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MAXIMUM A POSTERIORI TESTING IN
STATISTICAL INVERSE PROBLEMS

Remo Kretschmann® Frank Werner*

Abstract  This paper is concerned with a Bayesian approach to testing hypotheses in statistical
inverse problems. Based on the posterior distribution IT (:|Y = y), we want to infer whether a
feature (¢, u") of the unknown quantity of interest 4" is positive. This can be done by the so-called
maximum a posteriori test. We provide a frequentistic analysis of this test’s properties such as
level and power, and prove that it is a regularized test in the sense of Kretschmann et al. (2024).
Furthermore we provide lower bounds for its power under classical spectral source conditions
in case of Gaussian priors. Numerical simulations illustrate its superior performance both in
moderately and severely ill-posed situations.

1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 LINEAR-GAUSSIAN SET-UP

We consider a linear inverse problem
(1.2) Y=Tu +0Z

where T is a bounded linear operator between two separable Hilbert spaces X and Y/, u" is an unknown
quantity of interest, o > 0 a noise level, and Z is a Gaussian white noise process on Y. Both Z and Y
are Hilbert space processes on Y, i.e., equation (1.1) has to be understood as

Y(9) =(Tu',g)y +0Z(g) forallge Y.

Here, the Hilbert space processes Y, Z: Y — L?(Q, F, p) arise from the family (Z(9))gey, (Z(9))gey
of Gaussian random variables Z(g) ~ N (0, ||g||?y) with covariance E[Z(g)Z(h)] = fQ Z(g)Z(h)du =
(g, h) y- Note, that for fixed w € Q, g = Z(g9, ) = Z(g)(w) is a linear functional on Y, but in general
not continuous. That is, w — Z(-, w) is a random variable with values in the algebraic dual space Y*
of Y. The same holds true for the whole data Y.

If we embed Y = Y into a scale of Hilbert spaces {Y" },cr defined by an orthonormal basis (¢x)xen
of Y and a positive £2-sequence (ay)xcn as

Y= {y ey: Za£2'|<y,<pk>y|2 < OO}
k=1

forr > 0, and

Y= {y € LWY,R): )" all|y(pp)l* < 00}

k=1
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for r > 0, then Z takes a value in the topological dual space Z' = Y “1of Z := Y almost surely, and
Y itself is the Cameron-Martin space of its law, as is described in appendix 7.4 of [28]. For this reason,
we can interpret (1.1) rigorously as an equation in Z".

Models of the form (1.1) are widely used as prototypes in applications ranging from astrophysics to
cell biology, as central limit theorems and asymptotic equivalence statements motivate the Gaussianity
of the noise in (1.1).

1.2 ESTIMATION AND INFERENCE

Due to the wide applicability, estimation of u in (1.1) based on the available data Y has been tackled
extensively in the literature. We refer to [8, 3] for filter-based methods, to [13, 26] for methods based
on the singular value decomposition of T, and to [5, 1] for wavelet-based methods.

However, the focus of this paper is not on the reconstruction of all of u, but on inference about specific
features of u' that can be described via linear functionals. This is of special interest in applications, as
often (in the example of functions) only properties such as modes, monotonicity, or the support of u"
are of interest.

We will follow the general idea of [16] and tackle this issue as a hypothesis testing problem. Therefore,
let ¢ € X* be a bounded linear functional and (¢, u") the feature of interest. We want to test

(1.2) H:{(p,u’) <0 vs. K:{p,u")y >0,

and denote X = {x € X : {¢,x) < 0} and Xx = {x € X : {p,x) > 0}.
Testing hypotheses in statistical inverse problems has so far mostly been considered for global
testing problems of the form

(1.3) Hy:u'=0 vs. H:u' €B, ||uT||X > p

with smoothness classes B C X and radii p > 0. This situation has, e.g., been investigated in [22, 12,
11, 27], and in those works, sharp minimax bounds for the corresponding detection thresholds are
provided. However, many local features of u" cannot be described by a global testing problem such
as (1.3). Consequently, also local testing problems (1.2) have been discussed in the literature. An early
example is [31], where (multiscale) inference for features in deconvolution models has been investigated.
More recently, also more general models have been considered, see e.g. [7, 30, 6]. In the most recent
work [16], a regularized approach to testing local features has been discussed, which resolves two
essential problems in previous works. The regularized approach allows to all test features ¢ € X",
and not only regular features ¢ € R (T"). Furthermore, the finite sample properties of regularized
tests are way superior to previous approaches. The aim of the paper at hand is to further explore this
regularized approach and to investigate it from a Bayesian point of view.

