,dω

(·) = ρµω,dω
(·). Then the parame-

ters γj for j ∈ [d] control the tail properties of the univariate marginal distributions of µ,
where in particular a smaller value of γj allows the tails to be heavier. Moreover, the def-
inition of γω ensures that γω ≥ γω′ whenever ω ⪯ ω′. Thus for Q ∈ QL(γ,CL,O), the
tails of the corresponding marginal distribution µω′ are heavier compared with the µω 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,O) ∼ Q ∈ QMiss(O), where X ∼ U([0,1]) ⊗N(0,1), and O is independent of
(X,Y ). Then we may take any γ1 ∈ [0,∞) and γ2 ∈ [0,1] for the univariate marginals (see
Section S1.1 ). Then, letting γ = (γ1, γ2), Reeve et al. (2021, Proposition S8) confirms that
Q ∈QL(γ,CL,O), for sufficiently large CL (depending on γ).

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 Xω|{O = o} from which we observe
training data. Note that the measure on the outside in (9) is µω , the marginal distribution
of Xω of our fully observed test point X . Intuitively, (9) controls the relationship between
the distributions of Xω and Xω|{O = o} for o ∈ O. The case ω = 0d is excluded from
Definition 3, since each one of the measures µ0d

and µ0d|o for o ∈ {0,1}d are the point mass
at zero, and thus (9) holds with any γ0d

≥ 0 and CL = 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 QL(γ,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 fω , which contribute to the decomposition in (6), and a standard margin assumption on
the regression function η. These two conditions only concern the marginal distribution of
the pair (X,Y ), and are therefore presented as subsets of the class P of all distributions on
Rd × {0,1}.

DEFINITION 4. Fix β = (β1, . . . , βd)
T ∈ (0,1]d and CS ≥ 1. For ω = (ω1, . . . , ωd)

T ∈
{0,1}d \ {0d}, let βω := min{βj : ωj = 1}. Let PS(β,CS) denote the class of distributions
for which

|fω(x1)− fω(x2)| ≤CS · ∥xω1 − xω2 ∥
βω

2(10)

for all x1, x2 ∈ supp(µ) and all ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}.

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

In our main results below, we will consider distributions Q in the intersection of
QE(Ω⋆, cE,O) from Definition 2 and for which the corresponding P belongs to PS(β,CS),
thus (10) is in fact only imposing an additional constraint for ω ∈ Ω⋆ ∪ L(Ω⋆). A straight-
forward calculation shows that if Q ∈ QE(Ω⋆, cE,O) and P ≡ PQ ∈ PS(β,CS), then the
corresponding regression function satisfies

|η(x1)− η(x2)| ≤ 2d ·CS · ∥x1 − x2∥minω∈Ω⋆{βω}
2

for all x1, x2 ∈ supp(µ).
Our final definition is the standard margin condition (e.g. Polonik, 1995; Mammen and

Tsybakov, 1999).

DEFINITION 5. Fix α ∈ [0,∞) and CM ≥ 1. Let PM(α,CM) denote the class of distri-
butions for which

µ
({
x ∈Rd :

∣∣η(x)− 1/2
∣∣< t

})
≤CM · tα

for all t > 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 Ω⋆ ∈ I({0,1}d) \ {{0d},∅}, cE ∈ [0,1/4], γ ∈ [0,∞)d, CL > 1, β ∈ (0,1]d, CS ≥ 1,
α ∈ [0,∞), CM ≥ 1 and O⊆ {0,1}d, we write

Q′
Miss ≡Q′

Miss(Ω⋆, cE,γ,CL,β,CS, α,CM,O)
(11)

:=QE(Ω⋆, cE,O)∩QL(γ,CL,O)∩ {Q ∈Q : P ≡ PQ ∈ PS(β,CS)∩PM(α,CM)}.
As mentioned above, in the theorem we consider the excess risk conditional on the values
of the observation indicators O1, . . . ,On. To that end, for fixed o1, . . . , on ∈ O, let nω :=∑n

i=1 1{ω⪯oi} denote the number of available cases for the observation pattern ω ∈ {0,1}d,
and define N := {ω ∈ {0,1}d : nω > 0} to be the set of observation patterns for which we
have training data.
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THEOREM 1. Fix d,n ∈ N, O ⊆ {0,1}d, o1, . . . , on ∈ O, Ω⋆ ∈ I({0,1}d) \ {{0d},∅},
cE ∈ [0,1/4], γ ∈ [0,∞)d, CL > 1, β ∈ (0,1]d, CS ≥ 1, α ∈ [0,∞) and CM ≥ 1. Suppose
that minω∈Ω⋆

γω >maxω∈Ω⋆
βω/dω , maxω∈Ω⋆

αβω ≤minω∈Ω⋆
dω , cE ≤ (16|Ω⋆|)−1, CL ≥

(8d)(1+d)(1+∥γ∥∞) and CM ≥maxω∈Ω⋆

(
1 + 6 · 4d/βω

)
. Let

(12) R := max
ω∈Ω⋆∩N

{
n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

}
.

Then, there exist constants 0< c <C (neither of which depend on n nor o1, . . . , on) such that

c ·
(
R+ 1{Ω⋆∩N c ̸=∅}

)
≤ inf

Ĉ∈Cn

sup
Q∈Q′

Miss

EQ

{
EPQ

(Ĉ)
∣∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

}
≤C · log

1+α

2

+

(
min

ω∈Ω⋆∩N
nω

)
·R+ 1{Ω⋆∩N c ̸=∅}.(13)

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
Ω⋆. Note, however, that our HAM classifier in Algorithm 1, which doesn’t have access to Ω⋆

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 Ω⋆ ⊆N , the rate is given by the quantity R in (12),
which elucidates the delicate interplay between the parameters that index our class Q′

Miss,
as well as the number of available cases for each of the observation patterns in Ω⋆. To pro-

vide some further intuition, the quantity n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω reflects the contribution to the rate

arising from the difficulty of estimating a non-zero ω-way interaction term fω in the anova
decomposition in (1). Crucially, only the nω 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 ω for which the corresponding fω is non-zero as long as we have data available
with which to estimate these, i.e. Ω⋆ ⊆N . Given two observation patterns ω ≻ ω′ ∈ {0,1}d,
we have nω ≤ nω′ , βω ≤ βω′ , γω ≤ γω′ , and dω > dω′ . Therefore we have

n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω > n

− β
ω′γω′ (1+α)

γ
ω′ (2βω′+d

ω′ )+αβ
ω′

ω′ .

The consequence of this is that if fω is non-zero, then estimating fω′ will be easier than
estimating fω . This is why the maximum in R is taken only over the observation patterns in
Ω⋆. When |Ω⋆| ≥ 2, the maximum inRmay be attained by a pattern ω with large values of γω
and βω , and low dimension dω , but for which we only have few available cases. Alternatively,
it may be that the rate is driven by a pattern ω for which a large quantity of data is available,
but the corresponding fω is difficult to estimate (i.e. with unfavourable γω , βω , and dω).
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 Ω⋆, then the worst case excess risk for any algorithm is
bounded below by a constant c > 0. The intuition is that, for the distributions in our class
where the ω-way interaction term fω is non-zero, this interaction may only be accurately
estimated using observations that are available cases for ω. 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 1d /∈
Ω⋆, 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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nω = n for every ω), the rate under our framework is n−minω∈Ω⋆
βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω . Comparing
this rate to what one may expect when Ω⋆ = {1d} and cE = 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
minω∈Ω⋆

βωγω(1+α)
γω(2βω+dω)+αβω

≥ βminγmin(1+α)
γmin(2βmin+d)+αβmin

, where βmin := β1d
. Here the inequality is

strict if 1d /∈ Ω⋆. 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 Ω⋆ = {ω ∈
{0,1}d : dω = 1}, our rate R does not depend on the ambient dimension d.

In the theorem, asking that Ω⋆ ̸∈ {{0d},∅} is only ruling out trivial cases. When Ω⋆ =
{0d}, the regression functions are constant and the classification problem reduces to a bino-
mial testing problem, where based on just the labels Y1, . . . , Yn ∼ Bernoulli(1/2 + f0d

) we
would like to test whether f0d

is greater or less than 0. If Ω⋆ = ∅, 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 minω∈Ω⋆

γω >maxω∈Ω⋆
βω/dω (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 maxω∈Ω⋆

αβω ≤minω∈Ω⋆
dω (which is

only needed for the lower bound), is related to the condition that αβ ≤ 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 cE, CL and CM 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 ≡ PQ of (X,Y ) when (X,Y,O) ∼ Q.
One may be interested instead in settings where the test point is arising from the conditional
distribution (X,Y )|{O = 1d}, say; in this case our theory may still be applied with minor
changes, e.g., µ in (2) (and other places) should be replaced with µ1d|1d

.

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 Ω⋆ 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 f0d

. The algorithm then
proceeds to estimate each of the functions fω for ω ∈ N , in order of increasing dimension
dω . More precisely, for each ω ∈ N , the estimator f̂ω of fω is based on a nearest neighbour
type algorithm, which uses only the available cases for ω, and where the distance metric is
based on the covariates for which the corresponding entries of ω are equal to 1.

The second main step of the algorithm aims to determine which of the functions fω should
be set to zero. We first calculate a proxy for σ2ω given in (7) by taking the average after
evaluating the estimator f̂2ω at each of the available cases for ω in the training dataset. We then
seek to estimate Ω⋆. Starting with ω = 1d, and now working in order of decreasing dimension
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Algorithm 1 The Hard-thresholding Anova Missing data classifier ĈHAM.
1: Input: Data Dn = ((Xo1

1 , Y1, o1), . . . , (X
on
n , Yn, on)) ∈ (Rd × {0,1} × {0,1}d)n, γ ∈ [0,∞)d, β ∈

(0,1]d, α ∈ [0,∞), and a test point x0 ∈Rd

2: f̂0(·) := 1
n
∑n

i=1 Yi −
1
2

3: for d′ = 1, . . . , d do
4: for ω ∈N such that dω = d′ do

5: kω := 1 + ⌊n
2βωγω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω ⌋; τω := 2−4 · n

− βωγω
2[γω(2βω+dω)+αβω ]

ω ; Nω := {i ∈ [n] : ω ⪯ oi}
6: for x ∈ {Xoi

i : i ∈Nω} ∪ {x0} do
7: Let (Xω

(1)ω
(x), Y(1)ω (x)), . . . , (X

ω
(nω)

(x), Y(nω)ω (x)) be a reordering of the pairs {(Xoi
i , Yi) :

i ∈Nω} such that ∥Xω
(1)ω

(x)− xω∥ ≤ · · · ≤ ∥Xω
(nω)ω

(x)− xω∥

8: f̂ω(x) :=
1
kω

∑kω
j=1 Y(j)ω (x)−

1
2 −

∑
ω′≺ω f̂ω′(x)

9: end for
10: σ̂2ω := 1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

f̂2ω(X
ω
i )

11: end for
12: end for
13: Ω̂ = ∅
14: for d′ = d, d− 1, . . . ,1 do
15: for ω ∈N with dω = d′, U({ω})∩ Ω̂ = ∅ do
16: if σ̂2ω ≥ τω then Ω̂ = Ω̂∪ {ω}
17: end if
18: end for
19: end for
20: η̂(x0) :=

1
2 +

∑
ω∈Ω̂∪L(Ω̂)

f̂ω(x0)

21: Output: ĈHAM(x0) := 1{η̂(x0)≥1/2}

dω , we do not include a pattern ω in our estimated set Ω̂ whenever σ̂2ω is sufficiently small.
If, on the other hand, σ̂2ω is large then ω is added to the set Ω̂ and we disregard all ω′ for
which ω′ ⪯ ω. This approach ensures that Ω̂ ∈ I({0,1}d). Our final estimate of the regression
function η is then based on those f̂ω for which the pattern ω is contained in Ω̂∪L(Ω̂), that is

η̂(·) := 1

2
+

∑
ω∈Ω̂∪L(Ω̂)

f̂ω(·)

We classify the test point x0 according to whether η̂(x0)≥ 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 σ2ω is calculated by evaluating f̂ω at the training data and we condi-
tion on the observation indicators 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 µω|o tails. This amounts to a slightly extended version of Definition 3.

DEFINITION 3+ . Fix γ = (γ1, . . . , γd)
T ∈ [0,∞)d, CL ≥ 1 and O ⊆ {0,1}d. Then let

Q+
L (γ,CL,O) denote the class of distributions for which (9) holds and

max
õ∈O:ω⪯õ

µω|õ

({
x ∈Rd : min

o∈O:ω⪯o
ρµω|o,dω

(x)< ξ
})

≤CL · ξγω

for all ξ > 0 and all ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}.

Now, to state our main theoretical result about Algorithm 1, we will write Q+
Miss ≡

Q+
Miss(Ω⋆, cE,γ,CL,β,CS, α,CM,O) for the class of distributions that arises when we re-

place QL(γ,CL,O) in the class Q′
Miss in (11) with Q+

L (γ,CL,O).
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THEOREM 2. Fix d,n ∈ N, O ⊆ {0,1}d, o1, . . . , on ∈ O, Ω⋆ ∈ I({0,1}d) \ {{0d},∅},
cE ∈ (0,1/4], γ ∈ [0,∞)d, CL ≥ 1, β ∈ (0,1]d, CS ≥ 1, α ∈ [0,∞) and CM ≥ 1. Sup-
pose that Ω⋆ ⊆ N and we have minω∈Ω⋆

γω > maxω∈Ω⋆
βω/dω . Suppose that nω ≥

log
4(γω(2βω+dω)+αβω)

βωγω

(
2|N |minω′∈Ω⋆

nω′
)
, for ω ∈ U(Ω⋆) ∩ N , then there exists a constant

CU ≥ 1 (not depending on n nor o1, . . . , on) such that

sup
Q∈Q+

Miss

EQ

{
EPQ

(ĈHAM)
∣∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

}
≤CU · log

1+α

2

+

(
min
ω∈Ω⋆

nω

)
·max
ω∈Ω⋆

{
n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

}
.(14)

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 Ω̂ = Ω⋆ 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 ĈHAM 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 ω ∈Ω⋆ ∪L(Ω⋆) and that the condition
on nω for ω ∈ U(Ω⋆) ∩ N 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(Ω⋆)∩N , e.g. nω ≥ log8+4(d+α)/βω(2d+1n), then the
sample size condition holds. The intuition is that we only need a relatively small amount of
data to detect that fω ≡ 0 for ω ∈ U(Ω⋆).

A thorough investigation of the proof of Theorem 2 in fact allows us to make nontriv-
ial statements about the excess risk of ĈHAM even when our sample size condition is not
satisfied. In particular, we could elucidate the precise consequence of Ω̂ in Algorithm 1 not
coinciding with Ω⋆ in small sample settings. First, whenever Ω⋆ ⊆ Ω̂ ∪ L(Ω̂), we may seek
to control the excess risk in a similar way to (14), with the Ω⋆ in the maximum replaced by
Ω̂. On the other hand, if Ω⋆ ⊈ Ω̂ ∪ L(Ω̂) (or if Ω⋆ ∩ N c ̸= ∅), then ĈHAM will estimate a
non-zero fω 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 ĈHAM classifier applied with canonical
values of the class indices α, β, γ, as well as a cross-validation version of our HAM algorithm
(see Section S4.1 ) which only requires a set of possible values that α, β, γ may take. We also
investigate the performance of an oracle version of the HAM classifier which has access to the
unknown set Ω⋆. 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 experiments2 will consider the following simulation settings:

Setting 1: We adopt the setting in Example 1. Fix d = 2, u = (21/2,0)T and Σ = I
the 2-dimensional identity matrix. Suppose that P(Y = 1) = 1/2, and X | {Y = r} ∼
Nd((−1)ru,Σ), for r ∈ {0,1} and that O |= (X,Y ). Let P(O = ω) = pdω(1 − p)d−dω ,

2The code for the simulations is available at https://github.com/TorbenSell/missing_data/.

https://github.com/TorbenSell/missing_data/
https://github.com/TorbenSell/missing_data/
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for ω ∈ {0,1}d and homogeneous observation probability p = 0.7. In this case, for x =
(x1, x2)

T ∈R2, the regression function is

η(x) :=
1

2
+

1

2
tanh(−21/2x1).

It follows that fe1(x1, x2) =
1
2 tanh(−21/2x1) and that all other fω are 0. The corresponding

distributionQ of (X,Y,O) belongs to Q+
Miss, with Ω⋆ = {(1,0)T }, any γ = (γ1,1) ∈ [0,1)×

{1}, α= 1, β = 12, and O = {0,1}2, see Section S1.1 for full details. Therefore, we have

R= n
− 2γ1

3γ1+1

(1,0) ,

which can be arbitrarily close to n−1/2
(1,0) as γ1 → 1.

Setting 2: In Example 2, take µ = U([0,1]4) to be the uniform distribution on the 4-
dimensional unit cube. For x= (x1, x2, x3, x4)

T ∈ [0,1]4, we let

η(x) :=
1

2
+

(x2 − 1/2) · x23
2

+
x4 − 1/2

2

and suppose that Y |= O |X . Here the nonzero fω functions are

fe2(x) =
(x2 − 1/2)

6
; fe2+e3(x) =

(x2 − 1/2)(x23 − 1/3)

2
; fe4(x) =

(x4 − 1/2)

2
.

Here we have Q ∈Q+
Miss, with Ω⋆ = {(0,1,1,0)T , (0,0,0,1)T }, γ = (1, γ2, γ3, γ4)

T for any
γ2, γ3, γ4 ∈ [0,∞), α = 1, β = 14, and O = {(1,1,1,0)T , (1,0,0,1)T }, see Section S1.1 .
We thus have

R= n
− 2(γ2∧γ3)

4(γ2∧γ3)+1

(0,1,1,0) ∨ n
− 2γ4

3γ4+1

(0,0,0,1),

which, since we can take any arbitrarily large γ, could be as fast as R= n
−1/2
(0,1,1,0) ∨n

−2/3
(0,0,0,1).

Setting 3: We use Example 3, where for x= (x1, x2)
T ∈ [0,1]2 we have

η(x) :=
1

4
+
x1
4

+
1

4
cos(4πx2).

Here the nonzero fω are

fe1(x) =
x1 − 1/2

4
; fe2(x) =

1

4
cos(4πx2).

We have Q ∈ Q+
Miss, with Ω⋆ = {e1, e2}, any γ = (γ1, γ2) ∈ [0,∞)2, α = 1, β = 12 and

O = {0,1}2, see Section S1.1 . Here, we have

R= n
− 2γ1

3γ1+1

(1,0) ∨ n
− 2γ2

3γ2+1

(0,1) ,

which approaches (n(1,0) ∧ n(0,1))−2/3 as γ1, γ2 →∞.
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,O1), . . . , (Xn, Yn,On)) ∼ Qn, and a test
dataset consisting ofm= 1000 independent copies of (X,Y ), when (X,Y,O)∼Q. For each
algorithm, which will only have access to (XO1

1 , Y1,O1), . . . , (X
On
n , Yn,On), 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 β = γ = 1d, α = 1, and training data (XO1

1 , Y1,O1),
. . . , (XOn

n , Yn,On).
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cvHAM: Our Algorithm 1 applied with β = β̂, γ = γ̂, and α = α̂, and training data
(XO1

1 , Y1,O1), . . . , (X
On
n , Yn,On). Here β̂, γ̂, and α̂ are the outputs of our 5-fold cross-

validation procedure in Algorithm S1 applied withA= {0,1/2,1/d},B = {1/4,2/4,3/4,1}·
1d and G= {1/2,1,2,∞} · 1d.
Oracle HAM: Our Algorithm 1 with β = γ = 1d and α= 1, which has access to the true Ω⋆

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 N1d
= {i ∈ [n] :Oi = 1d},

and apply the knn algorithm with k = 1/3 · n−1/(3+d)
1d

; in other words we apply the knn
algorithm directly to {(Xi, Yi) : i ∈N1d

}.
Zero Imputation (ZI): All missing values are imputed with the value 0 and we then apply
the knn algorithm with k = 1/3 · n−1/(3+d); in other words the knn algorithm is applied
directly to (XO1

1 , Y1), . . . , (X
On
n , Yn).

Mean Imputation (MI): For each j ∈ [d], let ν̂j := 1
nej

∑
i∈Nej

X
ej
i be the mean of the

observations in the training data for which the jth variable is not missing and define ν̂ :=∑
j∈[d] ν̂j . Then for each observation i ∈ [n], let X̃i =Xoi

i + (1d − oi)⊙ ν̂. We then apply
the knn algorithm with k = 1/3 · n−1/(3+d) to (X̃1, Y1), . . . , (X̃n, Yn).
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) to 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 Bühlmann, 2012) which is implemented in the python package ‘missingpy’. A knn al-
gorithm with k = 1/3 · n−1/(3+d) is then employed using the imputed dataset as training
data.
No missing data (no MD): We apply a knn algorithm with k = 1/3 · n−1/(3+d) 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 f12

= 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 1. 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 Ω⋆ = {ω} contains only one element. We con-
struct a finite set of distributions Q of (X,Y,O) belonging to Q′

Miss. 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 (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 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 Ω⋆,
are presented in Section S2 .

Here we present some of the key aspects of our proof. First, for each distribution Q that
we construct, we take (X,Y ) and O to be independent and take the distribution of O to be
uniform on O, so Q ∈QMiss(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 γω ≥ 1) and the heavy tailed case (where γω < 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 Q+

L (γ,CL,O).
We then, in Sections S2.3 and S2.6 , define the regression function η for our respective

light- and heavy-tailed initial constructions when Ω⋆ = {ω}. The symmetry in marginal dis-
tributions allows us to define η via a single nonzero function fω in the anova decomposition
in (6). This function fω is defined first on the region (0,∞)d and then mirrored or flipped on
the appropriate axes to define the function on the whole of Rd, ensuring that η = 1/2 + fω ,
i.e. (6) holds with all other fω′ = 0 (see Lemmas S12 and S19) . On the lattice, fω is taken to
be either ϵ or −ϵ for some small ϵ > 0. The different possible combinations of ±ϵ on these
points lead to the different distributions used in our application of Assouad’s Lemma. On the
remainder of the marginal support, fω is taken to be a particular β-smooth function. This
choice allows us to extend the definition of fω to a β-smooth function on the whole of Rd

(via McShane’s extension Theorem – see Corollaries S11 and S18 ). Lemmas S12 and S19
also show that the corresponding distributions belong to PS(β,1). Concluding Sections S2.3
and S2.6 , Lemmas S13 and S20 show that the distributions belong to PM(α,CM).

Sections S2.4 and S2.7 complete the proof of the lower bound when Ω⋆ = {ω} 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 Ω⋆ case, using a mixture of distributions, which establishes the
lower bound over Q′

Miss(Ω⋆, cE,γ,CL,β,CS, α,CM,O); in fact we will see that our con-
structions belong to the smaller class Q+

Miss, 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+ ⊆ [0,∞)d and s= (s1, . . . , sd)

T ∈
{−1,1}d, we will write s⊙A+ := {x= (x1, . . . , xd)

T ∈ Rd : x= s⊙ x+, x+ ∈A+} ⊆ Rd.
We now define the marginal distribution of the feature vectors, which will in fact be the same
for all Q in our class. First, for q ∈N and r > 0, let

Tq,r =
{(

1 +
rv1
q
, . . . ,1 +

rvd
q

)T
: vj ∈ [q] for j ∈ [d]

}
.

Then, fixing ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, let T ω
q,r = {zω ∈ Rd : z ∈ Tq,r}, T :=

∣∣T ω
q,r

∣∣ = qd and
enumerate this set as {zω1 , . . . , zωT } ⊆ [0,1 + r]d. Further let Πω : Rd → Rdω be the pro-
jection of Rd onto the dω non-zero coordinates of ω, i.e. for x := (x1, . . . , xd)

T ∈ Rd

and ω := (ω1, . . . , ωd)
T ∈ {0,1}d, we have Πω(x) := (xj)j∈[d]:ωj=1 ∈ Rdω . For A ⊆ Rd,

let Πω(A) := {Πω(x) : x ∈ A}. Further, for κ > 0, let R := [1 + 2r,1 + 2r + κ]d and
Rω := {xω ∈ Rd : x ∈ R}. Let R0 := [1,1 + r]d, Rω

0 := {xω ∈ Rd : x ∈ R0} and, for
j ∈ {j̃ ∈ [d] : ωj̃ = 1}, let Rω

j =Rω
0 + (1+ 2r+ κ) · ej .

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

µ(A)≡ µ
(ω)
κ,r,q,a,b(A) :=

a

2dT

∑
s∈{−1,1}d

T∑
t=1

1{sω⊙zω
t ∈A}

+
b

2ddωrdω

∑
j∈[d]:ωj=1

∑
s∈{−1,1}d

Ldω

(
Πω

(
A∩ (s⊙Rω

j )
))

+
1− a− b

2dκdω

∑
s∈{−1,1}d

Ldω

(
Πω

(
A∩ (s⊙Rω)

))
.

(15)

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 η =
1/2 + fω to be slightly above or below 1/2 on each of the grid points in T ω

q,r , 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 fω 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 T ω

q,r and Rω are used similarly to how they were used in Reeve et al.
(2021), while here we introduce the sets Rω

j for j ∈ [d] and carefully reflect the upper-right
quadrant in the coordinate axes to give our finalX marginal construction. These latter aspects
are crucial for constructing distributions Q 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 ofX
can be taken to be a product measure. Let ν0 denote a point mass at zero, i.e. ν0(A) = 1{0∈A},
for A⊆R. For q̃ ∈N, let ν1 ≡ ν1,q̃ denote the distribution on R given by

ν1,q̃(A) :=
1

2q̃

q̃∑
j=1

1{1+j/q̃∈A} + 1{−1−j/q̃∈A},
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FIG 4. The support of the light tailed marginal for an observation pattern ω with dω = 2 and γω ≥ 1. The lattice
in the top right quadrant is T ω

q,r , the boxes are Rω , Rω
1 and Rω

2 . The boxes carry enough mass to ensure that

projecting onto one variable results in light tails. Specifically here we plot the support of µ(12)
κ,r,q,a,b with κ= 0.35,

r = 0.75 and q = 10.

for A⊆R. Further, for a ∈ [0,1], r > 1 and q ∈N, let ν2 ≡ ν2,q,r,a denote the distribution on
R given by

ν2,q,r,a(A) :=
a

2q

q∑
j=1

(
1{1+ rj

q
∈A} + 1{−1− rj

q̃
∈A}

)
+

1− a

2
L1

(
A∩

{
(−r− 2,−r− 1)∪ (r+ 1, r+ 2)

})
.

Now fix ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d} and j̃ ∈ {j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1}. Let

(16) µ≡ µ
(ω)

q,q̃,r,a,j̃
=

j̃−1⊗
j=1

νωj
⊗ ν2,q,r,a ⊗

d⊗
j=j̃+1

νωj
.

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 1. 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 Eδ

1(x) and Eδ
2(x). The first provides control of the nearest neighbour
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FIG 5. The support of the heavy tailed marginal for an observation pattern ω with dω = 2 and γω < 1. Specifically

here we plot the support of µ(12)
q,q̃,r,a,1 = ν2,q,r,a ⊗ ν1,q̃ , with q = 25, q̃ = 10, r = 2.5. The lines on the sides

ensure that projecting onto the x2 axis results in light tails.

distances to a point x in the support of µ for each observation pattern ω ∈ 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 |f̂ω(x)− fω(x)| for each ω ∈ N . This establishes the rate at
which we are able to estimate the functions fω for ω ∈N .

We next show that in regions where η 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 Ω⋆. 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 o1, . . . , on ∈ O ⊆ {0,1}d as fixed and all probability state-
ments in this section should be interpreted as being conditional on O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on.
For ω ∈ {0,1}d, we will write ρω(·) in place of mino∈O:ω⪯o{ρµω|o,dω

(·)}. Let k0d
= n

and recall from Algorithm 1 that kω = 1 + ⌊n
2βωγω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω ⌋, for ω ∈ N \ {0}. Let X :=

{x ∈ Rd : ρω(x
ω) > 0, for all ω ∈ N}. For δ ∈ (0,1], ω ∈ N , kω ∈ [nω], and x ∈ X , let

k̃ω ≡ k̃ω(x) := ⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉1{kω<⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉} + kω1{⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉≤kω<nωρω(xω)/2} +

(⌈nωρω(xω)/2⌉ − 1)1{nωρω(xω)/2≤kω} if ⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉ < nωρω(x
ω)/2, and let k̃ω ≡

k̃ω(x) := 0 if ⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉ ≥ nωρω(x
ω)/2.

We now formally introduce our two high-probability events. First, for x ∈ X and ω ∈N ,
write Xω

(0)ω
(xω) = xω and define the event

Aδ
ω(x) :=

{
∥Xω

(k̃ω)ω
(xω)− xω∥ ≤

( 2k̃ω
nωρω(xω)

)1/dω

}
.

Let Eδ
1(x) :=

⋂
ω∈N Aδ

ω(x). Lemma S25 in Section S3.1 bounds the probability of the event
Eδ

1(x).
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 ω ∈ {0,1}d, write ηω :Rd → [0,1] for the regression function of Y
given Xω given by ηω(x) := PQ(Y = 1 |Xω = xω). For δ ∈ (0,1), ω ∈N and x ∈Rd let

Bδ
ω(x) :=

{∣∣∣ 1
kω

kω∑
i=1

{
Y(i)ω(x)− ηω(X(i)ω(x))

}∣∣∣≤
√

log+(2|N |/δ)
2kω

}
,

and let Eδ
2(x) :=

⋂
ω∈N Bδ

ω(x). Lemma S26 in Section S3.1 bounds the probability of this
event.

Our first result here controls the bias and variance of f̂ω for ω ∈ N on the event
Eδ

1(x) ∩ Eδ
2(x). To this end, we will make use of a universal bound on ∥fω∥∞, given by

CB in Proposition S4 . For ω ∈N \ {0} and x ∈ X , let

Rω,1(x) = 2CBCS ·max
ω′⪯ω

( 2k̃ω′

nω′ρω′(xω′)

)βω′/dω′

; Rω,2 :=

√
log+(2|N |/δ)

2kω
,(17)

and let R0d,1(x) = 0 and R0d,2 =

√
log+(2|N |/δ)

2n .

LEMMA 3. Fix ω ∈N and x ∈ X , then on the event Eδ
1(x)∩Eδ

2(x) we have that∣∣f̂ω(x)− fω(x)
∣∣≤ κω ·

(
2dω ·Rω,1(x) +Rω,2

)
,(18)

for some 1≤ κω ≤ 2(dω + 1)dω , 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 Ω ⊆ N . Indeed, let η̂Ω(x0) := 1/2 +

∑
ω∈Ω∪L(Ω) f̂ω(x0) and let ĈΩ(x0) :=

1{η̂Ω(x0)≥1/2}. Our next two results concern the properties of ĈΩ(x0), and we begin by estab-
lishing the rate at which η̂Ω(x) approximates η(x) on the event Eδ

1(x) ∩Eδ
2(x). For x ∈ X

let Rδ
0d
(x) :=

√
log+(2|N |/δ)

2n and for ω ∈N \ {0d} and x ∈ X define

Rδ
ω(x) :=

(
n
− αβ2

ω/dω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

ρ
βω/dω
ω (xω)

+ log
1/2
+ (2|N |/δ)

)
n
− βωγω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω .

This represents the rate at which f̂ω(x) estimates fω(x) on our high-probability event. Fur-
ther, for Ω ∈ {0,1}d satisfying Ω⋆ ⊆Ω∪L(Ω) and x ∈ X , let

Rδ
Ω(x) := max

ω∈Ω
Rδ

ω(x).

Lemma 4 shows that ĈΩ agrees with CBayes on the event Eδ
1(x)∩Eδ

2(x), whenever η is not
too close to 1/2.

LEMMA 4. Fix d,n ∈ N, O ⊆ {0,1}d, o1, . . . , on ∈ O, Ω⋆,Ω ∈ I({0,1}d) \ {{0d},∅},
cE ∈ (0,1), γ ∈ [0,∞)d, CL ≥ 1, β ∈ (0,1]d, CS ≥ 1, α ∈ [0,∞), CM ≥ 1 and δ ∈ (0,1).
Suppose that Ω⋆ ⊆Ω∪L(Ω)⊆N . Fix Q ∈Q′

Miss. Let

C := max
ω∈Ω

{
2κω|Ω∪L(Ω)|

(
23+dωCBCS +

√
1/2
)}
.

If x ∈ X is such that

|η(x)− 1/2| ≥C ·Rδ
Ω(x),

then, on the event Eδ
1(x)∩Eδ

2(x), we have ĈΩ(x) =CBayes(x).
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We are now in a position to state Proposition 5.

PROPOSITION 5. Fix d,n ∈ N, O ⊆ {0,1}d, o1, . . . , on ∈ O, Ω⋆,Ω ∈ I({0,1}d) \
{{0d},∅}, cE ∈ (0,1), γ ∈ [0,∞)d, CL ≥ 1, β ∈ (0,1]d, CS ≥ 1, α ∈ [0,∞), CM ≥ 1
and δ ∈ (0,1). Let δ′ := δ

2 maxω∈Ω{1/n1+α
ω }. Suppose that Ω⋆ ⊆ Ω ∪ L(Ω) ⊆ N and

minω∈Ω γω >maxω∈Ω βω/dω . There exists a constant KΩ ≥ 2 such that, for any Q ∈Q′
Miss,

we have

PQ

{
EP (ĈΩ)>KΩ · log

1+α

2

+ (2|N |/δ′) ·max
ω∈Ω

n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

∣∣∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

}
≤δ.

(19)

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 Eδ′

1 (x)∩
Eδ′

2 (x) 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 Ω with Ω⋆. The details are also deferred to Section S3.1 .

5.3. Outline of the proof of Theorem 2. In 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 Ω̂
used in the HAM classifier in Algorithm 1 correctly identifies Ω⋆ 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 CB (which provides an upper
bound on ∥fω∥∞ and only depends on d) from Proposition S4 , and define ϕω := γω(2βω +

dω)+αβω , κω,◦ := 2ϕω/(βωγω) and Cρ := (32C2
BCL)

− 1

minω∈N γω . Further, we will make use
of a constant κω,T, which only depends on dω; see the proof of Lemma S34 in Section S3.2
for a precise definition.

PROPOSITION 6. Fix d,n ∈N, O⊆ {0,1}d, o1, . . . , on ∈O, Ω⋆ ∈ I({0,1}d)\{{0d},∅},
cE ∈ (0,1/4], γ ∈ [0,∞)d, CL ≥ 1, β ∈ (0,1]d, CS ≥ 1, α ∈ [0,∞), CM ≥ 1 and δ ∈ (0,1).
Suppose that Ω⋆ ⊆ N and minω∈Ω⋆

γω > maxω∈Ω⋆
βω/dω . Suppose further that (nω)ω∈N

satisfies

nω ≥
(27C2

BCL

cE

)κω,◦(1∨ 1

2α
)(20CSκω,Tκω,◦ · log+(2|N |nω/δ)

C1∨γω
ρ

)2κω,◦

for all ω ∈Ω⋆, and

nω ≥
(
16κω,◦κ

2
ω,T · log(2|N |nω/δ)

)κω,◦
,

for all ω ∈N ∩U(Ω⋆). Then we have

sup
Q∈Q+

Miss

PQ

(
Ω̂ ̸=Ω⋆

∣∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

)
≤ 4δ.

Proposition 6 shows that, under a sample size condition, we have Ω̂ = Ω⋆ with high prob-
ability, uniformly over the class Q+

Miss. 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
σ2ω as well as the error of f̂ at each of the training data points simultaneously. On the intersec-
tion of these events, we are then able to show that σ̂2ω is on the correct side of the threshold τω
for each relevant ω ∈N . The sample size condition ensures that we have enough signal in our
training data to detect that fω is nonzero. Note, however, that in Theorem 2 we are in fact able
to remove the condition on nω for ω ∈Ω⋆ and simplify the condition for ω ∈N ∩U(Ω⋆).
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S1. Additional results and proofs of the claims in Section 2 .

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

PROPOSITION S1. FixQ ∈Q and suppose that (X,Y,O)∼Q. Let OQ := {o ∈ {0,1}d :
PQ(O = o)> 0}. If, for all ω ∈ {0,1}d, we have that Y and O are conditionally independent
given Xω , then Q ∈QMiss(OQ).

PROOF. Fix o ∈ OQ and ω ⪯ o, then by Bayes’ Theorem and the assumed conditional
independence we have

PQ(Y = 1|Xω = xω,O = o) =
PQ(O = o|Y = 1,Xω = xω)PQ(Y = 1|Xω = xω)

PQ(O = o|Xω = xω)

= PQ(Y = 1|Xω = xω)

whenever PQ(O = o|Xω = xω) > 0. On the other hand, if PQ(O = o|Xω = xω) = 0, then
the right hand side in (3) is conditioning on a null set under the distribution Q. Thus we can
define a version of regression function satisfying

PQ(Y = 1|Xω = xω,O = o) = PQ(Y = 1|Xω = xω),

for all o ∈ OQ and ω ⪯ o and x ∈ supp(µ), without changing the distribution Q. This com-
pletes the proof.

LEMMA S2. Fix S1, S2 ⊆ [d] with S1 ∩S2 = ∅ and Q ∈Q. Suppose that (X,Y,O)∼Q,
and let OQ := {o ∈ {0,1}d : PQ(O = o) > 0}. Suppose further that the regression function
η(x) depends on x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd only via xS1

:= {xj : j ∈ S1}, and that O | {X =
x,Y = y} depends on (x, y) ∈ Rd × {0,1} only via xS2

:= {xj : j ∈ S2}. If XS1
and XS2

are independent, then Q ∈QMiss(OQ).

PROOF. First write ω′ = (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
d) with ω′

j = 1 if j ∈ S1 and ω′
j = 0, otherwise. Simi-

larly write ω′′ = (ω′′
1 , . . . , ω

′′
d) with ω′′

j = 1 if j ∈ S2 and ω′′
j = 0 otherwise.

Fix ω = (ω1, . . . , ωd) ∈ {0,1}d. We then have that for x ∈ supp(µ)

P(Y = 1 |Xω = xω) =

∫
Rd

P(Y = 1 |X = x)dµ1d−ω(x)

=

∫
Rd

P(Y = 1 |Xω′
= xω

′
)dµ1d−ω(x)

=

∫
Rd

P(Y = 1 |XS1
= xS1

)dµ(1d−ω)∧ω′(x)

Similarly, for o ∈OQ with o⪯ ω and x ∈ supp(µ), we have that

P(O = o |Xω = xω) =

∫
Rd

P(O = o |XS2
= xS2

)dµ(1d−ω)∧ω′′(x).

Now, since XS1
and XS2

are independent, we have that Xω′
and Xω′′

are independent and
hence X(1d−ω)∧ω′

and X(1d−ω)∧ω′′
are independent. It follows that, for o ∈ OQ with o⪯ ω
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and x ∈ supp(µ), we have

P(Y = 1,O = o |Xω = xω)

=

∫
Rd

P(Y = 1,O = o |X = x)dµ1d−ω(x)

=

∫
Rd

P(Y = 1 |X = x)P(O = o | Y = 1,X = x)dµ1d−ω(x)

=

∫
Rd

P(Y = 1 |XS1
= xS1

)P(O = o |XS2
= xS2

)dµ1d−ω(x)

=

∫
Rd

P(Y = 1 |XS1
= xS1

)P(O = o |XS2
= xS2

)dµ1d−ω(x)

=

∫
Rd

∫
Rd

P(Y = 1 |XS1
=xS1

)P(O = o |XS2
=zS2

)dµ(1d−ω)∧ω′(xω
′
)dµ(1d−ω)∧ω′′(zω

′′
)

=

∫
Rd

∫
Rd

P(Y = 1 |XS1
=xS1

)P(O = o |XS2
=zS2

)dµ(1d−ω)∧ω′(x)dµ(1d−ω)∧ω′′(z)

=
{∫

Rd

P(Y =1 |XS1
=xS1

)dµ(1d−ω)∧ω′(x)
}{∫

Rd

P(O=o |XS2
=zS2

)dµ(1d−ω)∧ω′′(z)
}
.

It follows that

P(Y = 1 |O = o,Xω = xω) =
P(Y = 1,O = o |Xω = xω)

P(O = o |Xω = xω)
= P(Y = 1 |Xω = xω)

as required.

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 1 . We have PQ(O = o) > 0 for any o ∈
{0,1}d, and thus Q ∈ QMiss({0,1}d) by Proposition S1, since (X,Y ) and O are indepen-
dent. In the special case with u= (a,0)T for some a > 0, and Σ= I (in Setting 1 in Section 4
we have a= 21/2)), we will in fact show that

Q ∈Q+
Miss

({
(1,0)T

}
,0.074, (γ1,1)

T ,CL,12,1∨ (a/2),1,4/a,{0,1}2
)
,

for any γ1 ∈ [0,1) and sufficiently large CL.
Indeed, for x= (x1, x2)

T ∈R2, we have

η(x) =
e−ax1

e−ax1 + eax1
=

1

2
+

1

2
tanh(−ax1).

Therefore, in the decomposition in (6) the only nonzero term is f(1,0)T (x) = tanh(−ax1)/2,
and all other fωs are zero. Further,

σ2(1,0)T = EQ{tanh2(aX1)/4}=
∫ ∞

−∞

1

4
√
2π
e−x2

1/2−a2/2 cosh(ax1) tanh
2(ax1)dx1

≥
∫ ∞

−∞

1

4
√
2π
e−x2

1/2−a2/2−a2x2
1/2 sinh2(ax1)dx1 =

e−a2/2{e2a2/(1+a2) − 1}
8(1 + a2)1/2

,

where we used the inequality cosh(ax) ≤ ea
2x2/2. Thus, if for example a = 21/2, then Q ∈

QE({(1,0)T },0.074,{0,1}2).
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Turning now to the parameters in Definition 3 , first consider ω = (0,1)T , in this case
the marginal distribution of X2 is a standard Gaussian random variable. Hence, for x =
(x1, x2)

T ∈ {0} × [2,∞), we have by convexity

ρµω,1(x) = inf
r∈(0,1)

Φ(x2 + r)−Φ(x2 − r)

r
= 2ϕ(x2)

where Φ and ϕ denote the cumulative distribution function and density, respectively, of a
standard Gaussian random variable. It follows that, for ξ ≤ ξ0 := 2ϕ(2), we have

µω
(
{x ∈R2 : ρµω,1(x)< ξ}

)
≤ µω

(
{x ∈R2 : 2ϕ(x2)< ξ}

)
= 2Φ(−b)≤ e−b2/2 =

√
πξ√
2
,

where b :=
(
2 log(

√
2√
πξ
)
)1/2

. On the other hand, for ξ > ξ0, we have µω
(
{x ∈ R2 :

ρµω,1(x) < ξ}
)
≤ 1 ≤ (ξ/ξ0). We conclude that we may take any γ2 ∈ [0,1]. Now, for

ω = (1,0)T , the marginal distribution of X1 is a mixture of two Gaussian random variables
with means −a and a, respectively. In this case, for x= (x1, x2)

T ∈R×{0} with |x1|> a+2
we have

ρµω,1(x) = ϕ(x1 − a) + ϕ(x1 + a)≥ 2ϕ(|x1|+ a).

Then similarly to above, we have for ξ ≤ ξ1 := 2ϕ(2a+ 2), we have

µω
(
{x ∈R2 : ρµω,1(x)< ξ}

)
≤ µω

(
{x ∈R2 : 2ϕ(|x1|+ a)< ξ}

)
=Φ(−(c+ a)) +Φ(−(c− a))≤ 2Φ(−(c− a))

≤ e−(c−a)2/2 = e−(c+a)2/2+2ac

≤
√
πξ√
2

exp
(
2a

√
2 log(

√
2/(

√
πξ))

)
,

where c :=
(
2 log(

√
2√
πξ
)
)1/2

− a. On the other hand, for ξ > ξ1, we have µω
(
{x ∈ R2 :

ρµω,1(x)< ξ}
)
≤ 1≤ (ξ/ξ1)

γ1 , for any γ1 < 1. Finally, by Reeve et al. (2021, Lemma S8),
we also deduce that

µ
(
{x ∈R2 : ρµ,2(x)< ξ}

)
≤CLξ

γ1 .

for any γ1 < 1 and some appropriate choice of CL. We therefore deduce that Q ∈
QL(γ,CL,{0,1}d), for any γ ∈ [0,1)× [0,1] and the corresponding choice of CL.

Regarding smoothness, for x= (x1, x2)
T , x′ = (x′1, x

′
2)

T ∈ supp(µ), we have

|f(1,0)T (x)− f(1,0)T (x
′)|= 1

2
| tanh(−ax1)− tanh(−ax′1)| ≤

a

2
|x1 − x′1|,

and thus PQ ∈ PS(12,1∨ (a/2)) since all other fω are 0.
Finally, for t > 0, we have

PP (|η(X)− 1/2|< t) = 2PP

{
0≤ tanh(aX1)< 2t

}
= 2PP

{
0≤X1 <

tanh−1(2t)

a

}
=Φ

(
21/2 +

tanh−1(2t)

a

)
−Φ

(
a− tanh−1(2t)

a

)
≤ 2 tanh−1(2t)

a
≤ 4

a
· t.

It follows that PQ ∈ PM(1,1∨ 4/a).
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PROOF OF THE CLAIM IN THE EXAMPLE 2 . First, for o ∈ {(1,1,1,0)T , (1,0,0,1)T },
we have that PQ(O = o)> 0 and no other observation patterns can be observed in the train-
ing data. Since Y and O are conditionally independent given Xω for all ω ∈ {0,1}4, we have
Q ∈QMiss({(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 x= (x1, x2, x3, x4)
T ∈ [0,1]4

we have

η(x) :=
1

2
+

(x2 − 1/2) · x23
2

+
x4 − 1/2

2
,

the nonzero fω functions are

fe2(x) =
(x2 − 1/2)

6
; fe2+e3(x) =

(x2 − 1/2)(x23 − 1/3)

2
; fe4(x) =

(x4 − 1/2)

2
.

To see that Y and O are conditionally independent given Xω in this case, observe that for
any ω ∈ {0,1}d and o= (1,1,1,0)T and writing X = (X1,X2,X3,X4)

T we have

P
(
Y = 1,O = o

∣∣Xω = xω
)
= E

{
P(Y = 1,O = o |X)

∣∣∣Xω = xω
}

= E
{
P(Y = 1 |X) · P(O = o |X)

∣∣∣Xω = xω
}

= E
{
η(X) ·X1

∣∣Xω = xω
}

= E
{
η(X)

∣∣Xω = xω
}
·E
(
X1

∣∣Xω = xω
)
,

since η(x) does not depend on x1. If o= (1,0,0,1)T , then similarly for any ω ∈ {0,1}d we
have that P(Y = 1,O = o |Xω = xω) = E{η(X) |Xω = xω} ·E(1−X1 |Xω = xω).

We now show that Q ∈ QE for appropriate choices of the parameters. For ω =
(ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4)

T ∈ {0,1}4, we have µω =⊗4
j=1

{
U([0,1])1{ωj=1} + δ01{ωj=0}

}
, where δ0

denotes a Dirac mass at 0. Further, for ω ⪯ (1,1,1,0)T , we have

µω|(1,1,1,0)T =
{
Beta(2,1)1{ω1=1} + δ01{ω1=0}

}
⊗
{
U([0,1])1{ω2=1} + δ01{ω2=0}

}
⊗
{
U([0,1])1{ω3=1} + δ01{ω3=0}

}
⊗ δ0

and for ω ⪯ (1,0,0,1)T , we have

µω|(1,0,0,1)T =
{
Beta(1,2)1{ω1=1} + δ01{ω1=0}

}
⊗ δ⊗2

0 ⊗
{
U([0,1])1{ω4=1} + δ01{ω4=0}

}
.

To see this, note that for a measurable set A ⊆ [0,1]3 and ω = o = (1,1,1,0)T , we let Ã =
A× {0} and have

µω|o(Ã) = PQ(X
ω ∈ Ã |O = o) = 2 · PQ(O = o |Xω ∈ Ã) · PQ(X

ω ∈ Ã)

= 2 ·
∫
A
x1dx1 dx2 dx3,

which proves the claim for µ(1,1,1,0)T |(1,1,1,0)T , the other cases follows by similar calculations.
Now focusing on the nonzero σ2ω for ω ∈Ω⋆, we have

σ2(0,1,1,0)T = E
{(X2 − 1/2)2(X2

3 − 1/3)2

4

∣∣∣O = (1,1,1,0)T
}
=

1

540
≈ 0.002,

σ2(0,1,0,0)T = E
{(X2 − 1/2)2

36

∣∣∣O = (1,1,1,0)T
}
=

1

432
≈ 0.002
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and

σ2(0,0,0,1)T = E
{(X4 − 1/2)2

4

∣∣∣O = (1,0,0,1)T
}
=

1

48
≈ 0.02

therefore we have Q ∈QE({(0,1,1,0)T , (0,0,0,1)T },1/540,{(1,1,1,0)T , (1,0,0,1)T }).
Turning to Definition 3 , consider first the lower density of µ(1,0,0,0)T |(1,1,1,0)T . For x1 ∈

[0,1] and r ∈ (0, x1 ∧ (1− x1)), we have

2

∫ x1+r

x1−r
xdx=

{
(x1 + r)2 − (x1 − r)2

}
= 4x1r,

and for 0≤ x1 < r we have

2

∫ (x1+r)∧1

0
xdx= (x1 + r)2 ∧ 1.

For 0< (1− x1)< r we have that

2

∫ 1

(x1−r)∨0
xdx= 1− {(x1 − r)∨ 0}2.

It follows that, for x1 ∈ [0,1], we have

ρµ(1,0,0,0)T |(1,1,1,0)T ,1

(
(x1,0,0,0)

T
)
= inf

r∈(0,1)

2
∫ (x1+r)∧1
(x1−r)∨0 xdx

r
= 4x1 ∧ 1

A similar calculation shows that

ρµ(1,0,0,0)T |(1,0,0,1)T ,1

(
(x1,0,0,0)

T
)
= inf

r∈(0,1)

2
∫ (x1+r)∧1
(x1−r)∨0 xdx

r
= {4(1− x1)} ∧ 1,

for x1 ∈ [0,1]. Therefore, for ξ < 1, we have

µ(1,0,0,0)T
({
x ∈ [0,1]4 : min

o∈{(1,1,1,0)T ,(1,0,0,1)T }
ρµ(1,0,0,0)T |o,1(x)< ξ

})
= ξ/2≤ ξ,

whereas, for ξ ≥ 1, we have

µ(1,0,0,0)T
({
x ∈ [0,1]4 : min

o∈{(1,1,1,0)T ,(1,0,0,1)T }
ρµ(1,0,0,0)T |o,1(x)< ξ

})
= 1≤ ξ.

For ω ∈ {e2, e3, e4}, and o ∈ {(1,1,1,0)T , (1,0,0,1)T } with ω ⪯ o, we have µω = µω|o and
thus ρµω,1(·) = 1 on the support of Xω , and

µω

({
x ∈ [0,1]4 : min

o∈{(1,1,1,0)T ,(1,0,0,1)T }
ρµω|o,1(x)< ξ

})
= 1{ξ>1} ≤ ξγ

for any choice of γ ≥ 0. For ω = o = (1,1,1,0)T , we have that µ(1,1,1,0)T |(1,1,1,0)T =

Beta(2,1)⊗U([0,1])⊗2 ⊗ δ0. Thus, for x= (x1, x2, x3,0)
T ∈ [0,1]3 ×{0}, since {z ∈R3 :

∥z − (x1, x2, x3)
T ∥∞ < r/

√
3} ⊆ {z ∈R2 : ∥z − (x1, x2, x3)

T ∥< r}, we have

ρµ(1,1,1,0)T |(1,1,1,0)T ,3(x)≥ inf
r∈(0,1)

ν((x1 − r/
√
3, x1 + r/

√
3)) · r2/3

r3
≥ (4x1 ∧ 1)

3
√
3

,

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

µ(1,1,1,0)T
({
x ∈ [0,1]4 : ρµ(1,1,1,0)T |(1,1,1,0)T ,3(x)< ξ

})
≤ 2ξ

33/2
.