1.3 BAYESIAN TREATMENT

During the last decade, and inspired by the monograph [14] and the survey [32], the Bayesian approach
to the inverse problem (1.1) has become popular. This means, that the unknown, now denoted by U, is
no longer assumed to be a fixed, deterministic quantity, but a prior distribution I is assigned to it and
in what follows, U ~ II is considered random as well. In this paper, we generically consider

(1.4) Y=TU +0oZ,

and assign a Gaussian prior distribution IT = N (my, Cy) to U. Here, Cy is a symmetric, positive definite,
trace class operator, and U and Z are assumed to be independent. We can interpret U as Gaussian
process on X by considering ix o U, where ix: X — X’ denotes the Riesz map x — (x, -) x, see [24].

R. Kretschmann, F. Werner MARP testing in statistical inverse problems
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To clarify the notation, let P, for given u € X denote the distribution of Y on Y*, given U = u.
Then, we interpret H and K as subsets of the class {P, : u € X}. Let v denote the distribution of 6Z
on Y*. The distribution P, = v(- — Tu) of Y, given U = u, is absolutely continuous with respect to v
for all u € X with

dv(- — Tu)

L(w,Y) = ==

1 1 )
(Y) =exp (;Y(Tu) - 27‘2||Tu||y a.s.,

see appendix 7.4 of [28]. For y € Y*, the posterior distribution II(-|Y = y) = N (m,C) on X is almost
surely Gaussian with mean

1 1

101 1 -1
m=mq+C; (CIT'TC; +0°d)  CGT* (y - Tmo)

1/ 01 1 -1
=¢; (6, T'TC; +0%d) Ty

1/ 01 1 -1 3
1d-C; (C;T'TC; +0'd) ¢ T*T} mo

and covariance

g 4 1 .1 5 -1 1
C=0’C; (C;T'TC; +0™d)

and (B,y) — II(B,Y = y) is a regular conditional distribution of U, given Y. This follows from
[24, Thm 4.2], as described in section 2 of [2]. The measure II(:|Y = y) is almost surely absolutely
continuous w.r.t. IT according to Bayes’ theorem with Radon-Nikodym derivative

dri(|y = y)

N L(U,y)
oW

[y LG y)dIiGx)”

Theoretical properties of the posterior II(:|Y = y) in Bayesian inverse problems have been studied
widely in the literature. We refer to [25, 2] for its contraction properties in the linear case, and, e.g., to
[28] for a frequentistic analysis of its coverage in a nonlinear problem. Besides this, also non-Gaussian
distributions have been treated, e.g., in [18, 19, 20, 21].

1.4 OUR CONTRIBUTION AND STRUCTURE OF THE PAPER

The major contribution of the paper at hand is to develop a Bayesian approach for testing problems
of the form (1.2). In the following Section 2, we will introduce maximum a posteriori (MAP) tests,
which naturally arise from the posterior IT(:|Y = y). Within the considered setup, this distribution is
Gaussian and hence we are able to explicitly analyze frequentistic properties of the corresponding test
such as its level analytically. Interestingly, it turns out that without further a priori assumptions on
u', it is impossible to derive a non-trivial bound for the size of the MAP test (Theorem 2.4). This is
in agreement with the findings from [16], where such a bound was also obtained only under a priori
assumptions. Furthermore, we show that the MAP test can be characterized as a regularized test in
the sense of [16], and that optimal detection properties are almost reachable by choosing the prior
covariance Cy appropriately (Theorem 2.11). In Section 3, we will then pursue a different analytic
approach and consider a priori assumptions in form of classical Holder-type source conditions and
provide bounds for the power of the MAP test under such conditions. Optimality of these bounds
can be obtained for an a priori choice of the prior covariance, and we also discuss an a posteriori
choice. In Section 4, we finally perform extensive numerical simulations to investigate the finite sample
performance of the MAP test both in mildly ill-posed and in severely ill-posed situations. We end this
paper with an outlook in Section 5.
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2 MAXIMUM A POSTERIORI TESTS