28 SELL, BERRETT AND CANNINGS

For ξ ≥ 1/(3
√
3) we have

µ(1,1,1,0)T
({
x ∈ [0,1]4 : ρµ(1,1,1,0)T |(1,1,1,0)T ,2(x)< ξ

})
≤ 1≤ 33/2ξ.

For ω ≺ o = (1,1,1,0)T , and ω ⪯ o = (1,0,0,1)T similar calculations show that (9) holds
when γ = (1, γ2, γ3, γ4) ∈ {1} × [0,∞)3. Therefore

Q ∈QL

(
(1, γ2, γ3, γ4)

T ,33/2,{(1,1,1,0)T , (1,0,0,1)T }
)

for any γ2, γ3, γ4 ∈ [0,∞). Further, similar (and slightly simpler) calculations confirm that in
fact Q belongs to the Q+

L class with the same parameters.
In terms of smoothness and the margin parameter, we have PQ ∈ PS(14,1) and

PP

(
|η(X)− 1/2|< t

)
=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
PP

(
|η(X)− 1/2|< t

∣∣∣X1 = x1,X2 = x2,X3 = x3

)
dx1 dx2 dx3

≤
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 2t−1/2−(x2−1/2)x2
3

−2t−1/2−(x2−1/2)x2
3

dx4 dx1 dx2 dx3 = 4t,

thus PQ ∈ PM(1,4).

PROOF OF THE CLAIM IN THE EXAMPLE 3 . We have PQ(O = o) > 0 for any o ∈
{0,1}2, and further PQ(O = o|Xω = xω)> 0 for any o,ω ∈ {0,1}2 and x ∈ [0,1]2.

First, for x = (x1, x2)
T ∈ [0,1]2 with x2 ≤ 1/2, ω ∈ {0,1}d, we have that PQ(O = 12 |

Xω = xω, Y = 1) = 1/2 = PQ(O = 12 | Xω = xω, Y = 0), and thus PQ(O = 12 | Xω =
xω, Y = 1) = 1/2. It follows that, for x= (x1, x2)

T ∈ [0,1]2 with x2 ≤ 1/2 and ω ∈ {0,1}2,

PQ(Y = 1 |Xω = xω,O = 12) =
PQ(O = 12 | Y = 1,Xω = xω) · PQ(Y = 1 |Xω = xω)

PQ(O = 12 |Xω = xω)

=
1/2 · PQ(Y = 1 |Xω = xω)

1/2
= PQ(Y = 1 |Xω = xω).

Similarly, for x = (x1, x2)
T ∈ [0,1]2 with x2 ≤ 1/2, r ∈ {0,1}, and o,ω ∈ {0,1}2 \ {12}

with ω ⪯ o, we have that PQ(O = o | Y = r,Xω = xω) = 1/6. Therefore (3) holds for
x = (x1, x2)

T ∈ [0,1]2 with x2 ≤ 1/2. Similar calculations show that (3) also holds x =
(x1, x2)

T ∈ [0,1]2 with x2 > 1/2, and we deduce that Q ∈QMiss({0,1}2).
Regarding the class QE, we recall that η(x) = 1/4+ x1/2+ 1/4 · cos(4πx2) and thus the

nonzero fω functions are

fe1 =
x1 − 1/2

2
; fe2 =

cos(4πx2)

4
.

We therefore have

σ2e1 =min
{
EQ

{
f2e1(X)

∣∣O = e1
}
,EQ

{
f2e1(X)

∣∣O = 12
}}

= 1/48≈ 0.02

and

σ2e2 =min
{
EQ

{
f2e2(X)

∣∣O = e2
}
,EQ

{
f2e2(X)

∣∣O = 12
}}

= 1/32≈ 0.03,

and thus Q ∈QE({e1, e2},1/48,{0,1}2).
Further, in this example, all relevant lower densities are bounded below by a universal

constant, and therefore Q ∈ Q+
L (γ,CL,{0,1}2), for any γ ∈ [0,∞)2 and sufficiently large
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CL ≥ 1 (depending on γ and the lower bound on the lower densities). Finally, we have PQ ∈
PS(12, π) and PQ ∈ PM(1,8), since

PP (|η(X)− 1/2| ≤ t)≤
∫ 1

0

∫ 1/2+4t−cos(4πx2)

1/2−4t−cos(4πx2)
dx1 dx2 ≤ 8t.

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

PROPOSITION S3. Fix Q ∈Q. For any ω ∈ {0,1}d, we have for the conditional regres-
sion functions ηω(x) := PP (Y = 1 |Xω = xω) that

ηω(·) =
1

2
+
∑
ω′⪯ω

fω′(·).

In particular, η(·) = 1
2 +

∑
ω∈{0,1}d fω(·).

PROOF. Fix an observation pattern ω ∈ {0,1}d and x ∈Rd, and recall that

fω(x) = EP

{
η(X)− 1

2
−
∑
ω′≺ω

fω′(X)
∣∣∣Xω = xω

}
.

It follows that

ηω(x) = EP (Y |Xω = xω) = EQ

{
η(X) |Xω = xω

}
= EP

{1
2
+
∑
ω′≺ω

fω′(X)
∣∣∣Xω = xω

}
+ fω(x)

=
1

2
+
∑
ω′⪯ω

fω′(xω) =
1

2
+
∑
ω′⪯ω

fω′(x).

This completes the proof.

PROPOSITION S4. Fix d ∈ N. There exists a constant CB ≥ 1 only depending on d such
that for any x ∈ Rd, any P ∈ P , and the estimators f̂ω for ω ∈ {0,1}d defined in Section 3
we have |fω(x)| ≤ CB, |f̂ω(x)| ≤ CB, and |f̂ω(x) − fω(x)| ≤ 2CB, for all ω ∈ {0,1}d. In
particular, we may take CB to be the dth ordered Bell number.

PROOF. We will in fact show that ∥fω∥∞ and ∥f̂ω∥∞ are bounded by the dωth ordered
Bell number Bdω

:= 1
2

∑∞
j=0

jdω

2j , which are increasing and satisfy the recurrence relation
that B0 =B1 = 1 and Bk = 1+

∑k−1
j=1

(
k
j

)
Bj , for k ∈N.

Now, since η(x) ∈ [0,1] for all x, we have f0d
= EP {η(X)} − 1/2 ∈ [−1/2,1/2] and

|f0d
| ≤ 1/2 < B0. By induction over dω , suppose that ∥fω′∥∞ ≤ Bdω′ for ω′ ⪯ ω, then we

have that

|fω(x)|=
∣∣∣EP

{
η(X)− 1

2
−
∑
ω′≺ω

fω′(X)
∣∣∣Xω = xω

}∣∣∣
≤ EP

{
|η(X)− 1/2− f0d

|+
dω−1∑
j=1

∑
ω′≺ω:dω′=j

|fω′(X)|
∣∣∣Xω = xω

}

≤ 1 +

dω−1∑
j=1

(
dω
j

)
Bj =:Bdω

.
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This proves the result for fω(x). Similar steps using (S16) give a bound for the estimator f̂ω .
Finally, |f̂ω(x)− fω(x)| ≤ |f̂ω(x)|+ |fω(x)| ≤ 2CB.

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′

Miss 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 Ω⋆ = {ω}. 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 QL(γ,CL,O), Section S2.3 defines the associated regression functions,
and establishes that the corresponding distributions belong to the classes QE({ω}, cE,O),
PS(β,CS) and PM(α,CM). The proofs for the special case when Ω⋆ 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
Ω⋆, 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 ∈N and ω,o1, . . . , on ∈ {0,1}d and r > 0. Let P be
a set of distributions on Rd×{0,1}, let Σ= {−1,1}m, u ∈ [0,1/(m · 2dω)], and ϵ ∈ [0,1/4].
Fix z1, . . . , zm ∈ (0, r)d satisfying zωi ̸= zωj for i ̸= j. Assume that the class of distributions
{Qσ : σ ∈ Σ} ⊆ Q, which have associated marginal distributions P σ of (X,Y ), regression
functions ησ :Rd → [0,1] and each with X-marginal µ, satisfy

(i) 2dω+5nωϵ
2u≤ 1, where nω =

∑n
i=1 1{ω⪯oi};

(ii) we have µ({sω ⊙ zωt }) = u for all t ∈ [m] and s ∈ {−1,1}d;
(iii) for σ = (σt)t∈[m] ∈ Σ, we have ησ(sω ⊙ zωt ) = 1/2 +

(∏
j∈[d]:(sω)j=−1(s

ω)j
)
· σtϵ, for

all t ∈ [m] and s ∈ {−1,1}d, in particular we have ησ(zωt ) = 1/2 + σtϵ, for t ∈ [m];
(iv) for σ,σ′ ∈Σ, we have ησ(x) = ησ

′
(x) for all x ∈ supp(µ)\

⋃
t∈[m],s∈{−1,1}d{sω⊙ zωt };

(v) we have
(
supp(µ) \

⋃
t∈[m],s∈{−1,1}d{sω ⊙ zωt }

)⋂
(−r− 1, r+ 1)d = ∅;

(vi) for σ ∈Σ, if (X,Y,O)∼Qσ , then O |= (X,Y ).

Then

inf
Ĉ∈C

sup
Q∈Q

EQ

{
EPQ

(Ĉ)
∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

}
≥ 2dω−1mϵu.(S1)

PROOF. For σ = (σt)t∈[m] ∈ Σ and t′ ∈ [m], define σ′ ≡ σ(t′) := (σt(t
′))t∈[m] ∈ Σ,

with σt(t′) := −σt if t′ = t, and σt(t′) := σt otherwise. Then, for s ∈ {−1,1}d, we have
ησ

′
(sω ⊙ zωt′ ) = 1 − ησ(sω ⊙ zωt′ ) and ησ

′
(x) = ησ(x) for x ∈ supp(µ) \

⋃
s∈{−1,1}d{sω ⊙

zωt′}. Now, for ω0 ∈ {0,1}d, let P σ
ω0

denote the marginal distribution of (Xω0 , Y ) when
(X,Y ) ∼ P σ . By (vi), we have that P σ

ω0
= P σ

ω0|o, for o ∈ {0,1}d, where P σ
ω0|o denotes

the conditional distribution of (Xω0 , Y )|{O = o} when (X,Y,O) ∼ Qσ . For ω ⪯ ω0 and
x ∈ (−r− 1, r+ 1)d ∩ supp(µ), we have that

ησω0
(x) := EPσ

ω0
(Y |Xω0 = xω0) = EPσ(Y |Xω = xω) = ησ(x).
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Thus, for ω ⪯ ω0, we have

KL(P σ
ω0
, P σ′

ω0
)

:=

∫
Rdω0

[
ησω0

(xω0) log
(ησω0

(x)

ησ′
ω0
(x)

)
+ {1− ησω0

(xω0)} log
(1− ησω0

(xω0)

1− ησ′
ω0
(xω0)

)]
dµω0

(xω0)

=
1

2d−dω

∑
s∈{−1,1}d

{
2ησ(sω ⊙ zωt′ )− 1

}
log
( ησ(sω ⊙ zωt′ )

1− ησ(sω ⊙ zωt′ )

)
· µ({sω ⊙ zωt′})

= 2dω+1ϵσt′ · log
(1 + 2ϵσt′

1− 2ϵσt′

)
· u≤ 2dω+3ϵ2u

1− 2ϵ
≤ 2dω+4ϵ2u,

where the penultimate inequality uses the inequality loga ≤ a − 1 for a ≥ 1. On the other
hand, if ω ⪯̸ ω0, then

ησω0
(x) = EPσ

ω0
(Y |Xω∧ω0 = xω∧ω0) = 1/2,

and therefore P σ
ω0

= P σ′

ω0
, and in particular KL(P σ

ω0
, P σ′

ω0
) = 0. Then, writing Πσ

n :=⊗
i∈[n]P

σ
oi , by Pinsker’s inequality and (i), we have that

TV
(
Πσ

n,Π
σ′

n

)
≤
√∑n

i=1KL(P σ
oi , P

σ′
oi )

2
≤
√
nω2dω+3ϵ2u≤ 1/2.

Now, for Ĉ ∈ Cn and σ ∈ Σ, let Cσ(x) := 1{ησ(x)≥1/2} be the Bayes classifier under P σ ,
then we have

EPσ(Ĉ) =

∫
Rd

1{Ĉ(x) ̸=Cσ(x)}|2η
σ(x)− 1|dµ(x)

≥ 2ϵu

2d−dω

∑
t∈[m]

∑
s∈{−1,1}d

1{Ĉ(sω⊙zω
t )̸=Cσ(sω⊙zω

t )}
.

Further, for Ĉ ∈ Cn, we write C̃ :Rd × (Rd × {0,1})n →{0,1} when Ĉ is applied with the
observation indicators being equal to o1, . . . , on, i.e.

C̃(x, (xo11 , y1), . . . , (x
on
n , yn)) = Ĉ(x, (xo11 , y1, o1), . . . , (x

on
n , yn, on))

Then, using (vi),

EQσ

{
EPσ(Ĉ)

∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on
}
= EΠσ

n

{
EPσ(C̃)

}
.

Thus

EΠσ
n

{
EPσ(C̃)

}
≥ 2ϵu

2d−dω

∑
t∈[m]

∑
s∈{−1,1}d

PΠσ
n

{
C̃(sω ⊙ zωt ) ̸=Cσ(sω ⊙ zωt )

}
.

It follows that, for t′ ∈ [m], we have

EΠσ
n

{
EPσ(C̃)

}
+E

Π
σ(t′)
n

{
EPσ(t′)(C̃)

}
≥ 2dω+1ϵu

2d

∑
s∈{−1,1}d

[
PΠσ

n

{
C̃(sω ⊙ zωt′ ) ̸=Cσ(sω ⊙ zωt′ )

}
+ P

Π
σ(t′)
n

{
C̃(sω ⊙ zωt′ ) ̸=Cσ(t′)(sω ⊙ zωt′ )

}]
≥ 2dω+1ϵu

{
1−TV

(
Πσ

n,Π
σ′

n

)}
≥ 2dωϵu,
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since Cσ(sω ⊙ zωt′ ) = 1−Cσ(t′)(sω ⊙ zωt′ ). We conclude that, for Ĉ ∈ Cn, we have

sup
Q∈Q

EQ

{
EPQ

(Ĉ)
∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

}
≥max

σ∈Σ
EΠσ

n

{
EPσ(C̃)

}
≥ 1

2m

∑
σ∈Σ

EΠσ
n

{
EPσ(C̃)

}
=

1

2m

∑
t∈[m]

∑
σ∈Σ:σt=1

[
EΠσ

n

{
EPσ(C̃)

}
+EΠ

σ(t)
n

{
EPσ(t)(C̃)

}]

≥ 2dω

2m

∑
t∈[m]

∑
σ∈Σ:σt=1

ϵu= 2dω−1mϵu,

as required.

S2.2. Properties of the marginal construction in the light tailed case. Recall the con-
struction of µ(ω)κ,r,q,a,b 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 QL(γ,CL,O). We start
with three technical lemmas.

LEMMA S6. Fix d ∈ N, ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, κ ∈ (0,1/
√
dω), r > 0, and ω′ ∈ {0,1}d \

{0d}. For any x ∈Rω we have that

Ldω

(
Πω

({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
}
∩Rω

))
≥ κdω · ζdω∧ω′

for all ζ ∈ [0,1]. For any x ∈Rω
j we have that

Ldω

(
Πω

({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
}
∩Rω

j

))
≥ rdω ·min{1, (r

√
dω∧ω′)−dω∧ω′} · ζdω∧ω′

for all ζ ∈ [0,1].

PROOF. First, fix x ∈Rω . For ζ ∈ [0,1], consider the map on Rdω∧ω′ given by

ψx,ζ : x̃ 7→Πω∧ω′(x) + ζ ·
(
x̃−Πω∧ω′(x)

)
.

Observe that ψx,ζ(Πω∧ω′(Rω))⊂Πω∧ω′(Rω). Furthermore, since

Πω∧ω′(xω
′
) = Πω∧ω′(xω∧ω

′
) ∈ ψx,ζ(Πω∧ω′(Rω))

and diam(ψx,ζ(Πω∧ω′(Rω))≤ ζκd
1/2
ω∧ω′ < ζ , we also have ψx,ζ(Πω∧ω′(Rω))⊆Πω∧ω′({z ∈

Rd : zω
′ ∈Bζ(x

ω′
)}). We conclude that

Ldω

(
Πω

({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
}
∩Rω

))
= κdω−dω∧ω′ · Ldω∧ω′

(
Πω∧ω′

({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
}
∩Rω

))
≥ κdω−dω∧ω′ · Ldω∧ω′

(
ψx,ζ(Πω∧ω′(Rω))

)
≥ κdω · ζdω∧ω′ .

This concludes the proof of the first part of the lemma.
For the second part, fix x ∈ Rω

j . If ζ ∈ [0, (r
√
dω∧ω′) ∧ 1], then there exists a dω∧ω′ -

dimensional hypercube A with side length ζ/
√
dω∧ω′ such that A⊆ Πω′∧ω′

(
Πω

({
z ∈ Rd :

zω
′ ∈Bζ(x

ω′
)
}
∩Rω

j

))
, thus for ζ ∈ [0, (r

√
dω∧ω′)∧ 1],

Ldω

(
Πω

({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
}
∩Rω

j

))
≥ d

−dω∧ω′/2
ω∧ω′ · rdω−dω∧ω′ ζdω∧ω′
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If ζ ∈ [(r
√
dω∧ω′)∧ 1,1], then Rω

j ⊆Πω

({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
}
∩Rω

j

)
, and

Ldω

(
Πω

({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
}
∩Rω

j

))
= rdω ≥ rdωζdω∧ω′ .

The result follows.

LEMMA S7. Fix d ∈ N, ω,ω′ ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d} , κ ∈ (0,1/
√
dω), r > 0, q ∈N, x ∈ T ω

q,r ,
and ζ > 0. If ζ ≤ 4r

√
dω∧ω′ , then we have that

|T ω∧ω′

q,r ∩Bζ(x
ω′
)| ≥

( qζ

8r
√
dω∧ω′

)dω∧ω′

.

PROOF. First observe that since x ∈ T ω
q,r , we have xω

′ ∈ T ω∧ω′

q,r . If q = 1, then |T ω∧ω′

q,r ∩
Bζ(x

ω′
)| = 1 ≥ (ζ/(8r

√
dω∧ω′))dω∧ω′ . Now if q ≥ 2, since ζ

8
√
dω∧ω′

≤ r
2 we can find a

dω∧ω′ -dimensional, axis-aligned hypercube A with vertex xω
′

and side length ζ/(8
√
dω∧ω′)

containing at least ⌈qζ/(8r
√
dω∧ω′)⌉dω∧ω′ elements of T ω∧ω′

q,r . We conclude that |T ω∧ω′

q,r ∩
Bζ(x

ω′
)| ≥ |T ω∧ω′

q,r,r̃ ∩A| ≥
( qζ
8r

√
dω∧ω′

)dω∧ω′ .

Now recall the definition of the lower density ρν,s from (8) . For µ ≡ µ
(ω)
κ,r,q,a,b and ω′ ∈

{0,1}d, we’ll write ρω′ in place of ρ(µ(ω)
κ,r,q,a,b)ω′ ,dω′

. Our next result derives lower bounds on
ρω′ in different regions of the feature space.

LEMMA S8. Fix d ∈ N, ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, κ ∈ (0,1/
√
dω), r > 0, q ∈ N, and a, b ∈

[0,1/4]. Then, for ω′ ∈ {0,1}d, such that ω ∧ ω′ ̸= 0d, we have

(i) ρω′(xω
′
)≥ 1−a−b

2d
ω∧ω′ for all x ∈Rω ,

(ii) ρω′(xω
′
)≥ b

dω·2d
ω∧ω′ ·min

{
1, (r

√
dω∧ω′)−dω∧ω′

}
for all x ∈Rω

j and j ∈ [d] with ωj = 1,

(iii) if ω ⪯̸ ω′, then ρω′(xω
′
)≥ b

dω·2d
ω∧ω′ ·min

{
1, (r

√
dω∧ω′)−dω∧ω′

}
for all x ∈ T ω

q,r ,

(iv) if ω ⪯ ω′, then ρω′(xω
′
)≥ 2−3dω ·min

{
1, a(4r

√
dω)

−dω

}
for all x ∈ T ω

q,r .

PROOF. To prove (i), fix x ∈Rω , ζ ∈ (0,1) and ω′ ∈ {0,1}d \{0d}. Then, by Lemma S6,
we have

µω′
(
Bζ(x

ω′
)
)
= µ
({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
})

≥ (1− a− b)2d−dω

2dκdω
Ldω

(
Πω

({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
}
∩Rω

))
≥ 1− a− b

2dω∧ω′
ζdω∧ω′ .(S2)

Hence

ρω′(xω
′
) = inf

ζ∈(0,1)

µω′
(
Bζ(x

ω′
)
)

ζdω′
≥ 1− a− b

2dω∧ω′
· inf
ζ∈(0,1)

1

ζdω′−dω∧ω′
=

1− a− b

2dω∧ω′
.

To prove (ii), fix x ∈Rω
j , ζ ∈ (0,1) and ω′ ∈ {0,1}d \{0d}. Then, by Lemma S6, we have

µω′
(
Bζ(x

ω′
)
)
= µ
({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
})

≥ b2d−dω∧ω′

2ddωrdω
Ldω

(
Πω

({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
}
∩Rω

j

))
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≥ b

2dω∧ω′dωrdω
· rdω ·min{1, (r

√
dω∧ω′)−dω∧ω′} · ζdω∧ω′

≥ b

2dω∧ω′dω
·min{1, (r

√
dω∧ω′)−dω∧ω′} · ζdω′ .

The result of part (ii) follows via the same argument used in part (i).
To proof (iii), fix x ∈ T ω

q,r and ω′ ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, with ω ⪯̸ ω′. Note that for any x ∈ T ω
q,r

there exists a j ∈ [d] such that ωj = 1 and x̃ ∈ Rω
j such that x̃ω

′
= xω

′
, and we have by

Lemma S6

µω′
(
Bζ(x

ω′
)
)
= µ
({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
})

= µ
({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x̃
ω′
)
})

≥ b2d−dω∧ω′

2ddωrdω
Ldω

(
Πω

({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x̃
ω′
)
}
∩Rω

j

))
≥ b

2dω∧ω′dωrdω
· rdω ·min{1, (r

√
dω∧ω′)−dω∧ω′} · ζdω∧ω′

≥ b

2dω∧ω′dω
·min{1, (r

√
dω∧ω′)−dω∧ω′} · ζdω′ .

To prove (iv), fix x ∈ T ω
q,r and ω′ ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, with ω ⪯ ω′. If ζ ∈ (4r

√
dω,1], then

letting z :=
(
1 + 2r, . . . ,1 + 2r), we have zω ∈Rω and ∥xω − zω∥ ≤ 2r

√
dω < ζ/2. Hence,

by (S2), we have

µω′
(
Bζ(x

ω′
)
)
≥ µω′

(
Bζ/2(z

ω′
)
)
≥ 1− a− b

2dω∧ω′
(ζ/2)dω ≥ 2−3dω · ζdω .

On the other hand, if ζ ∈ (0, (4r
√
dω)∧ 1] we have by Lemma S7,

µω′
(
Bζ(x

ω′
)
)
= µ
({
z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)
})

≥ a

(2q)dω
·
∣∣T ω

q,r ∩Bζ(x
ω′
)
∣∣

≥ a

(2q)dω

( qζ

8r
√
dω

)dω

≥ a

23dω

( 1

4r
√
dω

)dω

ζdω′ .

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

COROLLARY S9. Fix d ∈ N, O ⊆ {0,1}d, γ = (γ1, . . . , γd)
T ∈ [0,∞)d, r > 0, q ∈ N,

ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, κ ∈ (0,1/
√
dω) and a, b ∈ [0,1/4]. Let γω := min{γj : ωj = 1} and

let γmax := max{γj : j ∈ [d]}. Let a0 := 2−3dωγω and b0 = 2−1(dω2
dω)−γmax . Fix CL >

4γmax(dω+1). Let Q≡Qω,κ,r,q,a,b denote a distribution on Rd × {0,1} × {0,1}d with corre-
sponding X-marginal distribution µ = µ

(ω)
κ,r,q,a,b, that also satisfies mino∈O PQ(O = o) > 0

and for which O |= (X,Y ), when (X,Y,O)∼Q. If a≤ a0 ∧ b and

a1−γω(4r
√
dω)

dωγω ≤ a0,(S3)

b1−γω ≤CL · b0 ·
(
min

{
1, (r

√
dω)

−dω

})γω

,(S4)

b1−γmax ≤CL · b0 ·
(
min

{
1, (r

√
dω∧ω′)−dω∧ω′

})γmax

,(S5)

for all ω′ with ω ∧ ω′ ̸= 0d, then Q ∈QL(γ,CL,O).



CLASSIFICATION WITH MISSING DATA 35

PROOF. First, since O is independent of (X,Y ), we have µω′|o = µω′ and thus, for any
ω′, o ∈ {0,1}d and x ∈ Rd, ρµω′|o,dω′ (x) = ρµω′ ,dω′ (x). Therefore it suffices to show that (9)
holds with ρµω′ ,dω′ (x) instead of mino∈O:ω′⪯o ρµω′|o,dω′ (x).

Now fix ω′ ∈ {0,1}d. First, if ω ∧ ω′ = 0, then (9) holds with CL = 1 and any γω′ > 0,
since µ0 is a point mass at 0 ∈Rd. If ω ⪯ ω′ and

ξ ∈

(
0,
(
2−3dω ·min

{
1, a(4r

√
dω)

−dω

})
∧
( b

dω · 2dω
·min

{
1, (r

√
dω)

−dω

})]
,

then by the symmetry of µ and Lemma S8, for any x ∈ T ω
q,r ∪ Rω ∪

⋃
j∈[dω]

Rω
j and s ∈

{−1,1}d, we have ρω′(s⊙ xω
′
)> ξ. It follows that

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
= 0≤CL · ξγω′ .