Before we describe the approach to Bayesian testing, let us briefly recall the notation for hypothesis
tests and the corresponding frequentistic properties in general. A (non-randomized) test is a mea-
surable mapping ¥, that maps the available data Y either to 0 or 1. Given such a test ¥, the quantity
P+ [¥(Y) = 1] is called the size of the test ¥, where P+ denotes the law of Y in (1.4) given U = u".
The maximal size of the test under the hypothesis,

sup {P,: [¥(Y) =1] : u' € Xy}

is called level (of significance) of the test ¥, measuring the maximal probability of a false rejection
(type 1 error). In frequentistic statistics, this quantity is controlled by a user-chosen value € (0,1). If
u' e Xk, ie., if we are working under the alternative, then the size of ¥ is also called the power of this
test, and it measures the probability of a correct detection. Clearly, this quantity — from a frequentistic
perspective — should be as large as possible.

Given the Bayesian set-up (1.4) and the derived posterior IT (:|Y = y), it seems clear how to construct
a Bayesian test. Essentially, the posterior covers all information about the model (including prior and
data), and from a Bayesian perspective the hypothesis should be accepted if and only if the set Xy has
a has a higher probability under the posterior IT (:|Y = y) than the alternative Xx. This leads directly
to the definition of the maximum a posteriori (MAP) test ¥yap by

1 ifI(Xk|Y = y) > (XYY = y),
0 otherwise.

Prmar(y) = {

For this test, ¥pmap(y) = 1if II(Xk|Y = y) > % and ¥(y) = 0 if II(Xk|Y = y) < % In the context
of statistical classification, ®ypap is also called a Bayes classifier since it minimizes the probability of
misclassification from a Bayesian perspective. In the following, we will study the MAP test ¥pjap and
its properties from a frequentistic point of view, i.e., under the assumption that it is applied to data Y

generated by a fixed truth u’ € X according to (1.1).

Remark 2.1. Here, it becomes clear why we have to consider the hypothesis (¢, u") < 0 rather than
{(p,u’) = 0 when assigning a Gaussian prior — the event Xz needs to have positive prior probability
in order to lead to a nontrivial MAP test.
Remark 2.2. MAP tests are in general not connected to MAP estimates. While a set of maximal posterior
probability is chosen, the mode of the posterior distribution does not play a role in this choice. Instead,
the whole posterior distribution has to be taken into account.

As the following theorem shows, the MAP test can be evaluated in a simple manner.

Theorem 2.3. For y € Y, it holds that

1 if (y, Pmap) > (mo, T*Ppar — @) x
Ymar(y) = .
0 otherwise,
where
1 1 1 -1 1
(2) e = TC; (CGT'TC; +0™d) Cio.

Proof. First of all, we express the MAP test in terms of the law I1,(:|Y = y) of (¢, U), given Y = y, the
marginal posterior distribution

O, (-|Y = y) = N({p, m), {p,Cop)),

R. Kretschmann, F. Werner MARP testing in statistical inverse problems
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since II(Xx|Y = y) = I1,((0,0)|Y = y). The cdf F, of IL, (:|Y = y) is given by

t—(p,m)
(p.Co)"2 |

where Q denotes the cdf of the standard normal distribution. Now, we have

Fp(t) =P [{p,U) < t|Y =y] =Q

1 1 1
(2.2) I(Xk|Y = y) > 2 s Pl{p,U)>0Y=y] > 3 & Fy(0) < 5

S (p,m) > 0.

This allows us to express (m, ¢) y as

1/ 01 1 -1 1
(m, @)y = <y, TC; (C3T°TC; + 0'1d) cg<p>

S D=

1/ 1 1 -1
(2.3) + <m0, [Id - T'TC} (CO2 T°TC; + O'ZId) C

!,

which ends the proof. u

= (¥, Pmar) — (Mo, T"Pmar — @) x»

We see that the test rejects if the linear estimator (Y, ®yap) exceeds the critical value {mq, T*®pap — @)
and note that the probe element ®y4p is independent of the prior mean m,.

Theorem 2.4. Foru' € X, the size of the test W\iap is given by

(ul, T*®pap) x — (Mo, T*Orniar — @) x
ol|Pmarlly

(2.4) Py [Pmar(Y) =1] =Q

with ®pap as in (2.1), where Q denotes the cdf of the standard normal distribution.
Proof. Using the model (1.1), (2.2), (2.3), and (Z, Ppmap) ~ N (O, ||Pmapl x). We obtain
P [Fmar(Y) = 1] = Pyi [(Y, @mar) — (mo, T @map — ¢) > 0]

=P [(TUT,¢MAP> +0(Z, Dpiap) — (Mo, T* Ppiap — @) > 0]

(mo, T*Oypapr — @) — (u, T*CDMAP)]
o

=P [(Z, Dpiap) >

_ ((mo, T"®pmap — @) — (u, T*(DMAP>)
=1-0
o||®marll
_ ((u, T*®pap) — (Mo, T*Ppap — ‘P)) .
o||@mapll '

2.1 NECESSITY OF A PRIORI ASSUMPTIONS

In this section, we discuss the case that nothing is known about the truth other than that " € X and
establish necessary and sufficient conditions for a MAP test to have a nontrivial level of significance.
We also relate the MAP test to unregularized hypothesis tests discussed in section 1.2 of [16]. First, we
observe that in order to obtain a MAP test whose level is smaller than 1, ¢ typically needs to be an
eigenvector of C(l)/ ZT*TC(l)/ 2,

Theorem 2.5. Assume that T is injective and that Cy and T*T commute. If ¢ is not an eigenvector of
C(l)/zT*TC(l)/Z, then Wyap has level

sup {Py [¥map(Y) =1] :u’ € Xg} = 1.

R. Kretschmann, F. Werner MARP testing in statistical inverse problems
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Proof. We prove this statement by contraposition. First of all, we compute
1/ 1 1 -1 1 1 11 1 -1
T'Oyap = T'TC; (C,T'TC; +0%1d)  Cjg = CiT'TC; (GIT'TC; +0°1d) o
QD,

1 1 -1 1 1 1\ 7!
= [Id - o? (cg T*TC? + crzld) } ¢ =|Id- (Id+ =G T*Tcg)

where we used that C(l)/ % commutes with T*T. Let us assume that the test ¥y;ap has a level of significance
smaller than 1. Then, the term

1 1y ~1
(T*Opap, ')y = <Id - (Id + o2 T*Tcg) o,ul >
X

in (2.4) is uniformly bounded from above for all u™ € Xp. In particular, the subspace
W:={uecX:{(p,u) =0}

is invariant under the self-adjoint operator
Ldrred)
A=1d- (Id+ G T TCO) :

because if there existed w € W with (T*®pap, w) = (Ap, w) = (@, Aw) # 0, then tw € W C Xy as
well for all t € R and (T*®pap, tw) = t(p, Aw) could be arbitrarily large. Since (Ap, w) = (¢, Aw) =0
for all w € W we have Ap € W+ = span{¢}, i.e. ¢ is an eigenvector of A. Therefore, ¢ is also an
eigenvector of C(l)/zT*TC(l)/2 =o?((Id = A)~! - 1d). [

The following theorem shows that the condition that ¢ is an eigenvector of C(l)/ ZT*TC(l)/ ? is rather
restrictive.
Theorem 2.6. Let T be an injective, compact, linear operator on X and assume that Cy and T*T commute.
Then any eigenvector ¢ ofC(l)/ZT*TC(l)/2 is an element of span{ex : k € N}, where (ex)ren is a joint
eigenbasis of Cy and T*T. Moreover,

{x € X : (x,ex)x =0 forallk € N with {p,ex) = 0}

is an eigenspace of C(l)/ 2T*TC(l)/ 2,

Proof. By assumption, T*T and Cy are jointly diagonizable with eigensystems (72, ey )xen an (P, €x)ken
respectively, and (e )xen forms an orthonormal basis of X due to the injectivity of T. Let ¢ € X be an
eigenvector of C(l)/ ZT*TC(I)/ ? associated with the eigenvalue y > 0. Then, we have