Next, if 2−3dω ·min
{
1, a(4r

√
dω)

−dω

}
< b

dω·2dω ·min
{
1, (r

√
dω)

−dω

}
and

ξ ∈

(
2−3dω ·min

{
1, a(4r

√
dω)

−dω

}
,

b

dω · 2dω
·min

{
1, (r

√
dω)

−dω

}]
,

then, by (S3), we have

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
≤ a≤ 2−3dωγω ·min

{
1, aγω(4r

√
dω)

−γωdω

}
≤CL · ξγω ≤CL · ξγω′ .

If ξ ∈

(
b

dω·2dω ·min
{
1, (r

√
dω)

−dω

}
, 1−a−b

2dω

]
, then we have by (S4) and since a≤ b, that

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
≤ a+ b≤ 2b≤ 2CL · b0 ·

(
b ·min

{
1, (r

√
dω)

−dω

})γω

≤CL ·
( b

dω · 2dω
·min

{
1, (r

√
dω)

−dω

})γω

≤CL · ξγω ≤CL · ξγω′ .

If ξ > 1−a−b
2dω , then we have

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
≤ 1 = 1γω′ ≤ 2γω′ (dω+1) · ξγω′ ≤CL · ξγω′

since 1− a− b > 1/2.
Now consider ω ⪯̸ ω′ satisfying ω ∧ ω′ ̸= 0d. First for

ξ ∈

(
0,

b

dω · 2dω∧ω′
·min

{
1, (r

√
dω∧ω′)−dω∧ω′

}]
we have, similarly to above, that

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
= 0≤CL · ξγω′ .

If

ξ ∈

(
b

dω · 2dω∧ω′
·min

{
1, (r

√
dω∧ω′)−dω∧ω′

}
,
1− a− b

2dω∧ω′

]
,
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then, by (S5), we obtain

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
≤ a+ b≤ 2b

≤CL ·
( b

dω2dω∧ω′
·min

{
1, (r

√
dω∧ω′)−dω∧ω′

})γmax

≤CL · ξγmax ≤CL · ξγω′ .

Finally, if ξ > 1−a−b
2d

ω∧ω′ , then we have

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
≤ 1 = 1γω′ ≤ 2γω′ (dω∧ω′+1) · ξγω′ ≤CL · ξγω′

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

S2.3. Regression function construction in the light tailed case. We now construct dif-
ferent regression functions ησω , for σ ∈ {−1,1}T , which will satisfy the assumptions of our
version of Assouad’s Lemma. To this end, we will use the marginal distribution µ

(ω)
κ,r,q,a,b

constructed in Section 5.1.1 , along with the additional quantities β = (β1, . . . , βd) ∈ (0,1]d,
cE ∈ [0,1/4], ϵ ∈ (0,1/4) and σ ∈ {−1,1}T . Let Sω = {xω ∈ Rd : (Πω(x

ω))j = 0 for some
j ∈ [dω]} be the coordinate axes lying in the dω-dimensional submanifold (Rd)ω = {x ∈Rd :
xj = 0 for all j ∈ [d] with ωj = 0}. Recalling also that z := (1 + 2r, . . . ,1 + 2r)T ∈ Rd, we
define the function f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ :Rω ∪ T ω

q,r ∪ Sω ∪
⋃

j∈[d]:ωj=1Rω
j →R by

f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x) :=


ϵ+ 1

4∥x
ω − zω∥βω if xω ∈Rω

σt · ϵ if xω = xωt ∈ T ω
q,r

0 if xω ∈ Sω

1
2 if xω ∈

⋃
j∈[d]:ωj=1Rω

j .

(S6)

Further, we claim there exists a βω-Hölder continuous extension fϵ,q,r,σ of f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ onto
Rd. Let Q be the distribution of (X,Y,O) with O |= (X,Y ), X-marginal µ = µ

(ω)
κ,r,q,a,b and

regression function ησ(x) = 1/2 + fϵ,q,r,σ(x), then Q belongs to QE({ω}, cE,O), and P ≡
PQ falls into the classes PS(β,CS) and PM(α,CM) for appropriate choices of CS, α, CM

and O. This is made precise in the next three lemmas.

LEMMA S10. Fix d ∈ N, ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, κ ∈ (0,1/
√
dω), q ∈N, r > 0, βω ∈ (0,1],

ϵ ∈ (0, (1/4)∧ (1/8 · (r/q)βω)]. Let further σ = (σt)t∈[T ] ∈ {−1,1}T . Then

|f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x1)− f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x2)| ≤
1

2
∥x1 − x2∥βω ,

for all x1, x2 ∈Rω ∪ T ω
q,r ∪ Sω ∪

⋃
j∈[d]:ωj=1Rω

j .

PROOF. If x1 = x2, x1, x2 ∈ Sω , or x1, x2 ∈
⋃

j∈[d]:ωj=1Rω
j , then |f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x1) −

f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x2)|= 0≤ 1/2∥x1 − x2∥βω . If x1 ∈ T ω
q,r ∪ Sω and x2 ∈ T ω

q,r , with x1 ̸= x2, then

|f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x1)− f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x2)| ≤ 2ϵ≤ 1

4
(r/q)βω ≤ 1

4
∥x1 − x2∥βω .

If x1, x2 ∈Rω , then, by Minkowski’s inequality,

|f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x1)− f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x2)|=
1

4

∣∣∥xω1 − zω∥βω − ∥xω2 − zω∥βω
∣∣≤ 1

4
∥x1 − x2∥βω .



CLASSIFICATION WITH MISSING DATA 37

If x1 ∈Rω and x2 ∈ T ω
q,r ∪ Sω , then

|f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x1)− f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x2)| ≤ 2ϵ+
1

4
∥xω1 − zω∥βω

≤ rβω

4

∥x1 − x2∥βω

rβω
+

1

4
∥xω1 − xω2 ∥βω ≤ 1

2
∥x1 − x2∥βω .

If x1 ∈
⋃

j∈[d]:ωj=1Rω
j and x2 ∈ Rω ∪ T ω

q,r ∪ Sω , then |f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x1)− f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x2)| ≤ 1/2 ≤
1/2∥x1 − x2∥βω , and the result follows.

COROLLARY S11. Fix d ∈ N, ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, κ ∈ (0,1/
√
dω), q ∈ N, r > 0,

βω ∈ (0,1], ϵ ∈ (0, (1/4) ∧ (1/8 · (r/q)βω)], σ = (σt)t∈[T ] ∈ {−1,1}T . There exists a
function f+ϵ,q,r,σ : [0,∞)d → R such that for all x ∈ Rω ∪ T ω

q,r ∪ Sω
⋃

j∈[d]:ωj=1Rω
j we

have f+ϵ,q,r,σ(x) = f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(x); and further we have f+ϵ,q,r,σ(x1) = f+ϵ,q,r,σ(x
ω
1 ), as well as

|f+ϵ,q,r,σ(x1)− f+ϵ,q,r,σ(x2)| ≤ (1/2) · ∥x1 − x2∥βω for all x1, x2 ∈ [0,∞)d.

PROOF. Note that (S6) depends only on xω , such that by McShane’s extension theorem
(McShane, 1934) on Rdω there exists a βω-Hölder continuous extension of f◦,+ϵ,q,r,σ(xω) onto
([0,∞)d)ω . The result follows by setting f+ϵ,q,r,σ(x) = f+ϵ,q,r,σ(x

ω) for any x ∈ [0,∞)d.

We now define the function fωϵ,q,r,σ : Rd → R. Given x = (x1, . . . , xd)
T ∈ Rd, let s =

(s1, . . . , sd)
T ∈ {−1,1}d be sj := sign(xj) and define

f (ω)ϵ,q,r,σ(x) :=
( ∏
j∈[dω]

{Πω(s)}j
)
· f+ϵ,q,r,σ(s⊙ x).(S7)

Finally, define η(ω)ϵ,q,r,σ(x) := 1/2 + f
(ω)
ϵ,q,r,σ(x), for x ∈Rd.

LEMMA S12. Fix d ∈N, O⊆ {0,1}d, ω ∈ {0,1}d \{0d}, κ ∈ (0,1/
√
dω), q ∈N, r > 0,

a, b ∈ (0,1/4], and β ∈ (0,1]d, and let βω := min{βj : ωj = 1}. Fix further ϵ ∈ (0, (1/4) ∧
(1/8 · (r/q)βω)], σ = (σt)t∈[T ] ∈ {−1,1}T and cE ≤ b/4. Let P = P

(ω)
ϵ,q,r,σ,a,b denote the dis-

tribution on Rd × {0,1} with regression function η = η
(ω)
ϵ,q,r,σ and marginal feature distribu-

tion µ= µ
(ω)
κ,r,q,a,b. Further, let Q= P ⊗U(O) be the distribution of (X,Y,O) with (X,Y )-

marginal P , with O distributed uniformly on O and (X,Y ) |= O. Then Q ∈QE({ω}, cE,O)
and P ≡ PQ ∈ PS(β,1).

PROOF. First, since O |= (X,Y ), we have µω′ ≡ µω′|o for any o ∈ O and ω′ ⪯ o, thus
σ2ω′ = EQ(f

2
ω′(X)), for ω′ ∈ {0,1}d. Next, we show that the functions given by Equations (4)

and (5) satisfy fω = f
(ω)
ϵ,q,r,σ and fω′ ≡ 0, for all ω′ ∈ {0,1}d \ {ω}. By the symmetry of

f
(ω)
ϵ,q,r,σ , and letting j⋆ =min{j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1} we have

f0d
= EP

{
η(X)

}
− 1

2
= EP {f (ω)ϵ,q,r,σ(X)}=

∫
Rd

f (ω)ϵ,q,r,σ(x)dµ(x)

=

∫
Rd

f (ω)ϵ,q,r,σ(x)1{xj⋆>0} dµ(x) +

∫
Rd

f (ω)ϵ,q,r,σ(x)1{xj⋆<0} dµ(x)

=
1

2d−dω

∑
s∈{−1,1}d:sj⋆=1

( dω∏
j=2

{Πω(s)}j
)
·
∫
T ω
q,r∪Rω

f+ϵ,q,r,σ(x)dµ(x)
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− 1

2d−dω

∑
s∈{−1,1}d:sj⋆=−1

( dω∏
j=2

{Πω(s)}j
)
·
∫
T ω
q,r∪Rω

f+ϵ,q,r,σ(x)dµ(x) = 0,

where the fourth equality holds since f (ω)ϵ,q,r,σ(x) = 0 wherever xj⋆ = 0. Further, for 0≺ ω′ ≺
ω, now letting j⋆ =min{j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1− ω′

j = 1} and by induction we see that

fω′(x) = EP

{
η(X)− 1

2
−
∑

ω′′≺ω′

fω′′(X)
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}
= EP

{
f (ω)ϵ,q,r,σ(X)

∣∣∣Xω′
= xω

′
}

= EP

{
f (ω)ϵ,q,r,σ(X)

(
1{xj⋆ > 0}+ 1{xj⋆ < 0}

)∣∣∣Xω′
= xω

′
}
= 0

using the same argument as for the ω′ = 0d case. We further have

fω(x) = EP

{
η(X)− 1

2
−
∑
ω′≺ω

fω′(X)
∣∣∣Xω = xω

}
= EP

{
f (ω)ϵ,q,r,σ(X)

∣∣∣Xω = xω
}
= f (ω)ϵ,q,r,σ(x

ω),

i.e. fω = f
(ω)
ϵ,q,r,σ . For ω′ ⪯̸ ω, there exists either a j⋆ =min{j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1− ω′

j = 1}, in
which case we proceed as above, or there exists no such j⋆, in which case ω ≺ ω′. In this
case we have

fω′(x) = EP

{
η(X)−

∑
ω′′≺ω′

fω′′(X)
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}
= EP

{
0
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}
= 0.

We deduce that σ2ω′ = 0 for all ω′ ̸= ω. Finally, we have

σ2ω =

∫
Rd

f2ω(x)dµ(x) = aϵ2 +
b

4
+ 2dω

∫
Rω

(
ϵ+

1

4
∥xω − zω∥βω

)2
dµ(x)≥ b/4.

Thus Q ∈QE({ω}, cE,O), for cE ≤ b/4.
For the final part of the result, if x1, x2 ∈ Rd are such that sign(xω1 ) = sign(xω2 ), then by

Corollary S11,

|fω(x1)−fω(x2)|= |f+ϵ,q,r,σ(s⊙x1)−f+ϵ,q,r,σ(s⊙x2)| ≤
1

2
∥s⊙x1−s⊙x2∥βω ≤ ∥x1−x2∥βω .

On the other hand, if s1 := sign(xω1 ) ̸= sign(xω2 ) =: s2, then there exists z ∈ Sω with z =
x1 + ζ(x2 − x1) for some ζ ∈ [0,1]. Then, again by Corollary S11,

|fω(x1)−fω(x2)| ≤ |fω(x1)− fω(z)|+ |fω(z)− fω(x2)|

≤ |f+ϵ,q,r,σ(s1 ⊙ x1)− f+ϵ,q,r,σ(s1 ⊙ z)|+ |f+ϵ,q,r,σ(s2 ⊙ z)− f+ϵ,q,r,σ(s2 ⊙ x2)|

≤ 1

2
∥s1 ⊙ x1 − s1 ⊙ z∥βω +

1

2
∥s2 ⊙ z − s2 ⊙ x2∥βω =

1

2
∥x1 − z∥βω +

1

2
∥z − x2∥βω

=
1

2
(ζβω + (1− ζ)βω)∥x1 − x2∥βω ≤ 1

2
21−βω∥x1 − x2∥βω ≤ ∥x1 − x2∥βω .

Finally, for ω′ ̸= ω we have |fω′(x1)−fω′(x2)|= 0≤ ∥x1−x2∥βω′ ; In other words, we have
P ∈ PS(β,1).

LEMMA S13. Fix d ∈ N, ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, κ ∈ (0,1/
√
dω), q ∈ N, r > 0, βω ∈

(0,1], ϵ ∈ (0, (1/4) ∧ (1/8 · (r/q)βω)], σ = (σt)t∈[T ] ∈ {−1,1}T . Fix CM ≥ max{1 +

4dω/βω(2κ)−dωVdω
,2α}, α ∈ [0, dω/βω], and a ∈ [0, ϵα], b ∈ (0,1/4]. Let P = P

(ω)
ϵ,q,r,σ,a,b de-

note the distribution on Rd×{0,1} with regression function η = η
(ω)
ϵ,q,r,σ and marginal feature

distribution µ= µ
(ω)
κ,r,q,a,b. Then P ∈ PM(α,CM).
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PROOF. First, if t ∈ (0, ϵ), then µ
({
x ∈ Rd : |η(x) − 1/2| < t

})
= 0 ≤ CM · tα. For

t ∈ [ϵ,1/2), by (S6) and the definition of η, if x ∈ supp(µ) \
⋃

s∈{−1,1}d(s⊙ T ω
q,r) satisfies

|η(x)− 1/2|< t, then ∥x− zω∥ ≤ (4t)1/βω . Thus

µ
({
x ∈Rd :

∣∣η(x)− 1/2
∣∣< t

})
= 2dωµ

(
T ω
q,r

)
+2dωµ

(
B(4t)1/βω (z

ω)∩Rω
)

= a+
(1− a− b)

κdω
Ldω

(
Πω

(
B(4t)1/βω (z

ω)∩Rω
))

≤ ϵα +
(1− a− b)(4t)dω/βωVdω

(2κ)dω
≤CM · tα.

Finally, if t≥ 1/2, then

µ
({
x ∈Rd :

∣∣η(x)− 1/2
∣∣< t

})
≤ 1≤ (2t)α ≤CM · tα,

as required.

S2.4. Proof of the lower bound in the light tailed case. We can now complete the proof
in the case that Ω⋆ = {ω} is a singleton for which γω = min{γj : ωj = 1} ≥ 1. Recall that
nω =

∑n
i=1 1{ω⪯oi}.

LEMMA S14. Fix d,n ∈ N, O ⊆ {0,1}d, o1, . . . , on ∈ O, ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, cE ∈
[0,1/4], γ ∈ [0,∞)d, CL ≥ 1, β ∈ (0,1]d, CS ≥ 1, α ∈ [0,∞) and CM ≥ 1. Let βω :=
min{βj : ωj = 1}. Suppose that γω = min{γj : ωj = 1} ≥ 1, αβω ≤ dω , CM ≥ max{1 +

4dω/βω(dω)
−dω/2Vdω

,2α}, cE ≤ 1/16 and CL ≥ 4γmax(dω+1), where γmax = maxj∈[d]{γj}.
Then there exists a constant c, depending only on γω , dω , βω and α, such that

inf
Ĉ∈Cn

sup
Q

EQ

{
EPQ

(Ĉ)
∣∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

}
≥ c ·max

{
n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω ,1

}
,

where the supremum is taken over Q ∈Q′
Miss({ω}, cE,γ,CL,β,CS, α,CM,O).

PROOF. First, let a0 := 2−3dωγω , a1 := 23γωdω/βω+2γωdω ·dγωdω/2
ω , b0 = 2−1(dω2

dω)−γmax ,
and

q0 := min

{
a
(2+α)/(α∧1)
0 25+dω ,

(a0
a1

· 2(dω+5)αβω(1−γω)+γωdω
βω(2+α)

) (2+α)βω
αβω+γωdω+2γωβω ,2

dω(dω−3α−1)

dω+(2+α)βω

}
.

Further let

ρ :=
γω(dω − αβω) + αβω
γω(2βω + dω) + αβω

∈ [0,1); q := ⌊(q0nρω)1/dω⌋,

m := qdω , ϵ := min
{( m

2dω+5nω

) 1

2+α

,1/4
}
, u :=

ϵα

m
,

κ :=
1

2
√
dω
, a := ϵα, b :=

1

4
, r := (8ϵ)1/βω · q.

Suppose initially that nω > q
−1/ρ
0 , so that q ≥ 1. For σ ∈ {−1,1}m, let Qσ denote the dis-

tribution with marginal µ = µ
(ω)
κ,r,q,a,b, regression function ησ = η

(ω)
ϵ,q,r,σ and for which O is

independent of (X,Y ) and uniformly distributed on O.
We now show that Qσ ∈ Q′

Miss({ω}, cE,γ,CL,β,CS, α,CM,O), by applying in turn the
results from the previous subsections. First, Qσ ∈QMiss(O) since the missingness indicator
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O is independent of (X,Y ) and P(O = o) > 0 for all o ∈ O. Next, to apply Corollary S9,
using that ρ− 1 = −γωβω(2+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
, we have

a= ϵα ≤
( m

2dω+5nω

) α

2+α ≤
( q0n

ρ
ω

2dω+5nω

) α

2+α

=
( q0
25+dω

)α/(2+α)
n
− γωαβω

γω(2β+dω)+αβω
ω ≤ aα∧10 ≤ a0,

by the first term in the minimum in the definition of q0. Further, this also implies that(
m

2dω+5nω

) 1

2+α < 1
4 , so ϵ < 1/4. Moreover, since αβω ≤ dω ,

a1−γω(4r
√
dω)

γωdω = ϵα(1−γω)+γωdω/βω · qγωdω · 23dωγω/βω+2γωdω · dγωdω/2
ω

≤
(q0nρ−1

ω

2dω+5

)α(1−γω)+γωdω/βω
2+α ·

(
q0n

ρ
ω

)γω · a1

=
( q0
2dω+5

)α(1−γω)+γωdω/βω
2+α · qγω

0 · a1 ≤ a0,

where we have used the second term in the minimum in the definition of q0, thus (S3) holds.
To show that (S4) and (S5) hold, first note that

r = (8ϵ)1/βω · q ≤ 81/βω

( m

2dω+5nω

) 1

(2+α)βω · (q0nρω)1/dω

= 81/βω ·
( q0
25+dω

) 1

(2+α)βω · q1/dω

0 · n
(1−γω)αβω

(γω(2βω+dω)+αβω)dω
ω ≤ 1,

where we have used the fact that γω ≥ 1 and the third term in the definition of q0. Thus, the
minima in (S4) and (S5) are both attained by 1, and we have

b1−γω ≤ b1−γmax = 4γmax−1 ≤CL · b0,

since CL ≥ 4γmax(dω+1) ≥ 4γmax−1b−1
0 . We deduce that (S4) and (S5) hold, and therefore that

Qσ ∈ QL(γ,CL,O) by Corollary S9. Further, since b = 1/4, we have cE ≤ 1/16 = b/4,
thus by Lemma S12, the upper bound on CM and Lemma S13, we deduce that P σ ≡ PQσ ∈
PS(β,1)∩PM(α,CM) and Qσ ∈QE({ω}, 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 ϵ and u, we have 2dω+5nωϵ
2u= 1,

(ii) Letting zt := zωt for t ∈ [m], we have that µ({sω ⊙ zωt }) = u for all t ∈ [m] and s ∈
{−1,1}d by the construction of the marginal measure in (15) ,

(iii) By the construction of the regression function (S6), we have ησ(zωt ) = 1/2 + σtϵ for
t ∈ [m], and ησ(sω ⊙ zωt ) = 1/2 +

(∏
j∈[d]:(sω)j=−1(s

ω)j
)
· σtϵ, for all t ∈ [m] and s ∈

{−1,1}d.
(iv) Since, for σ,σ′ ∈ Σ, the support is given by supp(µ) =

⋃
s∈{−1,1}d s ⊙ (T ω

q,r ∪ Rω ∪⋃
j∈[d]:ωj=1Rω

j ), and since we have ησ = ησ
′

on Rω ∪
⋃

j∈[d]:ωj=1Rω
j , we indeed have

ησ(x) = ησ
′
(x) for all x ∈ supp(µ) \

⋃
t∈[m],s∈{−1,1}d{sω ⊙ zωt },

(v) Again by construction, we have
(
supp(µ) \

⋃
t∈[m],s∈{−1,1}d{sω ⊙ zωt }

)⋂
(−r− 1, r+

1)d =
(⋃

s∈{−1,1}d s⊙
(
Rω ∪

⋃
j∈[d]:ωj=1Rω

j

))⋂
(−r− 1, r+ 1)d = ∅,

(vi) By construction of the distribution of O, we have O |= (X,Y ).
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Then, for nω > (q0)
−1/ρ, since ϵ=

(
m

2dω+5nω

) 1

2+α the lower bound in (S1) in Lemma S5 gives

inf
Ĉ∈Cn

sup
Q

EQ{EP (Ĉ)|O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on} ≥
muϵ

2
=
ϵ1+α

2
=

1

2

(
m

2dω+5nω

) 1+α

2+α

≥ 1

2

( q0n
ρ
ω

22dω+5nω

) 1+α

2+α

= 2−1− (2dω+5)(1+α)

2+α q
1+α

2+α

0 n
(1+α)(ρ−1)

(2+α)

ω =: c̃ · n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω .

Finally, if nω ≤ q
−1/ρ
0 (including possibly nω = 0), then using the fact that the excess risk is

decreasing in nω , we conclude that the result follows with c := c̃ · q
βωγω(1+α)

ρ{γω(2βω+dω)+αβω}
0 .

S2.5. Properties of the marginal construction in the heavy tailed case. We now turn to
the proof of the lower bound when γω < 1. Recall the definitions of ν0, ν1,q̃ , ν2,q,r,a and
µ
(ω)

q,q̃,r,a,j̃
from Section 5.1.2 (and see Figure 5 ).

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. Fix d ∈ N, q̃ ∈ N, d0, d1 ∈ N, with d0 + d1 ≥ 1, and γ1 > 0. Let ν :=
ν⊗d0

0 ⊗ ν⊗d1

1 . Then

ν
(
{x ∈Rd0+d1 : ρν,d1

(x)< ξ}
)
≤
{
(2
√
d1)

d1ξ
}γ1 .

Further, fixing C0 > 1, q ∈ N, r > 1 and γ2 ∈ (0,1). If a < min{1/2,1 − 1/C
1/γ2

0 } and
satisfies a1−γ2rγ2 ≤ 1, then

ν2

(
{x ∈R : ρν2,1(x)≤ ξ}

)
≤C0 · (2ξ)γ2 .

As a consequence, for γ1 > 2, we have

(ν ⊗ ν2)
(
{x ∈Rd0+d1+1 : ρν⊗ν2,d1+1(x)≤ ξ}

)
≤C0 · 22+3γ2+3(d1+1)γ1/2 · dd1γ1/2

1 ξγ2 .

PROOF. First note that ρν1,1(x) = 0, for all x ∈R\
⋃

j∈[q̃]{1+ j/q̃}∪{−1− j/q̃}. On the
other hand, for x ∈

⋃
j∈[q̃]{1+j/q̃}∪{−1−j/q̃} and ζ ∈ (0,1), we have ν1

(
[x−ζ,x+ζ]

)
≥

ζ/2. Thus ρν1,1(x)≥ 1/2, for all x ∈
⋃

j∈[q̃]{1+ j/q̃} ∪ {−1− j/q̃}. Hence, if ξ ∈ (0,1/2),
then we have

ν1

(
{x ∈R : ρν1,1(x)≤ ξ}

)
= 0≤ (2ξ)γ1 .

If ξ > 1/2, then we have

ν1

(
{x ∈R : ρν1,1(x)≤ ξ}

)
≤ 1≤ (2ξ)γ1 .

Now turning to the measure ν := ν⊗d0

0 ⊗ ν⊗d1

1 , for d0, d1 ∈ N. By similar arguments, for
ζ ∈ (0,1) and x= (0, . . . ,0, xd0+1, . . . , xd0+d1

)T ∈Rd0+d1 , with xd0+k ∈
⋃

j∈[q̃]{1+ j/q̃} ∪
{−1− j/q̃}, for k ∈ [d1], we have

ν(Bζ(x))

ζd1
≥ d

−d1/2
1

∏
j∈[d1]

ν1

(
(xd0+j − ζ/

√
d1, xd0+j + ζ/

√
d1)
)

ζ/
√
d1

≥ 1

(2
√
d1)d1

.
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Therefore, if ξ ∈ (0, (2
√
d1)

−d1), then we have

ν
(
{x ∈R : ρν,d1

(x)< ξ}
)
= 0≤ {(2

√
d1)

d1ξ
}γ1 .

Further, if ξ ≥ (2
√
d1)

−d1 , then we have

ν
(
{x ∈R : ρν,d1

(x)< ξ}
)
≤ 1≤

{
(2
√
d1)

d1ξ
}γ1 .

This completes the proof of the first part of the lemma.
For the second part, first consider the ν2 measure. We have ρν2,1(x) = 0, for all x ∈ R \{⋃
j∈[q]{1+ rj/q}∪{−1− rj/q}

⋃
(1+ r,2+ r)∪ (−2− r,−1− r)

}
. For x ∈

⋃
j∈[q]{1+

rj/q} ∪ {−1 − rj/q} and ζ ∈ (0,1), since r > 1, we have ν2
(
[x − ζ,x + ζ]

)
≥ aζ

2r . Thus
ρν2,1(x)≥ a/(2r), for all x ∈

⋃
j∈[q]{1+ rj/q}∪{−1− rj/q}. Moreover, if x ∈ (1+ r,2+

r) ∪ (−2− r,−1− r), then ν2
(
[x− ζ,x+ ζ]

)
≥ (1−a)ζ

2 . It follows that, if ξ ∈ (0, a/(2r)),
then we have

ν2

(
{x ∈R : ρν0,1(x)≤ ξ}

)
= 0≤ (2ξ)γ2 .

If ξ ∈ [a/(2r), (1− a)/2), then we have

ν2

(
{x ∈R : ρν2,1(x)≤ ξ}

)
≤ a≤ 2γ2

( a
2r

)γ2 ≤ (2ξ)γ2 .

Finally, if ξ ≥ (1− a)/2, then we have

ν2

(
{x ∈R : ρν2,1(x)≤ ξ}

)
≤ 1≤

( 2ξ

1− a

)γ2

≤C0(2ξ)
γ2 .

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

(ν ⊗ ν2)
(
{x ∈Rd0+d1+1 : ρν⊗ν2,d1+1(x)< ξ}

)
≤C0 · 22+3γ2+3(d1+1)γ1/2 · dd1γ1/2

1 · ξγ2 .

COROLLARY S16. Fix d ∈ N, O ⊆ {0,1}d, γ = (γ1, . . . , γd) ∈ [0,∞)d, r > 0, q̃, q ∈ N,
ω ∈ {0,1}d \{0d}, C0 > 1, j̃ ∈ {j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1} and a ∈ [0,1). Let γω := min{γj : ωj = 1}
and let γmax := 2 ∨max{γj : j ∈ [d]}. Let Q≡Qq,q̃,r,a,j̃ be the distribution of (X,Y,O) on

Rd ×{0,1}× {0,1}d with X-marginal distribution µ= µ
(ω)

q,q̃,r,a,j̃
, with O |= (X,Y ) and with

P(O = o)> 0 for all o ∈O. If γj̃ = γω < 1, a <min{1/2,1− 1/C
1/γω

0 } and a1−γωrγω ≤ 1,

then Q ∈QL(γ,CL,O) for any CL ≥C0 · 22+3γω+3dωγmax/2 · ddωγmax/2
ω .

PROOF. For ω′ ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, we have

µω′ =

{⊗j̃−1
j=1 νωj∧ω′

j
⊗ ν2 ⊗

⊗d
j=j̃+1 νωj∧ω′

j
if ω′

j̃
= 1⊗d

j=1 νωj∧ω′
j

otherwise.

If ω′
j̃
= 0, then by permuting the order of the coordinates if necessary and the first part of

Lemma S15 with γ1 = γω′ , d0 = d− dω∧ω′ , d1 = dω∧ω′ ≤max{dω′ , dω − 1}, we have

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
≤CL · ξγω′ ,

for all ξ > 0, since CL ≥ (2
√
dω)

dωγmax . Further, if ω′ = ej̃ , by the second part of Lemma S15
with γ2 = γω we have

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
≤CL · ξγω ,
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for all ξ > 0, since CL ≥C02
γω . Finally, by the third part of Lemma S15 with γ1 = γmax ≥ 2,

γ2 = γω , d0 = d− dω∧ω′ , d1 = dω∧ω′ − 1, we have

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
≤CL · ξγω ,

since CL ≥C0 · 22+3γω+3dωγmax/2 · ddωγmax/2
ω . Since O |= (X,Y ) and thus µω′ = µω′|o for any

o ∈O, this completes the proof.

S2.6. Regression function construction in the heavy tailed case. We now construct the
regression functions ησω , for σ ∈ {−1,1}T , for the heavy tailed case (γω < 1), using the
marginal distribution constructed in Section S2.6, along with the additional quantities β =
(β1, . . . , βd) ∈ (0,1]d, cE ∈ [0,1/4)], ϵ ∈ (0,1/4) and σ ∈ {−1,1}T . Let T := q̃dω−1 · q and
let zω1 , . . . , z

ω
T be an enumeration of the set

T ω :=
{
ω+

((v1
q̃
, . . . ,

vj̃−1

q̃
,
rvj̃
q
,
vj̃+1

q̃
, . . . ,

vd
q̃

)T)ω
: vj ∈ [q̃] for j ∈ [d] \ {j̃}, vj̃ ∈ [q]

}
.

Let

Rω
j̃
:=
{
ω+
((v1

q̃
, . . . ,

vj̃−1

q̃
, r+uj̃ ,

vj̃+1

q̃
, . . . ,

vd
q̃

)T)ω
: vj ∈ [q̃] for j∈[d]\{j̃}, uj̃∈(0,1)

}
.

Recall that Sω = {xω ∈ Rd : (Πω(x
ω))j = 0 for some j ∈ [dω]} is the coordinate axes lying

in the dω-dimensional submanifold (Rd)ω = {x ∈ Rd : xj = 0 for all j ∈ [d] with ωj = 0}.
We define the function f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ :Rω

j̃
∪ T ω ∪ Sω →R by

f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x) :=


σt · ϵ if xω = zωt
0 if xω ∈ Sω

1
2 if xω ∈Rω

j̃
.

(S8)

Recalling that βω := min{βj : ωj = 1}, we will now show that there exists a βω-Hölder
continuous extension fϵ,q,r,σ of f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ onto Rd. Then, letting ησ(x) = 1/2 + fϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x),
the corresponding distribution Q of (X,Y,O) belongs to QE({ω}, cE,O), and the distribu-
tion P = PQ of (X,Y ) belongs to PS(β,CS) and PM(α,CM) for appropriate choices of the
parameters, see the subsequent lemmas.

LEMMA S17. Fix d ∈ N, ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, q̃, q ∈ N, r > 1, β ∈ (0,1]d and let βω =
min{βj : ωj = 1}. Fix further j̃ ∈ {j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1} and ϵ ∈ (0, (1/4 · (r/q)βω) ∧ (1/4 ·
(1/q̃)βω)]. Let further σ = (σt)t∈[T ] ∈ {−1,1}T . Then

|f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x1)− f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x2)| ≤
1

2
∥x1 − x2∥βω ,

for all x1, x2 ∈ T ω ∪ Sω ∪Rω
j̃

.

PROOF. If x1 = x2, x1, x2 ∈ Sω , or x1, x2 ∈ Rω
j̃

, then |f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x1) − f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x2)| =
0≤ 1/2∥x1 − x2∥βω . If x1 ∈ T ω ∪ Sω and x2 ∈ T ω , with x1 ̸= x2, then

|f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x1)− f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x2)| ≤ 2ϵ≤ 1

2

((r
q

)βω ∧
(1
q̃

)βω

)
≤ 1

2
∥x1 − x2∥βω .

If x1 ∈Rω
j̃

and x2 ∈ T ω∪Sω , then |f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x1)−f
◦,+
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x2)| ≤ 1/2≤ 1/2 · ∥x1−x2∥βω ,

and the result follows.
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COROLLARY S18. Fix d ∈ N, ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, q̃, q ∈ N, r > 1, βω ∈ (0,1], j̃ ∈
{j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1}, ϵ ∈ (0, (1/4 · (r/q)βω) ∧ (1/4 · (1/q̃)βω)] and σ = (σt)t∈[T ] ∈ {−1,1}T .
There exists a function f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ : [0,∞)d → R such that for all x ∈ T ω ∪ Sω ∪ Rω

j̃
we

have f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x) = f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x); and further we have f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x1) = f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x
ω
1 ), as well

as |f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x1)− f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x2)| ≤ (1/2) · ∥x1 − x2∥βω for all x1, x2 ∈ [0,∞)d.

PROOF. Note that (S8) depends only on xω , such that by McShane’s extension theorem
(McShane, 1934) on Rdω there exists a βω-Hölder continuous extension of f◦,+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x

ω) onto
([0,∞)d)ω . The result follows by setting f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x) = f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x

ω) for any x ∈ [0,∞)d.

We now define the function f (ω)ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ : Rd → R. Given x = (x1, . . . , xd)
T ∈ Rd, let s =

(s1, . . . , sd)
T ∈ {−1,1}d be sj := sign(xj) and define

f
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x) :=

( ∏
j∈[dω]

{Πω(s)}j
)
· f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(s⊙ x).(S9)

Finally, define η(ω)ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x) := 1/2 + f
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x), for x ∈Rd.

LEMMA S19. Fix d ∈ N, O ⊆ {0,1}d, ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, q̃, q ∈ N, r > 1, a ∈ (0,1/2],
β ∈ (0,1]d and let βω =min{βj : ωj = 1}. Fix further j̃ ∈ {j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1}, ϵ ∈ (0, (1/4 ·
(r/q)βω) ∧ (1/4 · (1/q̃)βω)], σ = (σt)t∈[T ] ∈ {−1,1}T , cE ≤ 1/8. Let Q ≡ Qq,q̃,r,a,j̃ be the

distribution of (X,Y,O) on Rd×{0,1}×{0,1}d withX-marginal distribution µ= µ
(ω)

q,q̃,r,a,j̃
,

with regression function η = η
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ , with O |= (X,Y ) and with P(O = o)> 0 for all o ∈O.

Then Q belongs to QE({ω}, cE,O) and PQ, the distribution of (X,Y ) belongs to PS(β,1).

PROOF. We first show that the functions given by Equations (4) and (5) satisfy fω =

f
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ and fω′ ≡ 0, for all ω′ ∈ {0,1}d \ {ω}. First, by the symmetry of f (ω)ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ , and

letting j⋆ =min{j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1} we have

f0 = EP

{
η(X)

}
− 1

2
= EP {f (ω)ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(X)}=

∫
Rd

f
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x)dµ(x)

=

∫
Rd

f
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x)1{xj⋆>0} dµ(x) +

∫
Rd

f
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x)1{xj⋆<0} dµ(x)

=
1

2d−dω

∑
s∈{−1,1}d:sj⋆=1

( dω∏
j=2

{Πω(s)}j
)
·
∫
T ω∪Rω

j̃

f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x)dµ(x)

− 1

2d−dω

∑
s∈{−1,1}d:sj⋆=−1

( dω∏
j=2

{Πω(s)}j
)
·
∫
T ω∪Rω

j̃

f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x)dµ(x) = 0.

where the fourth equality holds since f (ω)ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x) = 0 wherever xj⋆ = 0. Further, for 0 ≺
ω′ ≺ ω, now letting j⋆ =min{j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1− ω′

j = 1} and by induction we get

fω′(x) = EP

{
η(X)− 1

2
−
∑

ω′′≺ω′

fω′′(X)
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}
= EP

{
f
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(X)

∣∣∣Xω′
= xω

′
}

= EP

{
f
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(X)

(
1{xj⋆ > 0}+ 1{xj⋆ < 0}

)∣∣∣Xω′
= xω

′
}
= 0
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using the same argument as for the ω′ = 0d case. We further get

fω(x) = EP

{
η(X)− 1

2
−
∑
ω′≺ω

fω′(X)
∣∣∣Xω = xω

}
= EP

{
f
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(X)

∣∣∣Xω = xω
}
= f

(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x

ω),

i.e. fω = f
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ . For ω′ ⪯̸ ω, there exists either a j⋆ =min{j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1− ω′

j = 1}, in
which case we proceed as above, or there exists no such j⋆, in which case ω ≺ ω′. In this
case we have

fω′(x) = EP

{
η(X)−

∑
ω′′≺ω′

fω′′(X)
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}
= EP

{
0
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}
= 0.

We deduce that σ2ω′ = 0 for all ω′ ̸= ω. Finally, we have

σ2ω =

∫
Rd

f2ω(x)dµ(x) = aϵ2 + 2dω

∫
Rω

j̃

1/4dµ(x) = aϵ2 +
1− a

4
≥ 1/8,

thus Q ∈QE({ω}, cE,O), for cE ≤ 1/8.
For the final part of the result, if x1, x2 ∈ Rd are such that sign(xω1 ) = sign(xω2 ), then by

Corollary S18,

|fω(x1)− fω(x2)|= |f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(s⊙ x1)− f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(s⊙ x2)|

≤ 1

2
∥s⊙ x1 − s⊙ x2∥βω ≤ ∥x1 − x2∥βω .

On the other hand, if s1 := sign(xω1 ) ̸= sign(xω2 ) =: s2, then there exists z ∈ Sω with z =
x1 + ζ(x2 − x1) for some ζ ∈ [0,1]. Then, again by Corollary S18,

|fω(x1)− fω(x2)| ≤ |fω(x1)− fω(z)|+ |fω(z)− fω(x2)|

≤ |f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(s1 ⊙ x1)− f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(s1 ⊙ z)|+ |f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(s2 ⊙ z)− f+ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(s2 ⊙ x2)|

≤ 1

2
∥s1 ⊙ x1 − s1 ⊙ z∥βω +

1

2
∥s2 ⊙ z − s2 ⊙ x2∥βω =

1

2
∥x1 − z∥βω +

1

2
∥z − x2∥βω

=
1

2
(ζβω + (1− ζ)βω)∥x1 − x2∥βω ≤ 1

2
21−βω∥x1 − x2∥βω ≤ ∥x1 − x2∥βω .

Finally, for ω′ ̸= ω we have |fω′(x1)−fω′(x2)|= 0≤ ∥x1−x2∥βω′ ; In other words, we have
P ∈ PS(β,1).

LEMMA S20. Fix d ∈ N, ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, q̃, q ∈ N, r > 1, βω ∈ (0,1], j̃ ∈ {j ∈ [d] :
ωj = 1}, ϵ ∈ (0, (1/4 · (r/q)βω) ∧ (1/4 · (1/q̃)βω)], σ = (σt)t∈[T ] ∈ {−1,1}T . Fix CM ≥ 2α,

α ∈ [0, dω/βω], and a ∈ [0, ϵα]. Let P = P
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ,a denote the distribution on Rd × {0,1}

with regression function η = η
(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ and marginal feature distribution µ = µ

(ω)
q̃,q,r,a. Then

P ∈ PM(α,CM).

PROOF. First, if t ∈ (0, ϵ), then µ
({
x ∈ Rd : |η(x)− 1/2| < t

})
= 0 ≤ CM · tα. For t ∈

[ϵ,1/2), we have by the definition of η that

µ
({
x ∈Rd :

∣∣η(x)− 1/2
∣∣< t

})
= 2dωµ

(
T ω
)
= a≤ ϵα ≤CM · tα.

Finally, if t≥ 1/2, then

µ
({
x ∈Rd :

∣∣η(x)− 1/2
∣∣< t

})
≤ 1≤ (2t)α ≤CM · tα,

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

LEMMA S21. Fix d,n ∈ N, O ⊆ {0,1}d, o1, . . . , on ∈ O, ω ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, cE ∈
[0,1/4], γ ∈ [0,∞)d, CL ≥ 1, β ∈ (0,1]d and let βω =min{βj : ωj = 1}. Fix further CS ≥ 1,
α ∈ [0,∞) and CM ≥ 1. Suppose that γω = min{γj : ωj = 1} < 1, αβω ≤ dω , CM ≥ 2α,
cE ≤ 1/8 and CL ≥C0 ·23+3γω+3dωγmax/2 ·ddωγmax/2

ω . Then there exists a constant c, depend-
ing only on γω , CL, dω , βω , α, such that

inf
Ĉ∈Cn

sup
Q

EQ

{
EP (Ĉ)

∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on
}
≥ c ·min

{
n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω ,1

}
,

where the supremum is taken over Q ∈Q′
Miss({ω}, cE,γ,CL,β,CS, α,CM,O).

PROOF. First, let a1 := 23γω/βω and

q0 := min

{
25+dω ,

(
2(dω+5)α(1−γω)+γω/βω

2+α · a−1
1

) 2+α

α(1−γω)+γω/βω+γω(2+α)

,2(2+dω)(2+α)

}
.

Further let

ρ :=
γω(dω − αβω) + αβω
γω(2βω + dω) + αβω

∈ [0,1); ρ1 :=
γω(1− αβω) + αβω
γω(2βω + dω) + αβω

∈ [0, ρ];

q := ⌊q0n
γω+αβω(1−γω)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω ⌋, q̃ := ⌊n

γω
γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω ⌋; m := q · q̃dω−1

ϵ := min
{( m

2dω+5nω

) 1

2+α

,1/4
}
, r := (8ϵ)1/βω · q, u :=

ϵα

m
, a := ϵα.

Fix j̃ ∈ argminj∈{j′∈[d]:ωj′=1} γj , so that γj̃ = γω .

Suppose initially that nω > q
−1/ρ1

0 , so that q ≥ 1. For σ ∈ {−1,1}m, let Qσ ≡ Qσ
q,q̃,r,a,j̃

be the distribution of (X,Y,O) on Rd × {0,1} × {0,1}d with X-marginal distribution µ=

µ
(ω)

q,q̃,r,a,j̃
, with regression function η = η

(ω)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ , withO |= (X,Y ) and with P(O = o) = 1/|O|

for all o ∈ O. We now show that Qσ ∈Q′
Miss({ω}, cE,γ,CL,β,CS, α,CM,O), by applying

in turn the results from the previous subsections. First, to apply Corollary S9, using that
ρ− 1 = −γωβω(2+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
and that

m≤ q0n
γω+αβω(1−γω)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω · n

(dω−1)γω
γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω = q0n

ρ−1
ω ,

it follows that

a= ϵα ≤
( q0n

ρ
ω

2dω+5nω

) α

2+α

=
( q0
25+dω

)α/(2+α)
· n

− γωαβω
γω(2βω+dω)+αβω

ω ≤ 1,

by the first term in the minimum in the definition of q0. Further, this also implies that(
m

2dω+5nω

) 1

2+α < 1
4q̃ , so ϵ < 1/(4q̃)≤ 1/4. Moreover, if

nω >N0 := max
{
q
−1/ρ1

0 ,
( 8

2βω

( 1

22dω+5

) 1

2+α

q
1+2βω+αβω

2+α

0

)− γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
αβ2

ω(1−γω)
}
,

then, using that γω < 1, we have

rβω = 8ϵqβω ≥ 4
( q0n

ρ
ω

22dω+5nω

) 1

2+α

qβω

0 nβωρ1
ω =

8

2βω

( 1

22dω+5

) 1

2+α

q
1+2βω+αβω

2+α

0 ·n
αβ2

ω(1−γω)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω > 1,
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so r > 1. Suppose now that nω >N0. Then, since αβω ≤ dω ,

a1−γωrγω = 23γω/βωϵα(1−γω)+γω/βω · qγω ≤ 23γω/βω

(q0nρ−1
ω

2dω+5

)α(1−γω)+γω/βω
2+α · qγω

0 n
γω{γω+αβω(1−γω)}
γω(2βω+dω)+αβω

ω

= a1 ·
( q0
2dω+5

)α(1−γω)+γω/βω
2+α · qγω

0 ≤ 1,

where we have used the second term in the minimum in the definition of q0. Thus by Corol-
lary S16 we have Qσ ∈QL(γ,CL,O). Further we have

8ϵ · q̃βω ≤ 8
( q0n

ρ
ω

2dω+5nω

) 1

2+α

q̃βω = 8
( q0
25+dω

) 1

2+α ≤ 1

by the third term in the definition of q0. Finally, by the upper bound on cE, Lemma S19,
the upper bound on CM and Lemma S20, we deduce that Qσ ∈ QE({ω}, cE,O), as well as
P σ ∈ PS(β,1)∩PM(α,CM) for the distribution P σ 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 ϵ and u, we have 2dω+5nωϵ
2u= 1,

(ii) Letting zt := zωt for t ∈ [m], we have that µ({sω ⊙ zωt }) = 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 ησ(zωt ) = 1/2 + σtϵ for
t ∈ [m], and ησ(sω ⊙ zωt ) = 1/2 +

(∏
j∈[d]:(sω)j=−1(s

ω)j
)
· σtϵ, for all t ∈ [m] and s ∈

{−1,1}d,
(iv) Since, for σ,σ′ ∈Σ, the support is given by supp(µ) =

⋃
s∈{−1,1}d s⊙ (T ω ∪Rω

j̃
), and

since we have ησ = ησ
′

on Rω
j̃

, we indeed have ησ(x) = ησ
′
(x) for all x ∈ supp(µ) \⋃

t∈[m],s∈{−1,1}d{sω ⊙ zωt },

(v) Again by construction, we have
(
supp(µ) \

⋃
t∈[m],s∈{−1,1}d{sω ⊙ zωt }

)⋂
(−r− 1, r+

1)d = ∅,
(vi) By construction of the distribution of O, we have O |= (X,Y ).

Then, for nω >N0, since ϵ=
(

m
2dω+5nω

) 1

2+α the lower bound in (S1) in Lemma S5 gives

inf
Ĉ∈Cn

sup
Q

EQ{EP (Ĉ) |O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on} ≥
muϵ

2
=
ϵ1+α

2
=

1

2

(
m

2dω+5nω

) 1+α

2+α

≥ 1

2

( q0n
ρ
ω

2dω+6nω

) 1+α

2+α

= 2−1− (dω+6)(1+α)

2+α q
1+α

2+α

0 n
(1+α)(ρ−1)

(2+α)

ω =: c̃ · n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω .

Finally, if nω ≤ N0 (including possibly nω = 0), then using the fact that the excess risk is

decreasing in nω , we conclude that the result follows with c := c̃ ·N
βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω

0 .

S2.8. Proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1 . In this section, we extend the ideas from
this section to the case that |Ω⋆| ≥ 2. If Ω⋆ = {ω⋆} for one ω⋆ ∈ {0,1}d \ {0d}, then to prove
the lower bound in Theorem 1 , we can directly apply Lemma S14 if γω⋆ ≥ 1, or Lemma S21
if γω⋆ < 1. To deal with the case that |Ω⋆| ≥ 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 QE(Ω⋆, cE,O). To this end, for |Ω⋆| ≥ 2, fix

ω⋆ ∈ argmax
ω∈Ω⋆∩N

{
n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

}
.
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If γω⋆ ≥ 1, we will use the construction from Section S2.2 and Lemma S14. On the other
hand, if γω⋆ < 1, we will use the construction from Section S2.5 and Lemma S21. To be
more precise, let r ≥ 1, κ > 0, q̃, q ∈N, a, b ∈ [0,1/2], j̃ ∈ [d], and define

µ(Ω⋆)(A)≡ µ
(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃
(A) :=

1

|Ω⋆|
·
{
µ
(ω⋆)
κ,r,q,a,b(A)1{γω⋆≥1} + µ

(ω⋆)

q̃,q,r,a,j̃
(A)1{γω⋆<1}

}
+

1

2d|Ω⋆|
·

∑
ω∈Ω⋆\{ω⋆}

∑
s∈{−1,1}d

1{(1+r)·(s⊙ω)∈A}.

(S10)

Furthermore, let

R± :=
{
x ∈Rd : ∃s ∈ {−1,1}d, ω ∈Ω⋆ \ {ω⋆} such that x= (1+ r) · (s⊙ ω)

}
and define, for ϵ ∈ (0,1/4) and σ ∈ {−1,1}T the regression function as

η
(Ω⋆)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ(x) :=

{
η
(ω⋆)
ϵ,q,r,σ(A)1{γω⋆≥1} + η

(ω⋆)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ1{γω⋆<1} if x= xω

⋆

1/2 + 1/2 ·
(∏

j∈[dω]
{Πω(s)}j

)
if x= (1+ r) · (s⊙ ω) ∈R± .

(S11)

Let Q ≡ Q
(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃,σ
denote the distribution on Rd × {0,1} × {0,1}d with regression

function η(Ω⋆)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ , marginal feature distribution µ(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃
, and for which O |= (X,Y ) with

O ∼ U(O) when (X,Y,O)∼Q. We will now show thatQ ∈QE(Ω⋆, cE,O)∩QL(γ,CL,O)
and that P ≡ PQ ∈ PS(β,CS)∩PM(α,CM).

LEMMA S22. Fix d,n ∈ N, O ⊆ {0,1}d, γ = (γ1, . . . , γd) ∈ [0,∞)d, CL > 1, β =
(β1, . . . , βd) ∈ (0,1]d, α ∈ [0,∞), Ω⋆ ∈ I({0,1}d) \ {{0d},∅} with |Ω⋆| ≥ 2. Fix further

o1, . . . , on ∈O and ω⋆ ∈ argmaxω∈Ω⋆∩N
{
n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

}
, as well as r > 0, q̃, q ∈N, κ ∈

(0,1/
√
dω⋆), C0 > 1, j̃ ∈ {j ∈ [d] : ω⋆

j = 1}, and a, b ∈ [0,1/4]. Let γω⋆ := min{γj : ω⋆
j = 1}

and γmax := 2 ·1{γω⋆<1}∨max{γj : j ∈ [d]}, a0 := 2−3dω⋆γω⋆ and b0 = 2−1(dω⋆2dω⋆ )−γmax .
Consider the set of assumptions defined by

A1. (i) γω⋆ ≤ 1
(ii) a≤ a0 ∧ b
(iii) a1−γω⋆ (4r

√
dω⋆)dω⋆γω⋆ ≤ a0

(iv) b1−γω⋆ ≤CL · b0 ·
(
min

{
1, (r

√
dω⋆)−dω⋆

})γω⋆

(v) For all ω′ with ω⋆ ∧ω′ ̸= 0d: b1−γmax ≤CL · b0 ·
(
min

{
1, (r

√
dω⋆∧ω′)−dω⋆∧ω′

})γmax

(vi) CL > 4γmax(dω⋆+1)

A2. (i) γω⋆ > 1

(ii) a <min{1/2,1− 1/C
1/γω⋆

0 }
(iii) a1−γω⋆ rγω⋆ ≤ 1

(iv) CL ≥C0 · 22+3γω⋆+3dω⋆γmax/2 · ddω⋆γmax/2
ω⋆

and assume that either A1 or A2 holds, and additionally that CL ≥ (2maxω∈Ω⋆{dω}|Ω⋆|)γmax .
Let Q≡Q

(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃
denote a distribution on Rd × {0,1} × {0,1}d of (X,Y,O) with corre-

sponding X-marginal feature distribution µ ≡ µ
(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃
, for which P(O = o) > 0 for all

o ∈O and for which O |= (X,Y ). Then Q ∈QL(γ,CL,O).
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PROOF. Fix any ω′ ∈ {0,1}d. For any x ∈R± and any ζ ∈ (0,1), we have

µω′
(
Bζ(x

ω′
)
)
= µ
(
{z ∈Rd : zω

′ ∈Bζ(x
ω′
)}
)

≥ 1

2d|Ω⋆|
·

∑
ω∈Ω⋆\{ω⋆}

∑
s∈{−1,1}d

1{(1+r)·(s⊙ω)∈{z∈Rd:zω′∈Bζ(xω′ )}}

≥ 1

2|x||Ω⋆|
≥ 1

2maxω∈Ω⋆{dω}|Ω⋆|
,

where we used that |x| are the number of observed variables for x ∈ R±. Thus ρω′(x) ≥
(2maxω∈Ω⋆{dω}|Ω⋆|)−1 for any x ∈R±. Now, by Corollary S9 or Corollary S16, we note that
if ξ ∈ (0, (2maxω∈Ω⋆{dω}|Ω⋆|)−1], then

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
≤ 1

|Ω⋆|
·
{
µ
(ω⋆)
κ,r,q,a,b(A)1{γω⋆≥1} + µ

(ω⋆)

q̃,q,r,a,j̃
(A)1{γω⋆<1}

}
≤ CL

|Ω⋆|
· ξγω′ ≤CL · ξγω′ .

If ξ > (2maxω∈Ω⋆{dω}|Ω⋆|)−1, then

µω′
(
{x ∈Rd : ρω′(x)< ξ}

)
≤ 1≤CL · ξγω′ ,

since CL ≥ (2maxω∈Ω⋆{dω}|Ω⋆|)γmax . The result follow since µω′ = µω′|o by the independence
of O and (X,Y ).

LEMMA S23. Fix d,n ∈N, O⊆ {0,1}d, γ = (γ1, . . . , γd) ∈ [0,∞)d, β = (β1, . . . , βd) ∈
(0,1]d, α ∈ [0,∞), and Ω⋆ ∈ I({0,1}d)\{{0d},∅} with |Ω⋆| ≥ 2. Fix further o1, . . . , on ∈O

and ω⋆ ∈ argmaxω∈Ω⋆∩N
{
n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

}
. Let γω⋆ := min{γj : ω⋆

j = 1}. Fix further r >
0, q̃, q ∈N, κ ∈ (0,1/

√
dω⋆), j̃ ∈ {j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1}, a, b ∈ (0,1/4], ϵ ∈ (0,1], σ = (σt)t∈[T ] ∈

{−1,1}T , cE ≤ 1. Consider the set of assumptions defined by

B1. (i) γω⋆ ≤ 1
(ii) ϵ≤ (1/4)∧ (1/8 · (r/q)βω⋆ )
(iii) cE ≤ b/(4|Ω⋆|)

B2. (i) γω⋆ > 1
(ii) ϵ≤ (1/4 · (r/q)βω⋆ )∧ (1/4 · (1/q̃)βω⋆ )
(iii) cE ≤ 1/(8|Ω⋆|)
(iv) b≥ 1/2

Let Q ≡ Q
(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃,σ
be a distribution of (X,Y,O) on Rd × {0,1} × {0,1}d with X-

marginal distribution µ
(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃
, with regression function η = η

(Ω⋆)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ , with O |= (X,Y )

and with P(O = o)> 0 for all o ∈O. Suppose that either B1 or B2 holds, then Q belongs to
QE(Ω⋆, cE,O) and PQ, the distribution of (X,Y ), belongs to PS(β,1).

PROOF. For ω⋆, we set f (ω
⋆)(x) := f

(ω⋆)
ϵ,q,r,σ from Definition S7 (if γω⋆ ≥ 1) or f (ω

⋆)(x) :=

f
(ω⋆)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ from Definition S9 (otherwise). For ω ∈ Ω⋆ \ {ω⋆}, recall that Sω := {xω ∈ Rd :

(Πω(x
ω))j = 0 for some j ∈ [dω]}. Now define functions fω,◦,+ on the set {(1+ r) ·ω}∪Sω

as

fω,◦,+(x) =

{
1/2 if x= (1+ r) · ω
0 if x ∈ Sω

.
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We note that, for any x1, x2 ∈ {(1 + r) · ω} ∪ Sω , fω,◦,+ satisfies

|fω,◦,+(x1)− fω,◦,+(x2)| ≤
1

2
∥x1 − x2∥βω .(S12)

Thus, by McShane’s extension theorem (McShane, 1934) on Rdω , there exists a βω-Hölder
continuous extension of fω,+ onto ([0,∞)d)ω . We now set fω,+(x) = fω,+(xω) for any
x ∈ [0,∞)d. Recall that for x= (x1, . . . , xd)

T ∈ Rd, we let s= (s1, . . . , sd)
T ∈ {−1,1}d be

sj := sign(xj). We now define for all ω ∈Ω⋆ \ {ω⋆} the functions f (ω) as

f (ω)(x) :=
( ∏
j∈[dω]

{Πω(s)}j
)
· fω,+(s⊙ x).(S13)

With the choice of f (ω) as in (S13), we can write

ησ(x) =
1

2
+ f (ω

⋆)
σ (x) +

∑
ω∈Ω⋆\{ω⋆}

f (ω)(x).

Throughout the remainder of the proof, we will drop the dependence of f (ω
⋆)

σ on σ, and
simply write f (ω) instead of f (ω

⋆)
σ , whenever ω = ω⋆, such that we have ησ(x) =

1
2 +∑

ω∈Ω⋆
f (ω)(x). We now show by induction over d′ = |ω′| = 0, . . . , d that the functions

given by Equations (5) and (S13) satisfy fω = f (ω) for all ω ∈ Ω⋆ and that fω ≡ 0, for all
ω ∈ {0,1}d \Ω⋆.

Firstly, for d′ = |ω′| = 0 we have ω′ = 0d /∈ Ω⋆. There exists, for any ω ∈ Ω⋆ , a j⋆,ω =
min{j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1}, such that

EP {f (ω)(X)}=
∫
Rd

f (ω)(x)1{xj⋆,ω>0} dµ(x) +

∫
Rd

f (ω)(x)1{xj⋆,ω<0} dµ(x)

=
1

2d−dω

∑
s∈{−1,1}d:sj⋆,ω=1

( dω∏
j=2

{Πω(s)}j
)
·
∫
R±∩[0,∞)d

fω,+(x)dµ(x)

− 1

2d−dω

∑
s∈{−1,1}d:sj⋆,ω=−1

( dω∏
j=2

{Πω(s)}j
)
·
∫
R±∩[0,∞)d

fω,+(x)dµ(x) = 0.

(S14)

We conclude that

f0 = EP

{
η(X)

}
− 1

2
= EP

{∑
ω∈Ω⋆

f (ω)(X)
}
= 0,

such that the induction base case holds.
For the induction step, assume that for all ω with |ω|< d′, we have fω = f (ω) if ω ∈ Ω⋆

and that fω ≡ 0, if ω ∈ {0,1}d \Ω⋆. For any ω′ with |ω′|= d′, we consider two cases.
Case 1: ω′ /∈ Ω⋆. In this case, for all ω ∈ Ω⋆ with ω ⊀ ω′, one can take j⋆,ω = min{j ∈

[d] : ωj = 1− ω′
j = 1}, and deduce similarly to (S14) that

EP

{
f (ω)(X)

∣∣∣Xω′
= xω

′
}
= EP

{
f (ω)(X)

(
1{xj⋆,ω > 0}+1{xj⋆,ω < 0}

)∣∣∣Xω′
= xω

′
}
= 0.

Using the induction hypothesis, we conclude that

fω′(x) = EP

{
η(X)− 1

2
−
∑

ω′′≺ω′

fω′′(X)
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}
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= EP

{∑
ω∈Ω⋆

f (ω)(X)−
∑

ω′′≺ω′

fω′′(X)
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}

= EP

{ ∑
ω∈Ω⋆: ω⊀ω′

f (ω)(X)
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}
= 0.

Case 2: ω′ ∈ Ω⋆ \ {ω⋆}. This case is similar to the first one, with the difference in the
conclusion:

fω′(x) = EP

{
η(X)− 1

2
−
∑

ω′′≺ω′

fω′′(X)
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}

= EP

{∑
ω∈Ω⋆

f (ω)(X)−
∑

ω′′≺ω′

fω′′(X)
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}

= EP

{
f (ω

′)(X) +
∑

ω∈Ω⋆: ω⊀ω′

f (ω)(X)
∣∣∣Xω′

= xω
′
}
= f (ω

′)(x),

proving the induction step. Furthermore, for ω ∈Ω⋆ \ {ω⋆} we have

σ2ω =

∫
Rd

f2ω(x)dµ(x) =
1

4|Ω⋆|
≥ cE,

and for ω⋆, by Lemma S12 or Lemma S19,

σ2ω⋆ =

∫
Rd

(f (ω
⋆)

σ (x))2 dµ(x)≥ min{b/4,1/8}
|Ω⋆|

≥ cE,

thus Q ∈QE(Ω⋆, cE,O).
Now, for any ω ∈ Ω⋆ \ {ω⋆}, if x1, x2 ∈ Rd are such that sign(xω1 ) = sign(xω2 ), then by

Equation S12,

|f (ω)(x1)−f (ω)(x2)|= |f (ω)(s⊙x1)−f (ω)(s⊙x2)| ≤
1

2
∥s⊙x1−s⊙x2∥βω ≤ ∥x1−x2∥βω .

On the other hand, if s1 := sign(xω1 ) ̸= sign(xω2 ) =: s2, then there exists z ∈ Sω with z =
x1 + ζ(x2 − x1) for some ζ ∈ [0,1]. Then, again by Equation S12,

|f (ω)(x1)− f (ω)(x2)| ≤ |f (ω)(x1)− f (ω)(z)|+ |f (ω)(z)− f (ω)(x2)|

≤ |f (ω)(s1 ⊙ x1)− f (ω)(s1 ⊙ z)|+ |f (ω)(s2 ⊙ z)− f (ω)(s2 ⊙ x2)|

≤ 1

2
∥s1 ⊙ x1 − s1 ⊙ z∥βω +

1

2
∥s2 ⊙ z − s2 ⊙ x2∥βω =

1

2
∥x1 − z∥βω +

1

2
∥z − x2∥βω

=
1

2
(ζβω + (1− ζ)βω)∥x1 − x2∥βω ≤ 1

2
21−βω∥x1 − x2∥βω ≤ ∥x1 − x2∥βω .

Using additionally that fω ≡ 0 for ω /∈Ω⋆, as well as either Lemma S12 or S19, we conclude
that P ∈ PS(β,1).

LEMMA S24. Fix d,n ∈N, O⊆ {0,1}d, γ = (γ1, . . . , γd) ∈ [0,∞)d, β = (β1, . . . , βd) ∈
(0,1]d, α ∈ [0,∞), CM ≥ 1, and Ω⋆ ∈ I({0,1}d) \ {{0d},∅} with |Ω⋆| ≥ 2. Fix further

o1, . . . , on ∈ O, and fix an ω⋆ ∈ argmaxω∈Ω⋆∩N
{
n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

}
. Let γω⋆ := min{γj :

ω⋆
j = 1}. Fix further r > 0, q̃, q ∈N, κ ∈ (0,1/

√
dω⋆), j̃ ∈ {j ∈ [d] : ωj = 1}, a, b ∈ (0,1/4],

ϵ ∈ (0,1], σ = (σt)t∈[T ] ∈ {−1,1}T , cE ≤ 1. Consider the set of assumptions defined by

C1. (i) γω⋆ ≤ 1
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(ii) ϵ≤ (1/4)∧ (1/8 · (r/q)βω)
(iii) CM ≥max{1 + 4dω⋆/βω(2κ)−dω⋆Vdω⋆ ,2α}

C2. (i) γω⋆ > 1
(ii) ϵ≤ (1/4 · (r/q)βω)∧ (1/4 · (1/q̃)βω)
(iii) CM ≥ 2α

Let P ≡ P
(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃,ϵ,σ
denote the distribution on Rd × {0,1} with regression function

η
(Ω⋆)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ and marginal feature distribution µ(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃
. Suppose that either C1 or C2 holds,

that α ∈ [0, dω⋆/βω⋆ ] and that a ∈ [0, ϵα], then P ∈ PM(α,CM).

PROOF. First, if t ∈ (0, ϵ), then µ
({
x ∈ Rd : |η(x)− 1/2| < t

})
= 0 ≤ CM · tα. For t ∈

[ϵ,1/2), by Lemma S13 or Lemma S20, we have

µ
({
x ∈Rd :

∣∣η(x)− 1/2
∣∣< t

})
=

1

|Ω⋆|
µ(ω

⋆)
({
x ∈Rd :

∣∣η(x)− 1/2
∣∣< t

})
≤ CM

|Ω⋆|
· tα ≤CM · tα.

Finally, if t≥ 1/2, then

µ
({
x ∈Rd :

∣∣η(x)− 1/2
∣∣< t

})
≤ 1≤ (2t)α ≤CM · tα,

as required.

PROOF OF THE LOWER BOUND IN THEOREM 1 . Firstly, if Ω⋆ = {ω⋆} for one ω⋆ ∈
{0,1}d \ {0d}, we can directly apply Lemma S14 if γω⋆ ≥ 1, or Lemma S21 if γω⋆ < 1.
Otherwise |Ω⋆| ≥ 2, and we will prove the lower bound using the constructions in (S10)
and (S11).

To this end, let

ω⋆ = argmax
ω∈Ω⋆∩N

{
n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

}
,

and we consider the two different cases γω⋆ ≥ 1 and γω⋆ < 1.
Case 1: γω⋆ ≥ 1. Let a0 := 2−3dω⋆γω⋆ , a1 := 23γω⋆dω⋆/βω⋆+2γω⋆dω⋆ · dγω⋆dω⋆/2

ω⋆ , b0 =
2−1(dω⋆2dω⋆ )−γmax , and

q0 := min

{
a

2+α

α∧1

0 25+dω⋆ ,
(a0
a1

·2(dω⋆+5)
αβω⋆ (1−γω⋆ )+γω⋆dω⋆

βω⋆ (2+α)

) (2+α)βω⋆

αβω⋆+γω⋆dω⋆+2γω⋆βω⋆
,2

dω⋆ (dω⋆−3α−1)

dω⋆+(2+α)βω⋆

}
.

Further let

ρ :=
γω⋆(dω⋆ − αβω⋆) + αβω⋆

γω⋆(2βω⋆ + dω⋆) + αβω⋆

∈ [0,1); q := ⌊(q0nρω⋆)1/dω⋆ ⌋,

m := qdω⋆ , ϵ := min
{( m

2dω⋆+5nω⋆

) 1

2+α

,1/4
}
, u :=

ϵα

m
,

κ :=
1

2
√
dω⋆

, a := ϵα, b :=
1

4
, r := (8ϵ)1/βω⋆ · q,

q̃ := j̃ := 1.

Suppose initially that nω⋆ > q
−1/ρ
0 , so that q ≥ 1. For σ ∈ {−1,1}m, let Qσ ≡Q

(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃,σ

be the distribution of (X,Y,O) on Rd × {0,1} × {0,1}d with X-marginal distribution µ=
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µ
(Ω⋆)

κ,r,,q̃,q,a,b,j̃
, with regression function η = η

(Ω⋆)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ , with O |= (X,Y ) and with O ∼ U(O).

We now show that Qσ ∈Q′
Miss.

First, we verify that the set of Assumptions A1 in Lemma S22 is satisfied. Using that
ρ− 1 = −γω⋆βω⋆ (2+α)

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆
, we have

a= ϵα ≤
( m

2dω⋆+5nω⋆

) α

2+α ≤
( q0n

ρ
ω⋆

2dω⋆+5nω⋆

) α

2+α

=
( q0
25+dω⋆

)α/(2+α)
· n

− γω⋆αβω⋆

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

ω⋆ ≤ aα∧10 ≤ a0,

by the first term in the minimum in the definition of q0. This further implies that(
m

2dω⋆+5nω⋆

) 1

2+α < 1
4 , so ϵ < 1/4. Moreover, since αβω⋆ ≤ dω⋆ ,

a1−γω⋆ (4r
√
dω⋆)γω⋆dω⋆ = ϵα(1−γω⋆ )+γω⋆dω⋆/βω⋆ · qγω⋆dω⋆ · 23dω⋆γω⋆/βω⋆+2γω⋆dω⋆ · dγω⋆dω⋆/2

ω⋆

≤
(q0nρ−1

ω⋆

2dω⋆+5

)α(1−γω⋆ )+γω⋆dω⋆/βω⋆

2+α ·
(
q0n

ρ
ω⋆

)γω⋆ · a1

=
( q0
2dω⋆+5

)α(1−γω⋆ )+γω⋆dω⋆/βω⋆

2+α · qγω⋆

0 · a1 ≤ a0,

where we have used the second term in the minimum in the definition of q0, thus A1 (iii)
holds. To show that A1 (iv) and (v) hold, first note that

r ≤ 81/βω⋆

( m

2dω⋆+5nω⋆

) 1

(2+α)βω⋆ · (q0nρω⋆)1/dω⋆

= 81/βω⋆ ·
( q0
25+dω⋆

) 1

(2+α)βω⋆ · q1/dω⋆

0 · n
(1−γω⋆ )αβω⋆

(γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆ )dω⋆

ω⋆ ≤ 1,

where we have used the fact that γω⋆ ≥ 1 and the third term in the definition of q0. Thus, the
minima in A1 (iv) and (v) are both attained by 1, and we have

b1−γω⋆ ≤ b1−γmax = 4γmax−1 ≤CL · b0,

since CL ≥ 4γmax(dω⋆+1) ≥ 4γmax−1b−1
0 . We deduce that A1 (iv) and (v) hold, and therefore

that Qσ ∈ QL(γ,CL,O) by Corollary S22. Further, since b = 1/4, we have cE ≤ 1/16 =
b/4, thus by Lemma S23, the upper bound on CM and Lemma S24, we deduce that Qσ ∈
QE(Ω⋆, cE,O) and PQσ ∈ PS(β,1) ∩ PM(α,CM) for the distribution PQσ 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: γω⋆ < 1. First, let a1 := 23γω⋆/βω⋆ and

q0 := min

{
25+dω⋆ ,

(
2(dω⋆+5)

α(1−γω⋆ )+γω⋆/βω⋆

2+α ·a−1
1

) 2+α

α(1−γω⋆ )+γω⋆/βω⋆+γω⋆ (2+α)

,2(2+dω⋆ )(2+α)

}
.

Further let

ρ :=
γω⋆(dω⋆ − αβω⋆) + αβω⋆

γω⋆(2βω⋆ + dω⋆) + αβω⋆

∈ [0,1); ρ1 :=
γω⋆(1− αβω⋆) + αβω⋆

γω⋆(2βω⋆ + dω⋆) + αβω⋆

∈ [0, ρ];

q := ⌊q0n
γω⋆+αβω⋆ (1−γω⋆ )

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

ω⋆ ⌋, q̃ := ⌊n
γω⋆

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

ω⋆ ⌋; m := q · q̃dω⋆−1

ϵ := min
{( m

2dω⋆+5nω⋆

) 1

2+α

,1/4
}
, r := (8ϵ)1/βω⋆ · q, u :=

ϵα

m
, a := ϵα

κ= 1/(2
√
d), b := 1/2.
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Fix j̃ ∈ argminj∈{j′∈[d]:ω⋆
j′=1} γj , so that γj̃ = γω⋆ .

Suppose initially that nω⋆ > q
−1/ρ1

0 , so that q ≥ 1. Let Qσ ≡Q
(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃,σ
be the distribu-

tion of (X,Y,O) on Rd×{0,1}×{0,1}d withX-marginal distribution µ= µ
(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃
, with

regression function η = η
(Ω⋆)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ , with O |= (X,Y ) and with O ∼ U(O), for σ ∈ {−1,1}m.

We now show that Qσ ∈ Q′
Miss, 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
ρ− 1 = −γω⋆βω⋆ (2+α)

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆
and that

m≤ q0n
γω⋆+αβω⋆ (1−γω⋆ )

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

ω⋆ · n
(dω⋆−1)γω⋆

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

ω⋆ = q0n
ρ−1
ω⋆ ,

it follows that

a= ϵα ≤
( q0n

ρ
ω⋆

2dω⋆+5nω⋆

) α

2+α

=
( q0
25+dω⋆

)α/(2+α)
· n

− γω⋆αβω⋆

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

ω⋆ ≤ 1,

by the first term in the minimum in the definition of q0. This further implies that(
m

2dω⋆+5nω⋆

) 1

2+α < 1
4q̃ , so ϵ < 1/(4q̃)≤ 1/4. Moreover, if

nω⋆ >N0 := max
{
q
−1/ρ1

0 ,
( 8

2βω⋆

( 1

22dω⋆+5

) 1

2+α

q
1+2βω⋆+αβω⋆

2+α

0

)− γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

αβ2
ω⋆ (1−γω⋆ )

}
,

then, using that γω⋆ < 1, we have

rβω⋆ = 8ϵqβω⋆ ≥ 4
( q0n

ρ
ω⋆

22dω⋆+5nω⋆

) 1

2+α

qβω⋆

0 nβω⋆ρ1

ω⋆

=
8

2βω⋆

( 1

22dω⋆+5

) 1

2+α

q
1+2βω⋆+αβω⋆

2+α

0 · n
αβ2

ω⋆ (1−γω⋆ )

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

ω⋆ > 1,

so r > 1. Suppose now that nω⋆ >N0. Then, since αβω⋆ ≤ dω⋆ ,

a1−γω⋆ rγω⋆ = 23γω⋆/βω⋆ ϵα(1−γω⋆ )+γω⋆/βω⋆ · qγω⋆

≤ 23γω⋆/βω⋆ ·
(q0nρ−1

ω⋆

2dω⋆+5

)α(1−γω⋆ )+γω⋆/βω⋆

2+α · qγω⋆

0 n
γω⋆{γω⋆+αβω⋆ (1−γω⋆ )}
γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

ω⋆

= a1 ·
( q0
2dω⋆+5

)α(1−γω⋆ )+γω⋆/βω⋆

2+α · qγω⋆

0 ≤ 1,

where we have used the second term in the minimum in the definition of q0. Thus the As-
sumptions A2 in Lemma S22 are satisfied such that we have Qσ ∈QL(γ,CL,O). Further we
have

8ϵ · q̃βω⋆ ≤ 8
( q0n

ρ
ω⋆

2dω⋆+5nω⋆

) 1

2+α

q̃βω⋆ = 8
( q0
25+dω⋆

) 1

2+α ≤ 1

by the third term in the definition of q0. Finally, by the upper bound on cE, Lemma S23,
the upper bound on CM and Lemma S24, we deduce that Qσ ∈ QE(Ω⋆, cE,O) and that the
(X,Y ) distribution PQσ falls into the class PS(β,1)∩PM(α,CM), 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 ω ≡ ω⋆:

(i) We have, for both γω⋆ ≥ 1 and γω⋆ < 1 that 2dω⋆+5nω⋆ϵ2u= 1 by the definition of ϵ and
u.



CLASSIFICATION WITH MISSING DATA 55

(ii) Letting zt := zω
⋆

t for t ∈ [m], we have that µ({sω⋆ ⊙ zω
⋆

t }) = u for all t ∈ [m] and
s ∈ {−1,1}d by the construction of the marginal measure µ= µ

(Ω⋆)

κ,r,q̃,q,a,b,j̃
,

(iii) By the construction of the regression function ησ = η
(Ω⋆)
ϵ,q̃,q,r,σ , we have ησ(zω

⋆

t ) = 1/2+

σtϵ for t ∈ [m], and ησ(sω
⋆ ⊙ zω

⋆

t ) = 1/2+
(∏

j∈[d]:(sω⋆ )j=−1(s
ω⋆

)j
)
· σtϵ, for all t ∈ [m]

and s ∈ {−1,1}d.
(iv) For σ,σ′ ∈ Σ, the support of µ(Ω

⋆) is given by supp(µ(Ω
⋆)) =

⋃
s∈{−1,1}d s ⊙ (T ω ∪⋃

j∈[d]:ω⋆
j=1Rω

j ∪ R± if γω⋆ ≥ 1, and by supp(µ(Ω
⋆)) =

⋃
s∈{−1,1}d s ⊙ (T ω ∪ Rω

j̃
) ∪

R± if γω⋆ < 1. We have ησ = ησ
′

on Rω ∪
⋃

j∈[d]:ω⋆
j=1Rω

j ∪ R± (if γω⋆ ≥ 1), or on

Rω
j̃
∪R± (if γω⋆ < 1); either way we indeed have ησ(x) = ησ

′
(x) for all x ∈ supp(µ) \⋃

t∈[m],s∈{−1,1}d{sω
⋆ ⊙ zω

⋆

t },

(v) Again by construction, we have
(
supp(µ)\

⋃
t∈[m],s∈{−1,1}d{sω

⋆ ⊙zω⋆

t }
)⋂

(−r−1, r+

1)d = ∅,
(vi) Once more by construction, we have O |= (X,Y ).

Then, for nω⋆ > q0 if γω⋆ ≥ 1 (nω⋆ > N0 if γω⋆ < 1), since ϵ =
(

m
2dω⋆+5nω⋆

) 1

2+α the lower
bound in (S1) in Lemma S5 gives

inf
Ĉ∈Cn

sup
Q

EQ{EP (Ĉ)|O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on} ≥
muϵ

2
=
ϵ1+α

2
=

1

2

(
m

2dω⋆+5nω⋆

) 1+α

2+α

≥ 1

2

( q0n
ρ
ω⋆

2dω⋆+6nω⋆

) 1+α

2+α

= 2−1− (dω⋆+6)(1+α)

2+α q
1+α

2+α

0 n
(1+α)(ρ−1)

(2+α)

ω⋆ =: c̃ · n
− βω⋆γω⋆ (1+α)

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

ω⋆ .

Finally, if nω⋆ ≤ q0 (nω⋆ ≤ N0), including possibly nω⋆ = 0, then using the fact that
the excess risk is decreasing in nω⋆ , we conclude that the result follows with c := c̃ ·

q
βω⋆γω⋆ (1+α)

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

0 (c := c̃ ·N
βω⋆γω⋆ (1+α)

γω⋆ (2βω⋆+dω⋆ )+αβω⋆

0 ).

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

S3.1. Additional results for the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1 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 o1, . . . , on ∈
O ⊆ {0,1}d as fixed and all probability statements in this section should be interpreted as
being conditional on O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on. Recall also the definitions of X and the events
Eδ

1(x) and Eδ
2(x) from Section 5.2 . Our first two lemmas bound the probability of the these

events.

LEMMA S25. Fix δ ∈ (0,1). Then, for every x ∈ X , we have P(Eδ
1(x)

c)≤ δ.

PROOF OF LEMMA S25. Fix x ∈ X and ω ∈N . If nωρω(xω)/2≤ ⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉, then
k̃ω = 0 and P(Aδ

ω) = 1. Now suppose that ⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉< nωρω(x
ω)/2. Define

r :=

(
2k̃ω

nωρω(xω)

)1/dω

< 1.

Therefore, by the definitions of the lower density and ρω , we have for o⪰ ω that

µω|o(Br(x
ω))≥ ρµω|o,dω

(xω)rdω ≥ ρω(x
ω)rdω =

2k̃ω
nω

.
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Then, using a multiplicative Chernoff bound, we obtain

P
(
∥Xω

(k̃ω)ω
(xω)− xω∥> r

)
≤ P

(∑
i∈Nω

1{Xω
i ∈Br(xω)} < k̃ω

)

≤ P
(∑

i∈Nω

1{Xω
i ∈Br(xω)} <

∑
i∈Nω

µω|oi(Br(x
ω))

2

)

≤ e−
1

8

∑
i∈Nω

µω|oi (Br(xω)) ≤ e−k̃ω/4 ≤ δ

|N |
.

Taking a union bound over ω ∈N concludes the proof.

LEMMA S26. Fix δ ∈ (0,1) and x ∈Rd, then we have P
(
Eδ

2(x)
c
)
≤ δ.

PROOF OF LEMMA S26. Fix ω ∈ N , and recall that Nω = {i ∈ [n] : ω ⪯ oi}. First note
that the labels Y(1)ω(x), . . . , Y(nω)ω(x) are conditionally independent given (Xω

ℓ )ℓ∈Nω
. Fur-

ther, for i ∈ [nω], we have that

E
{
Y(i)ω(x)

∣∣ (Xω
ℓ )ℓ∈Nω

}
= E

{
Y(i)ω(x)

∣∣Xω
(i)ω

(x)
}
= ηω(X(i)ω(x)).

Then by Hoeffding’s inequality, we have that

P

(∣∣∣ 1
kω

kω∑
i=1

{
Y(i)ω(x)− ηω(X(i)ω(x))

}∣∣∣>
√

log+(2|N |/δ)
2kω

∣∣∣∣∣ (Xω
ℓ )ℓ∈Nω

)
≤ δ

|N |
.

Taking expectation over (Xω
ℓ )ℓ∈Nω

gives P
(
(Bδ

ω(x))
c
)
≤ δ/|N | and the result follows via a

union bound.

Now, working on the events Eδ
1(x) and Eδ

2(x), we can bound the approximation error of
f̂ω(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 CB given in Proposi-
tion S4.

LEMMA S27. Fix β = (β1, . . . , βd) ∈ (0,1]d, CS ≥ 1, ω ∈N and P ∈ PS(β,CS). Then,
on the event Eδ

1(x), for any x ∈ X and any ω′ ⪯ ω, we have

max
i∈{1,...,k̃ω}

∣∣fω′(X(i)ω(x))− fω′(x)
∣∣≤ 2CBCS ·

(
2k̃ω

nωρω(xω)

)βω/dω

.(S15)

PROOF OF LEMMA S27. Fix x ∈ X . If nωρω(xω)/2 ≤ ⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉ then both sides
of (S15) are zero by the definition of k̃ω . If kω ≥ nωρω(x

ω)/2> ⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉, then the
right hand side of (S15) is greater than 2CB, since CS ≥ 1, so the result follows from the
bound on fω′ given in Proposition S4. If ⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉ ≤ kω < nωρω(x

ω)/2, then k̃ω =
kω , and from the definition of Eδ

1 and the smoothness of fω′ (see (10) ), we have

max
i∈{1,...,kω}

∣∣fω′(X(i)ω(x))−fω′(x)
∣∣≤CS max

i∈{1,...,kω}
∥Xω

(i)ω
−xω∥βω′

≤CS

(
2kω

nωρω(xω)

)βω′/dω

≤CS

(
2kω

nωρω(xω)

)βω/dω

.
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Finally, if kω < ⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉< nωρω(x
ω)/2, then similarly we have

max
i∈{1,...,k̃ω}

∣∣fω′(X(i)ω(x))− fω′(x)
∣∣= max

i∈{1,...,⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉}

∣∣fω′(X(i)ω(x))− fω′(x)
∣∣

≤CS

(
2⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉

nωρω(xω)

)βω′/dω

≤CS

(
2⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉

nωρω(xω)

)βω/dω

.

The result follows since CB ≥ 1.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3 . First note that for ω = 0d and for x ∈ X , on the event Bδ
0d
(x) we

have that∣∣f̂0d
(x)− f0d

(x)
∣∣= ∣∣∣ 1

n

n∑
i=1

Yi − PP (Y = 1)
∣∣∣≤√ log+(2|N |/δ)

2n
=R0d,2.

Thus the result holds for ω = 0d.
Recall from Algorithm 1 that for ω ∈N \ {0d} we have

f̂ω(x) =
1

kω

kω∑
i=1

Y(i)ω(x)−
1

2
−
∑
ω′≺ω

f̂ω′(x).(S16)

Then using also the fact that ηω(x) = 1/2 +
∑

ω′⪯ω fω′(x), we have that

∣∣f̂ω(x)−fω(x)∣∣= ∣∣∣f̂ω(x)− 1

kω

kω∑
i=1

ηω(X(i)ω(x)) +
1

2
+
∑
ω′⪯ω

1

kω

kω∑
i=1

fω′(X(i)ω(x))−fω(x)
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣ 1
kω

kω∑
i=1

fω(X(i)ω(x))− fω(x)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣ 1

kω

kω∑
i=1

{
Y(i)ω(x)− ηω(X(i)ω(x))

}∣∣∣
+
∣∣∣∑
ω′≺ω

{ 1

kω

kω∑
i=1

fω′(X(i)ω(x))− f̂ω′(x)
}∣∣∣.

(S17)

On the event Eδ
1(x) the first term in (S17) is bounded by Rω,1(x) by Lemma S27, and

on the event Eδ
2(x) the second term in (S17) is bounded by Rω,2. For the third term, on

Eδ
1(x)∩Eδ

2(x), first by Lemma S27 we have∣∣∣ 1
kω

kω∑
i=1

fω′(X(i)ω(x))− f̂ω′(x)
∣∣∣≤ ∣∣∣ 1

kω

kω∑
i=1

fω′(X(i)ω(x))− fω′(x)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣fω′(x)− f̂ω′(x)

∣∣
≤Rω,1(x) +

∣∣fω′(x)− f̂ω′(x)
∣∣,

for ω′ ≺ ω. Suppose now for induction, that (18) holds for all ω′ ≺ ω. Then using the facts
that Rω′,1(x)≤Rω,1(x) and Rω′,2 ≤Rω,2 for all ω′ ≺ ω, we deduce that∣∣f̂ω(x)− fω(x)

∣∣≤ 2dω ·Rω,1(x) +Rω,2 +
∑
ω′≺ω

∣∣fω′(x)− f̂ω′(x)
∣∣

≤ (1 +
∑
ω′≺ω

κω′) ·
(
2dω ·Rω,1(x) +Rω,2

)
.
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The constant κω can then be calculated using κ0 = 1 and the relation κω := 1 +
∑

ω′≺ω κω′ ,
for dω > 1. As in Proposition S4, this sequence is related to the ordered Bell numbers via
κω = 2Bdω

:=
∑∞

j=0
jdω

2j ≤ 2(dω + 1)dω , for dω > 1 (see e.g. Zou, 2018).

PROOF OF LEMMA 4 . First let ϵ := C ·Rδ
Ω(x), so that x ∈ X satisfies |η(x)− 1/2| ≥ ϵ.

We claim that on the event Eδ
1(x)∩Eδ

2(x), we have

(S18) |f̂ω(x)− fω(x)| ≤
ϵ

2|Ω∪L(Ω)|

for all ω ∈Ω∪L(Ω). Then, if η(x)−1/2≥ ϵ, using that η(x) = 1/2+
∑

ω∈Ω⋆∪L(Ω⋆)
fω(x) =

1/2 +
∑

ω∈Ω∪L(Ω) fω(x), we have

η̂Ω(x)− 1/2 =
∑

ω∈Ω∪L(Ω)

{
f̂ω(x)− fω(x)

}
+ η(x)− 1/2≥−ϵ/2 + ϵ > 0.

By symmetry, if 1/2− η(x)≥ ϵ, we have that 1/2− η̂Ω(x)≥ ϵ/2> 0.
It remains that to show that (S18) holds. First note that since η(x) ∈ [0,1], we have that

ϵ≤ 1/2. Thus, for ω ∈Ω∪L(Ω), we have that

⌈4 log+(|N |/δ)⌉ ≤ 4 log+(2|N |/δ)≤ n
2βωγω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

C2
≤ kω.

Moreover, for ω ∈Ω∪L(Ω),

nωρω(x
ω)

2
≥ 2dω/βω−1Cdω/βωn

2βωγω
γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω ≥ 1 + ⌊n

2βωγω
γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω ⌋= kω,

since C > 2. Therefore k̃ω = kω , for ω ∈Ω∪L(Ω). It follows that

( 2k̃ω
nωρω(xω)

)βω/dω

=
( 2kω
nωρω(xω)

)βω/dω

≤
(4n 2βωγω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

nωρω(xω)

)βω/dω

≤ 4n
− βωγω+αβ2

ω/dω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

ρ
βω/dω
ω (xω)

.

Then, recalling the definitions of Rω,1(x) and Rω,2 from (17) , we have

Rω,1(x) = 2CBCS ·max
ω′⪯ω

( 2k̃ω′

nω′ρω′(xω′)

)βω′/dω′

≤ 8CBCS ·Rδ
Ω(x),(S19)

for ω ∈Ω∪L(Ω). Further

(S20) Rω,2 =

√
log+(2|N |/δ)

2kω
≤

log
1/2
+ (2|N |/δ)

21/2n
βωγω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

≤ 1

21/2
Rδ

ω(x)≤
1

21/2
Rδ

Ω(x).

Finally, by Lemma 3 , along with (S19) and (S20), for ω ∈Ω∪L(Ω), we have that

|f̂ω(x)− fω(x)| ≤ κω · (2dωRω,1(x) +Rω,2)

≤ κω ·
(
23+dωCBCS +

1

21/2

)
·Rδ(x)

≤ C

2|Ω∪L(Ω)|
·Rδ(x) =

ϵ

2|Ω∪L(Ω)|
,

where the last equality holds since C ≥ 2κω|Ω ∪ L(Ω)|
(
23+dωCBCS +

√
1/2
)
. This estab-

lishes the claim in (S18) and completes the proof.
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Our events Eδ
1(x) and Eδ

2(x) give us control of the properties of our estimators at each
fixed point x ∈ X . Ideally we’d have this control simultaneously for all x ∈ X , 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 δ ∈ (0,1), Ω⊆
{0,1}d and α ∈ [0,∞), let δ′ := δ

2 maxω∈Ω{1/n1+α
ω }, and define

Xδ =Xδ(Dn) :=
{
x ∈ X :Eδ′

1 (x)∩Eδ′

2 (x) holds
}
.

LEMMA S28. We have P
{
µ(X c

δ )≥maxω∈Ω(1/n
1+α
ω )

}
≤ δ.

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

P
{
µ(X c

δ )≥max
ω∈Ω

(1/n1+α
ω )

}
≤ 1

maxω∈Ω{1/n1+α
ω }

·E{µ(X c
δ )}

=
1

maxω∈Ω{1/n1+α
ω }

·E
(∫

Rd

1{x∈X c
δ } dµ(x)

)
≤ 1

maxω∈Ω{1/n1+α
ω }

∫
Rd

{
P(Eδ′

1 (x)c) + P(Eδ′

2 (x)c)
}
dµ(x)

≤ δ.

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
ω ∈N , let

λω :=
( 1

nω

) βωγω+αβ2
ω/dω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω , and tω := λ
αdω

γωdω+αβω
ω

Define the partition (Xδ,j)
∞
j=0 of Xδ given by

Xδ,0 := {x ∈ Xδ : tω ≤ ρω(x
ω), for all ω ∈Ω}

Xδ,j :=
{
x ∈ Xδ : 2

−jtω ≤ ρω(x
ω), for all ω ∈Ω

}
\

⋃
j′∈[j−1]∪{0}

Xδ,j′ .

Then, by Lemma 4 , for any j ∈N∪ {0} and any x ∈ Xδ,j , we have that

|2η(x)− 1|·1{x∈Xδ,j :ĈΩ(x) ̸=CBayes(x)}

< 2C ·Rδ′

Ω(x) · 1{x∈Xδ,j}

= 2Cmax
ω∈Ω

{(
n
− αβ2

ω/dω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

ρ
βω/dω
ω (xω)

+ log
1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

)
n
− βωγω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

}
·1{x∈Xδ,j}

≤ 2Cmax
ω∈Ω

{(
2jβω/dω + log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

)
· λω

t
βω/dω
ω

}
·1{x∈Xδ,j},
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since ĈΩ(x) = CBayes(x) on the event Eδ′
1 (x) ∩ Eδ′

2 (x). Now, looking at the separate ele-
ments of the partition in turn, first since P ∈ PM(α,CM), we have that∫

Rd

|2η(x)− 1|1{x∈Xδ,0:ĈΩ(x)̸=CBayes(x)} dµ(x)

≤ µ
(
{x ∈ Xδ,0 : ĈΩ(x) ̸=CBayes(x)}

)
· 2Cmax

ω∈Ω

{(
1 + log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

) λω

t
βω/dω
ω

}
≤ µ

({
x ∈Rd : |η(x)− 1/2|<Cmax

ω∈Ω

{(
1 + log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

) λω

t
βω/dω
ω

}})
· 2Cmax

ω∈Ω

{(
1 + log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

) λω

t
βω/dω
ω

}
≤ 2CMC

1+α
(
1 + log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

)1+α
·
(
max
ω∈Ω

λω

t
βω/dω
ω

)1+α
.(S21)

Further, for j ≥ 1, since Q ∈QL(γ,CL,O), we have∫
Rd

|2η(x)− 1|1{x∈Xδ,j :ĈΩ(x)̸=CBayes(x)} dµ(x)

≤ µ
(
Xδ,j

)
· 2Cmax

ω∈Ω

{(
2jβω/dω + log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

) λω

t
βω/dω
ω

}
= µ
(⋃
ω∈Ω

{ρω(xω)< 2−(j−1)tω}
)
· 2Cmax

ω∈Ω

{(
2jβω/dω + log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

) λω

t
βω/dω
ω

}

≤
∑
ω∈Ω

µω
(
{ρω(xω)< 2−(j−1)tω}

)
· 2Cmax

ω∈Ω

{(
2jβω/dω + log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

) λω

t
βω/dω
ω

}

≤ 2CCL|Ω| ·max
ω∈Ω

{(2−(j−1)tω)
γω} ·max

ω∈Ω

{(
2jβω/dω + log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

) λω

t
βω/dω
ω

}

≤ 2CCL|Ω|2−(j−1)minω∈Ω γω ·
(
2jmaxω∈Ω{βω/dω}+log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

)
·
(
max
ω∈Ω

λ
dωγω

dωγω+αβω
ω

)1+α
.

(S22)

Here we have used that tγω
ω = λ

dωγωα

dωγω+αβω
ω . Observe further that

∞∑
j=1

2−jminω∈Ω γω ·
(
2jmaxω∈Ω{βω/dω} + log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

)

=
1

2minω∈Ω γω−maxω∈Ω{βω/dω} − 1
+

log
1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

2minω∈Ω γω − 1

≤
2 log

1/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)

2minω∈Ω γω−maxω∈Ω{βω/dω} − 1
(S23)

since minω∈Ω γω >maxω∈Ω βω/dω . It follows from (S21), (S22) and (S23) that

EP (ĈΩ) =

∫
{x∈Rd:ĈΩ(x)̸=CBayes(x)}

|2η(x)− 1|dµ(x)

= µ(X c
δ ) +

∞∑
j=0

∫
Rd

|2η(x)− 1| · 1{x∈Xj :ĈΩ(x) ̸=CBayes(x)} dµ(x)
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≤ µ(X c
δ )

+
{
2CMC

1+α log
(1+α)/2
+ (2|N |/δ′)+

4CCL|Ω| · log1/2+ (2|N |/δ′)
2−maxω∈Ω{βω/dω} − 2−minω∈Ω γω

}(
max
ω∈Ω

λ
dωγω

dωγω+αβω
ω

)1+α
.

Finally observe that

λ
dωγω(1+α)

dωγω+αβω
ω = n

− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω ≥ n−(1+α)

ω .

Thus, by Lemma S28, we have

P
(
µ(X c

δ )≥max
ω∈Ω

λ
γωdω(1+α)

γωdω+αβω
ω

)
≤ P

(
µ(X c

δ )≥max
ω∈Ω

n−(1+α)
ω

)
≤ δ.

The conclusion then follows with

KΩ := 1 + 2CMC
1+α +

4CCL|Ω|
2−maxω∈Ω{βω/dω} − 2−minω∈Ω γω

.

PROOF OF THE UPPER BOUND IN THEOREM 1 . Fix Ω ∈ I({0,1}d). Let

δ0 := max
ω∈Ω

n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω ·max

ω∈Ω
{n−(1+α)

ω } ≤max
ω∈Ω

n
− 3βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

and let

t0 :=KΩ · log
1+α

2

+

(2|N |
δ0

)
·max
ω∈Ω

n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

Note also that δ0 ≥maxω∈Ω n
−3(1+α)/2
ω , and thus

log
1+α

2

+

(2|N |
δ0

)
≤ (3(1 + α)/2)(1+α)/2 log

1+α

2

+

(
2|N |min

ω∈Ω
nω

)
.

By Proposition 5 , it follows that

EQ

{
EP (ĈΩ)

∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on
}

≤ t0 + PQ

{
EP (ĈΩ)> t0 |O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

}
≤KΩ · log

1+α

2

+

(2|N |
δ0

)
·max
ω∈Ω

n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω +max

ω∈Ω
n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

≤
{
1 + 2KΩ ·

(3(1 + α)

2

) 1+α

2

log
1+α

2

+ (2d+1)
}
· log

1+α

2

+

(
min
ω∈Ω

nω

)
·max
ω∈Ω

n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω .

The upper bound in Theorem 1 follows by taking Ω = Ω⋆ if Ω⋆ ⊆ N , and otherwise using
the trivial bound that EQ{EP (ĈΩ) |O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on} ≤ 1.

S3.2. Proof of Theorem 2 . The proof of Theorem 2 involves controlling the additional
error that we incur from choosing which of the f̂ω to set to zero based on the training
data. Recall the definitions of σ̂2ω , τω and the set Ω̂ ∈ I({0,1}d) from Algorithm 1 . As
in Sections 5.2 , 5.3 and S3.1, we treat the missingness indications o1, . . . , on as fixed and
all probability statements in this section should also be interpreted as being conditional on
O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on.

To prove the key Proposition 6 in Section 5.2 , we introduce four high-probability events.
The first event, Eδ

3 , gives us control of the average signal at the training points for every
observation pattern ω ∈ N , i.e. it ensures that 1/nω ·

∑
f2ω(Xi) is sufficiently large, and
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the second event, Eδ
4 , bounds the number of training data points falling into the tail of the

marginal distributions. The third and fourth events, Eδ
5 and Eδ

6 , respectively, are similar to
the events Eδ

1(x) and Eδ
2(x) from the Subsection 5.2 , and allow us to estimate the error

between f̂ω and fω 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
Eδ

◦ := Eδ
3 ∩Eδ

4 ∩Eδ
5 ∩Eδ

6 . Then, working on this event, Lemmas S33 and S34 provide the
rate at which we control |f̂ω(Xj) − fω(Xj)| uniformly over all training points Xjs in the
body of the distribution. Finally, the conclusion of these results is that Ω̂ = Ω⋆ on the event
Eδ

◦ , which proves Proposition 6 .
Recall that Nω = {i ∈ [n] : ω ⪯ oi}, then for ω ∈N ∩Ω⋆ let

Dδ
ω :=

{
1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

f2ω(Xi)> σ2ω −C2
B

√
log+(|N |/δ)

2nω

}
,

and let Eδ
3 :=

⋂
ω∈N∩Ω⋆

Dδ
ω .

LEMMA S29. For δ ∈ (0,1), we have P
(
(Eδ

3)
c
)
≤ δ.

PROOF OF LEMMA S29. Fix ω ∈ N ∩ Ω⋆, then {f2ω(Xi)}i∈Nω
are independent random

variables with mean EQ{f2ω(X)|O = oi} ≥ σ2ω , which take values in [0,C2
B] by Proposition

S4. Then by Hoeffding’s inequality, we have

P

(
1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

f2ω(Xi)− σ2ω ≤−C2
B

√
log+(|N |/δ)

2nω

)

≤ P

(
1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

f2ω(Xi)−
1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

EQ{f2ω(Xi) |Oi = oi} ≤−C2
B

√
log+(|N |/δ)

2nω

)
≤ δ

|N |
.

Taking a union bound gives the desired result.

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 ω ∈ {0,1}d, we write ρω(x)
in place of mino∈O:o⪰ω ρµω|o,dω

(x). Then, for ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪L(Ω⋆)} ∩N and rω ∈ (0,1), let

F δ
ω = F δ

ω(rω) :=

{
1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

1{ρω(Xω
i )<rω} < 2CLr

γω
ω

}
,

and let Eδ
4 :=

⋂
ω∈{Ω⋆∪L(Ω⋆)}∩N F δ

ω .

LEMMA S30. Fix O ⊆ {0,1}d, δ ∈ (0,1), γ ∈ [0,∞)d, CL ≥ 1 and Q ∈Q+
L (γ,CL,O).

Then if rω ≥
(
4 log+(|N |/δ)

CLnω

)1/γω

for all ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪L(Ω⋆)} ∩N , we have P
(
(Eδ

4)
c
)
≤ δ.

PROOF OF LEMMA S30. Fix ω ∈N , then for i ∈Nω , we have that 1{ρω(Xω
i )<rω} are in-

dependent Bernoulli random variables with mean µω|oi({x ∈ Rd : ρω(x) < rω}) ≤ CLr
γω
ω ,

since Q ∈Q+
L (γ,CL,O). Then by a multiplicative Chernoff bound (Billingsley, 1995, The-

orem 9.3), we have

P
(

1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

1{ρω(Xω
i )<rω} ≥ 2CLr

γω
ω

)
≤ exp(−nωCLr

γω
ω /4)≤ δ

|N |
,
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since rω >
(4 log+(|N |/δ)

CLnω

)1/γω . Taking a union bound over ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪L(Ω⋆)} ∩N gives the
desired result.

Our final two events provide control of the variance and bias of our estimates of fω , for
ω ∈N , evaluated at the appropriate training data points. For δ ∈ (0,1) and ω ∈N let

Gδ
ω :=

⋂
j∈Nω

{∣∣∣∣ 1kω
kω∑
i=1

{
Y(i)ω(Xj)− ηω(X(i)ω(Xj))

}∣∣∣∣≤
√

log+(2|N |nω/δ)
2kω

}
,

and let Eδ
5 :=

⋂
ω∈N Gδ

ω . Moreover, for any ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪L(Ω⋆)} ∩N , δ ∈ (0,1), nω ≥ 2, and
rω ∈ (0,1), let

Hδ
ω :=

⋂
j∈Nω

{
∥Xω

(kω)ω
(Xω

j )−Xω
j ∥·1{ρω(Xω

j )≥rω} ≤
(2max{⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉, kω}

(nω − 1)rω

) 1

dω

}
and let Eδ

6 :=
⋂

ω∈{Ω⋆∪L(Ω⋆)}∩N Hδ
ω .

LEMMA S31. For δ ∈ (0,1), we have P
(
(Eδ

5)
c
)
≤ δ.

PROOF OF LEMMA S31. Fix ω ∈ N and j ∈Nω . The labels Y(1)ω(Xj), . . . , Y(nω)ω(Xj)
are conditionally independent given (Xω

ℓ )ℓ∈Nω
. Further, for i ∈ [nω], we have that

E
{
Y(i)ω(Xj)

∣∣(Xω
ℓ )ℓ∈Nω

}
= E

{
Y(i)ω(Xj)

∣∣Xω
(i)ω

(Xj)
}
= ηω(X(i)ω(Xj)).

Then by Hoeffding’s inequality, we have that

P

(∣∣∣ 1
kω

kω∑
i=1

{
Y(i)ω(Xj)− ηω(X(i)ω(Xj))

}∣∣∣>
√

log+(2|N |nω/δ)
2kω

∣∣∣∣∣ (Xω
ℓ )ℓ∈Nω

)
≤ δ

|N |nω
.

Taking expectation over (Xω
ℓ )ℓ∈Nω

and using a union bound first over j ∈Nω and then over
ω ∈N gives the result.

LEMMA S32. Fix δ ∈ (0,1) and suppose that nω ≥ 2 for every ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪ L(Ω⋆)} ∩
N . If rω > 2(nω − 1)−1max{⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉, kω} for all ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪L(Ω⋆)} ∩N , then
P((Eδ

6)
c)≤ δ.

PROOF OF LEMMA S32. Fix ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪ L(Ω⋆)} ∩ N , j ∈ Nω and xj ∈ X . Then, if
ρω(x

ω
j )< rω , we have

P

(∥∥Xω
(kω)ω

(Xω
j )−Xω

j

∥∥·1{ρω(Xω
j )≥rω} >

(
2{⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉∨kω}

(nω − 1)rω

) 1

dω

∣∣∣∣∣Xj=xj

)
=0,

since the first term inside the probability is 0. On the other hand, if ρω(xωj )≥ rω , then let

r :=

(
2max{⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉, kω}

(nω − 1)rω

)1/dω

< 1,

where the inequality holds by the assumption on rω . Therefore, by the definition of ρω , we
have for i ∈Nω ,

µω|oi(Br(x
ω
j ))≥ ρµω|oi ,dω

(xωj )r
dω ≥ ρω(x

ω
j )r

dω ≥ rωr
dω

=
2max{⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉, kω}

(nω − 1)
≥

8 log+(|N |nω/δ)
(nω − 1)

.
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Then, using a multiplicative Chernoff bound, we obtain

P
(∥∥Xω

(kω)ω
(Xω

j )−Xω
j

∥∥> r
∣∣∣Xj = xj

)
≤ P

(∑
i∈Nω

1{Xω
i ∈Br(Xω

j )} < kω

∣∣∣Xj = xj

)
= P

( ∑
i∈Nω\{j}

1{Xω
i ∈Br(xω

j )} < kω − 1
)

≤ P
( ∑

i∈Nω\{j}

1{Xω
i ∈Br(xω

j )} <max{⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉, kω}
)

≤ P
( ∑

i∈Nω\{j}

1{Xω
i ∈Br(xω

j )} <

∑
i∈Nω\{j} µω|oi(Br(x

ω
j ))

2

)

≤ e−
∑

i∈Nω\{j} µω|oi (Br(xω
j ))/8 ≤ δ

|N |nω
.

Taking expectations over Xj , a union bound over j ∈ Nω , and another union bound over
ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪L(Ω⋆)} ∩N concludes the proof.

LEMMA S33. Fix ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪ L(Ω⋆)} ∩ N , rω ∈ (0,1), β ∈ (0,1]d, and CS ≥ 1. Let
P ∈ PS(β,CS) and suppose that nω ≥ 2. Then on the event Eδ

6 , for any ω′ ⪯ ω, we have that

max
j∈Nω

max
i∈[kω]

∣∣fω′(X(i)ω(Xj))− fω′(Xj)
∣∣ · 1{ρω(Xω

j )≥rω}

≤ 2CBCS ·
(
2max{⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉, kω}

(nω − 1)rω

)βω/dω

.(S24)

PROOF OF LEMMA S33. Fix j ∈Nω . If ρω(Xω
j )< rω , then the left hand side of (S24) is

0, so the result follows trivially. Suppose then for the remainder of the proof that ρω(Xω
j )≥

rω . If (nω−1)rω ≤ 2max{⌈4 log+(2|N |nω/δ)⌉, kω}, then the right hand side is at least 2CB,
so the result follows from Proposition S4 since CS ≥ 1. If ⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉ ≤ kω < (nω −
1)rω/2, then from the definition of Eδ

6 and the smoothness of fω′ (since P ∈ PS(β,CS),
see (10) ), we have

max
i∈[kω]

∣∣fω′(X(i)ω(Xj))−fω′(Xj)
∣∣≤CS max

i∈[kω]
∥Xω

(i)ω
(Xj)−Xω

j ∥βω′

≤CS

(
2kω

(nω−1)rω

)βω′/dω

≤CS

(
2kω

(nω−1)rω

)βω/dω

.

Finally, if kω < ⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉< (nω − 1)rω/2, then similarly we have

max
i∈[kω]

∣∣fω′(X(i)ω(Xj))− fω′(Xj)
∣∣≤ max

i∈[⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉]

∣∣fω′(X(i)ω(Xj))− fω′(Xj)
∣∣

≤CS

(
2⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉

(nω − 1)rω

)βω′/dω

≤CS

(
2⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉

(nω − 1)rω

)βω/dω

.

The result follows since CB ≥ 1.
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We are now in a position to control the bias and variance of the estimators f̂ω , for ω ∈N ,
evaluated at the feature observations in training data set. We first provide control of f̂ω at
every training point in the body of the distribution (i.e. those for which ρω(Xω

j )≥ rω) on the

event Eδ
5 ∩Eδ

6 . Let R0,T =

√
log+(2|N |n/δ)

2n , and for ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪L(Ω⋆)} ∩N \ {0}, let

Rω,T :=

[
20CBCS · max

0≺ω′⪯ω

{
log+(2|N |nω′/δ) ·

(
rω′(nω′−1)

γ
ω′dω′+αβ

ω′
γ
ω′ (2βω′+d

ω′ )+αβ
ω′

)−βω′/dω′}]
∨R0,T.

LEMMA S34. Fix β ∈ (0,1]d, CS ≥ 1, and suppose that P ∈ PS(β,CS). Suppose that
nω ≥ 2 and rω ≥ 2(nω −1)−1max{⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉, kω} for all ω ∈ {Ω⋆∪L(Ω⋆)}∩N ,
then on the event Eδ

5 ∩Eδ
6 , the following statements hold:

(i) For ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪L(Ω⋆)} ∩N , we have that

max
j∈Nω

∣∣f̂ω(Xj)− fω(Xj)
∣∣ · 1{ρω(Xω

j )≥rω} ≤ κω,T ·Rω,T ,(S25)

where 1≤ κω,T ≤ 2dω(dω+1) is given explicitly in the proof.
(ii) For ω ∈ U(Ω⋆)∩N , we have that

max
j∈Nω

∣∣f̂ω(Xj)
∣∣≤ max

ω′∈{Ω⋆∪L(Ω⋆)}∩N
ω′⪯ω

κω′,T ·Rω′,T + max
ω′∈U(Ω⋆)∩N

ω′⪯ω

κω′,T ·

√
log+(2|N |nω′/δ)

2kω′
.

PROOF OF LEMMA S34. First, for ω = 0d, on Eδ
5 we have that for j ∈ [n] that∣∣f̂0d

(Xj)− f0d
(Xj)

∣∣= ∣∣∣ 1
n

n∑
i=1

Yi − PP (Y = 1)
∣∣∣≤√ log+(2|N |n/δ)

2n
=R0,T .

Thus the result holds for ω = 0d.
Now, for ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪L(Ω⋆)} ∩N \ {0d}, fix j ∈Nω . If ρω(Xω

j )< rω , 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 ρω(Xω

j )≥ rω . Now recall from Algorithm 1 that for ω ∈N \ {0d} we have

f̂ω(Xj) =
1

kω

kω∑
i=1

Y(i)ω(Xj)−
1

2
−
∑
ω′≺ω

f̂ω′(Xj).

Then, since ηω(Xj) = 1/2 +
∑

ω′⪯ω fω′(Xj), we have that∣∣f̂ω(Xj)− fω(Xj)
∣∣

=
∣∣∣f̂ω(Xj)−

1

kω

kω∑
i=1

ηω(X(i)ω(Xj)) +
1

2
+
∑
ω′⪯ω

1

kω

kω∑
i=1

fω′(X(i)ω(Xj))− fω(Xj)
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣ 1
kω

kω∑
i=1

fω(X(i)ω(Xj))− fω(Xj)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣ 1

kω

kω∑
i=1

{
Y(i)ω(Xj)− ηω(X(i)ω(Xj))

}∣∣∣
+
∣∣∣∑
ω′≺ω

{ 1

kω

kω∑
i=1

fω′(X(i)ω(Xj))− f̂ω′(Xj)
}∣∣∣.(S26)
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For the first term in (S26), by Lemma S33, on the event Eδ
6 we have∣∣∣ 1

kω

kω∑
i=1

fω(X(i)ω(Xj))− fω(Xj)
∣∣∣≤ 2CBCS ·

(
2max{⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉, kω}

(nω − 1)rω

)βω/dω

≤ 4CBCS ·
1

r
βω/dω
ω

·
(
max{5 log+(|N |nω/δ), kω}

(nω − 1)

)βω/dω

≤ 20CBCS ·
1

r
βω/dω
ω

·
log+(2|N |nω/δ)

(nω − 1)
βωγω+αβ2

ω/dω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω

≤Rω,T.

since kω ≤ 4 log+(2|N |nω/δ)(nω − 1)
2βωγω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω . For the second term in (S26), on the
event Eδ

5 we have∣∣∣ 1
kω

kω∑
i=1

{
Y(i)ω(Xj)− ηω(X(i)ω(Xj))

}∣∣∣≤
√

log+(2|N |nω/δ)
2kω

≤
log+(2|N |nω/δ)

(nω − 1)
βωγω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω

≤ 20CBCS ·
1

r
βω/dω
ω

·
log+(2|N |nω/δ)

(nω − 1)
βωγω+αβ2

ω/dω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω

≤Rω,T,

since kω ≥ (nω − 1)
2βωγω

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω and rω ≥ 2(nω − 1)−1kω . For the third term in (S26),
similarly to above, by Lemma S33 on Eδ

6 we have∣∣∣ 1
kω

kω∑
i=1

fω′(X(i)ω(Xj))− f̂ω′(Xj)
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣ 1
kω

kω∑
i=1

fω′(X(i)ω(Xj))− fω′(Xj)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣fω′(Xj)− f̂ω′(Xj)

∣∣
≤Rω,T +

∣∣fω′(Xj)− f̂ω′(Xj)
∣∣,

for ω′ ≺ ω, where we have used the lower bound on rω . To finish the proof of part (i), suppose
for induction that (S25) holds for all ω′ ≺ ω. Then using the fact that Rω′,T ≤ Rω,T for all
ω′ ≺ ω, we deduce that∣∣f̂ω(Xj)− fω(Xj)

∣∣≤ (1 + 2dω)Rω,T +
∑
ω′≺ω

∣∣fω′(Xj)− f̂ω′(Xj)
∣∣

≤ (1 + 2dω +
∑
ω′≺ω

κω′,T) ·Rω,T.

The constant κω,T can then be calculated using κ0,T = 1 and the relation κω,T := 1 + 2dω +∑
ω′≺ω κω′,T, for dω > 1.
Now for part (ii), fix ω ∈ U(Ω⋆)∩N . Then fω(Xj) = 0 and, on the event Eδ

5 , we have

∣∣f̂ω(Xj)
∣∣= ∣∣∣f̂ω(Xj)−

1

kω

kω∑
i=1

ηω(X(i)ω(Xj)) +
1

2
+
∑
ω′⪯ω

1

kω

kω∑
i=1

fω′(X(i)ω(Xj))
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣ 1
kω

kω∑
i=1

{
Y(i)ω(Xj)− ηω(X(i)ω(Xj))

}∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∑
ω′≺ω

{ 1

kω

kω∑
i=1

fω′(X(i)ω(Xj))− f̂ω′(Xj)
}∣∣∣.
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≤

√
log+(2|N |nω/δ)

2kω
+
∣∣∣∑
ω′≺ω

{ 1

kω

kω∑
i=1

fω′(X(i)ω(Xj))− f̂ω′(Xj)
}∣∣∣.

The proof is completed again via induction.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6 . Let Cρ := (32C2
BCL)

− 1

minω∈N γω , where CB is the constant
from Proposition S4 and recall ϕω = γω(2βω+dω)+αβω . Then, for ω ∈ {Ω⋆∪L(Ω⋆)}∩N ,

let rω :=Cρ · n
− βω

2ϕω
ω , and consider the event Eδ

◦ =Eδ
3 ∩Eδ

4 ∩Eδ
5 ∩Eδ

6 with these choices of
rω . First note that, since

nω ≥
(32 log+(|N |nω/δ)

C1∨γω
ρ

) 2ϕω
2γωdω+2αβω−βω

≥max
{(4 log+(|N |/δ)

Cγω
ρ CL

) 2ϕω
2ϕω−βωγω ,

(32 log+(|N |nω/δ)
Cρ

) 2ϕω
2ϕω−βω ,

( 8

Cρ

) 2ϕω
2ϕω−4γωβω−βω

}
for ω ∈ {Ω⋆ ∪L(Ω⋆)} ∩N , we have that

rω ≥max
{(4 log+(|N |/δ)

CLnω

)1/γω

,
2max{⌈4 log+(|N |nω/δ)⌉, kω}

nω − 1

}
.

Therefore, by a union bound and Lemmas S29, S30, S31 and S32, we have

PQ

{(
Eδ

◦
)c ∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

}
≤ 4δ.

In the remainder of the proof we will show that, on the event Eδ
◦ , we have σ̂2ω ≥ τω for

every ω ∈ Ω⋆, and σ̂2ω < τω for every ω ∈ N ∩ U(Ω⋆), and therefore that Ω̂ = Ω⋆. First
consider ω ∈Ω⋆. On the event Eδ

◦ , by Lemma S34 and Proposition S4, we have that

σ̂2ω − σ2ω =
1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

f̂2ω(Xi)− σ2ω

=
1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

1{ρω(Xω
i )≥rω}{f̂

2
ω(Xi)− f2ω(Xi)}

+
1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

1{ρω(Xω
i )<rω}{f̂

2
ω(Xi)− f2ω(Xi)}+

1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

f2ω(Xi)− σ2ω

≥−2CBκω,T ·Rω,T − 8C2
BCLr

γω
ω −C2

B

√
log+(|N |/δ)

2nω
.

Then, we have σ2ω ≥ cE since ω ∈Ω⋆, and using the fact that τω = 2−4 ·n
− βωγω

2γω(2βω+dω)+2αβω
ω =

2−4 · n−1/κω,◦
ω , we deduce that

σ̂2ω − τω ≥ cE − τω − 2CBκω,T ·Rω,T − 8C2
BCLr

γω
ω −C2

B

√
log+(|N |/δ)

2nω
.

Therefore, we have σ̂2ω ≥ τω for all ω ∈Ω⋆, if
(S27)

max

{
2−4 · n

− βωγω
2γω(2βω+dω)+2αβω

ω ,2CBκω,TRω,T,8C
2
BCLr

γω
ω ,C2

B

√
log+(|N |/δ)

2nω

}
≤ cE/4
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for all ω ∈Ω⋆. To see that (S27) holds, first note that, for 0d ≺ ω′ ⪯ ω, we have(
n
− β

ω′
2ϕ

ω′
ω′ (nω′ − 1)

γ
ω′dω′+αβ

ω′
ϕ
ω′

)−βω′/dω′

≤
(
n
− β

ω′
2ϕ

ω′
ω′ (nω′/2)

γ
ω′dω′+αβ

ω′
ϕ
ω′

)−βω′/dω′

≤ 2
β
ω′ (γω′dω′+αβ

ω′ )
ϕ
ω′ · n

− β
ω′ (2γω′dω′+2αβ

ω′−β
ω′ )

2ϕ
ω′dω′

ω′

< 2 · n
− β

ω′γω′
2ϕ

ω′
ω′ ≤ 2 · n

− βωγω
2ϕω

ω′ .

Moreover, since n≥ nω′ ≥ nω , we have

max
{√ log(2|N |n/δ)

2n
, log(2|N |nω′/δ)n

− βωγω
2ϕω

ω′

}
≤ κ◦ log(2|N |nω/δ) · n

− βωγω
2ϕω

ω ,

for κω,◦ = 2ϕω

βωγω
. It follows that

Rω,T=

[
20CBCS max

0≺ω′⪯ω

{
log+(2|N |nω′/δ)·

(
Cρ ·n

− β
ω′

2ϕ
ω′

ω′ (nω′−1)
γ
ω′dω′+αβ

ω′
ϕ
ω′

)− β
ω′

d
ω′
}]

∨R0,T

< 40CBCSC
−βω
ρ κω,◦ · log+(2|N |nω/δ) · n

− βωγω
2ϕω

ω .

Therefore, using that

nω ≥
(32C2

BCL

cE

)ϕω(2∨α−1)

βωγω

(5CSκω,Tκω,◦ · log+(2|N |nω/δ)
Cβω
ρ

) 2ϕω
βωγω

≥max
{( 1

4cE

) 2ϕω
βωγω ,

(160 ·C2
BCSκω,Tκω,◦ · log+(2|N |nω/δ)

Cβω
ρ cE

) 2ϕω
βωγω ,

(32C2
BCLC

γω
ρ

cE

) ϕω
αβωγω ,

8 log+(|N |/δ)
c2EC

4
B

}
we deduce that (S27) holds. Note further that, since

nω ≥
(320 ·CBCSκω,Tκω,◦ · log+(2|N |nω/δ)

Cβω
ρ

) 4ϕω
βωγω ,

we have κ2ω,T ·R2
ω,T ≤ τω/4 for all ω ∈Ω⋆, which we will use in (S28) below.

For ω ∈ U(Ω⋆) ∩N , we have fω ≡ 0. Thus, on the event Eδ
4 ∩Eδ

5 ∩Eδ
6 , by Lemma S34

we have

σ̂2ω =
1

nω

∑
i∈Nω

f̂2ω(Xi)

≤

(
max

ω′∈{Ω⋆∪L(Ω⋆)}∩N
ω′⪯ω

κω′,T ·Rω′,T + max
ω′∈U(Ω⋆)∩N

ω′⪯ω

κω′,T ·

√
log+(2|N |nω′/δ)

2kω′

)2

≤ max
ω′∈Ω⋆,ω′⪯ω

τω′/2 + max
ω′∈U(Ω⋆)∩N

ω′⪯ω

κ2ω′,T · log+(2|N |nω′/δ) · n
− 2

κ
ω′,◦

ω′(S28)

≤ τω
2

+
κω,◦κ

2
ω,T

2
· log+(2|N |nω/δ) · n

− 2

κω,◦
ω ,
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where in the last inequality we used that for ω′ ⪯ ω we have τω′ ≤ τω , κω′,◦ ≤ κω,◦ and
nω′ ≥ nω , which also implies that

max
ω′∈U(Ω⋆)∩N

ω′⪯ω

log(2|N |nω′/δ)

n
2/κω′,◦
ω′

≤ max
ω′∈U(Ω⋆)∩N

ω′⪯ω

log(2|N |nω′/δ)

n
2/κω,◦
ω′

≤ κω,◦
2

· log(2|N |nω/δ)
n
2/κω,◦
ω

.

Finally using that, for ω ∈ U(Ω⋆)∩N ,

nω ≥
(
16κω,◦κ

2
ω,T · log+(2|N |nω/δ)

)κω,◦
,

we see that σ̂2ω ≤ τω . This completes the proof.

PROOF OF THEOREM 2 . Set

δ = δn := max
ω∈Ω⋆

n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω =

(
min
ω∈Ω⋆

n
βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

)−1
≥
(
min
ω∈Ω⋆

nω
)−1

,

since αβω ≤ dω , for ω ∈Ω⋆. Let

CN,ω :=
(27C2

BCL

cE

)κω,◦(1∨ 1

2α
)(20CSκω,Tκω,◦

C1∨γω
ρ

)2κω,◦

for ω ∈Ω⋆ and CN,ω := (16κω,◦κ
2
ω,T

)κω,◦ for ω ∈ U(Ω⋆).
Assume initially that, for ω ∈Ω⋆, we have nω ≥ nω,◦, where

(S29)

nω,◦ := max

{
2d+1,C2

N,ω ·(8/e)4κω,◦
(
κω,◦+1+α

)4κω,◦ ,
1

4
emaxω∈U(Ω⋆){C

1/κω,◦
N,ω (2κω,◦/e+1)}

}
.

We then claim that the sample size conditions in Proposition 6 are satisfied. To see this, first
fix ω ∈Ω⋆ and note that by Lemma S35 applied with m= nω and ϵ= 1/(4κω,◦) we have

log2κω,◦(nω)≤
(4κω,◦

e

)2κω,◦
· n

1

2
ω .

Therefore, using the first and second terms in the maximum in (S29), we have

CN,ω · log2κω,◦
+ (2|N |nω/δn)≤CN,ω · log2κω,◦

(
2|N |n

1+ βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω

)
=CN,ω ·

{
log(2|N |) +

(
1 +

2(1 + α)

κω,◦

)
· log(nω)

}2κω,◦

≤CN,ω ·
(
2 +

2(1 + α)

κω,◦

)2κω,◦
·
(4κω,◦

e

)2κω,◦
· n

1

2
ω ≤ nω,

for all ω ∈ Ω⋆. Now, for ω ∈ U(Ω⋆) ∩ N , again by Lemma S35 applied with m = nω , but
ϵ= 1/(2κω,◦), we have

log(nω)≤
(2κω,◦

e

)
· n

1

2κω,◦
ω .

Then, for ω ∈ U(Ω⋆) ∩ N , using the condition on nω′ in the statement and the third term
in (S29), we have

nω ≥ log
2κω,◦
+

(
2|N | min

ω′∈Ω⋆

nω′
)
≥C2

N,ω ·
(2κω,◦

e
+ 1
)2κω,◦

.
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Therefore

CN,ω · logκω,◦
+ (2|N |nω/δn)≤CN,ω·

(
lognω + log

(
2|N | min

ω′∈Ω⋆

nω′
))κω,◦

≤CN,ω·
(2κω,◦

e
· n

1

2κω,◦
ω + n

1

2κω,◦
ω

)κω,◦

≤CN,ω·
(2κω,◦

e
+ 1
)κω,◦

n1/2ω ≤ nω

for all ω ∈ U(Ω⋆)∩N . It follows that, by the upper bound in Theorem 1 and Proposition 6 ,
if nω ≥ nω,◦ for ω ∈Ω⋆, then we have

EQ

{
EP (ĈHAM)

∣∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

}
≤ EQ

{
EP (ĈΩ⋆

)
∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

}
+ PQ

(
Ω̂ ̸=Ω⋆

∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on
)

≤C · log
1+α

2

+

(
min
ω∈Ω⋆

nω

)
·max
ω∈Ω⋆

n
− βωγω(1+α)

γω(2βω+dω)+αβω
ω + 4δn,

where C := 1 + 2KΩ⋆
·
(
3(1+α)

2

) 1+α

2

log
1+α

2

+ (2d+1).
Finally, if nω < nω,◦ for some ω ∈Ω⋆, then we have that

δn = max
ω∈Ω⋆

n
− 2(1+α)

κω,◦
ω ≥ max

ω∈Ω⋆

{(nω,◦
nω

) 2(1+α)

κω,◦

}
· min
ω∈Ω⋆

n
− 2(1+α)

κω,◦
ω,◦ ≥ min

ω∈Ω⋆

{
n
− 2(1+α)

κω,◦
ω,◦

}
.

Thus

EQ

{
EP (ĈHAM)

∣∣∣O1 = o1, . . . ,On = on

}
≤ 1≤ δn

minω∈Ω⋆

{
n
− 2(1+α)

κω,◦
ω,◦

} .
We therefore conclude that the overall result holds with

CU := max

{
C + 4,max

ω∈Ω⋆

(
n

2(1+α)

κω,◦
ω,◦

)}
.

S4. Additional numerical results.

S4.1. Cross-validation version of the HAM algorithm. If the parameters α, β, and γ 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 α, B = {1/4,2/4,3/4,1} · 1d as candidate
values for β, and G= {1/2,1,2,∞}·1d as candidate values for γ, and we recommend these
as suitable default values.
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Algorithm S1 A cross-validation procedure to choose α, β and γ.
1: Input: Data Dn = ((Xo1

1 , Y1, o1), . . . , (X
on
n , Yn, on)) ∈ (Rd × {0,1} × {0,1}d)n, and finite sets A ⊆

[0,∞), B ⊆ (0,1]d and G⊆ [0,∞)d.

2: Split Dn into 5 equally sized subsets uniformly at random, denote these D
(1)
n , . . . , D(5)

n .
3: for (a,b,g) ∈A×B ×G do
4: E(a,b,g) = 0

5: for l ∈ [5] do
6: f̂0(·) := 1

|Dn|−|D(l)
n |

∑
i∈[n]:(Xoi

i ,Yi,oi)/∈D
(l)
n

Yi − 1
2

7: for (xo, y, o) ∈D
(l)
n do

8: x := xo

9: for d′ = 1, . . . , do do
10: for ω ⪯ o such that dω = d′ do
11: bω := min{bj : ωj = 1}, gω := min{gj : ωj = 1}
12: mω :=

∑
i∈[n]:(Xoi

i ,Yi,oi)/∈D
(l)
n
1{ω⪯oi}

13: kω := 1 + ⌊m
2bωgω

gω(2bω+dω)+abω
ω ⌋; Mω := {i ∈ [n] : ω ⪯ oi, (X

oi
i , Yi, oi) /∈D

(l)
n }

14: Let (Xω
(1)ω

(x), Y(1)ω (x)), . . . , (X
ω
(mω)ω

(x), Y(mω)ω (x)) be a reordering of the pairs

{(Xoi
i , Yi) : i ∈Mω , (X

oi
i , Yi,Oi) /∈D

(l)
n } such that ∥Xω

(1)ω
(x)− xω∥ ≤ · · · ≤ ∥Xω

(mω)ω
(x)− xω∥

15: f̂ω(x) :=
1
kω

∑kω
j=1 Y(j)ω (x)−

1
2 −

∑
ω′≺ω f̂ω′(x)

16: end for
17: end for
18: η̂(x) := 1

2 +
∑

ω⪯o f̂ω(x)

19: Ŷ := 1{η̂(x)≥1/2}
20: E(a,b,g)←E(a,b,g) + 1{Ŷ ̸=y}
21: end for
22: end for
23: end for
24: Output (α̂, β̂, γ̂) := argmin(a,b,g)∈A×B×G

{
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 ≡ PQ. 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. For all m≥ 1 and any ϵ > 0, logm≤ (mϵ)/(e · ϵ).

PROOF. Fix ϵ > 0. Let Aϵ := supm≥1((logm)/mϵ), then our claim is that Aϵ = 1/(e · ϵ).
To see this, let g(m) = log((logm)/mϵ) = log log(m) − ϵ · logm, which is maximised at
m= e1/ϵ, and indeed

log(e1/ϵ)

e(1/ϵ)·ϵ
=

1

e · ϵ
.
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FIG 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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