> 1 1 =
D il o) xek = CET TC 9 =y = ) yew ) ek
k=1 k=1

Comparing coefficients yields that r,f pr =y for all k € N with (ex, ¢) x # 0. Since both 7 and pj tend
to 0 as k — oo, this implies that all but finitely many components (e, ¢) y must be zero. Note that
any ex with (@, ex) y # 0 is an eigenvector of C(l)/ ZT*TC(l)/ ? as well, and thus any x € X that satisfies
(x,ex)x = 0 forall k € Nwith (¢, er) = 0. [

Corollary 2.7. If T is an injective, compact, linear operator and Cy and T*T commute, then the MAP test
Wnap has level 1 for any ¢ € X \ span{e : k € N}, where (ex)ren is a joint eigenbasis of Cy and T*T.

R. Kretschmann, F. Werner MARP testing in statistical inverse problems
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Proof. By Theorem 2.6, ¢ is not an eigenvector of C(l)/ 2T*TC(l)/ ? 50 that Wyp has level 1 by Theorem 2.5.

We see that without a priori assumptions on u, it can typically not be expected that the MAP test

has a level a < 1. If, on the other hand, ¢ is an eigenvector of C(l)/ ZT*TC(I)/ 2, the situation is different.

Theorem 2.8. Assume that Cy and T*T commute and let « € (0,1). If ¢ € X is an eigenvector of
C(l]/ZT*TC(l)/2 associated with the eigenvalue y > 0 and the prior mean my € X satisfies

ol +y

| @rmarll y Q' (a),

<m07 (P>,\’ = o

then the test ¥\ap has level of significance
sup {[FDuT [Pavap(Y) =1] :u' € XH} =a.

Proof. By assumption, we have C(l)/ ZT*TC(I)/ z(p = y@, which yields

. 2 ) AN Y
T*yap = Id—(Id+a COTTCO) 0= 1—(1+;) 0=t

It follows that y

o (u',p)y <0 forallu’ € Xy

(u’, T*®map) x =

with equality for u” = 0. Moreover, we have

. Y\ o’
P g = (1+ 1) o= Ty
MAP — ¢ 52 ¢ 0_2_'_}/(P
which leads to )
* o —_
(mo, T"dpap — @) x = iy y(mo,(P)x = 0| PpmarlO 7 ().
Now, it follows from Theorem 2.4 that
,T*® - ,T*® -
P [Hyap(Y) = 1] = O ((u map) — (Mo, T"Pmap — @) <
o||Pmarl|

for all u” € Xy with equality for u" = 0. ]

In case that Cy and T*T commute, any eigenvector ¢ of C(l)/ ZT*TC(l)/ ? = T*TC, lies in ran T*. This
way, there exists @, € Y such that T*®, = ¢. We consider the unbiased frequentist estimator

(Y, ®p) = (Tu' + 0Z,®9) = (u', p) + 0(Z, ®y)
for (u', p). It gives rise to the unregularized test

1 if (Y, @) > ¢,

0 otherwise.

Yo (Y) = {

We obtain a level-a test by choosing ¢ := —c||®||Q~!(a). This way,

P,{(Y, ®p) > c} =P, {(Z,q>0> Lo (o) (u'.0) 5}
o o o

o

}:Pu {(Z,(DO> <

c c
<R <=} =0 (_U”‘Doﬂ) ¢

for all u" € Xy with equality for u" = 0. The MAP test Wyap is related to the unregularized test &g as
follows.

R. Kretschmann, F. Werner MARP testing in statistical inverse problems
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Theorem 2.9. Let T be an injective, compact, linear operator and assume that Cy and T*T commute. If
¢ € X is an eigenvector ofCé/2T*TC(1)/2, then the level-a MAP test Yy\iap with mg chosen as in Theorem 2.8
is equal to the unregularized level-a test ¥y based upon the estimator (Y, ®¢), where T*®y = ¢. Moreover,

both tests are uniformly most powerful.

Proof. First of all, we show that @, is an eigenvector of TCyT™* associated with the eigenvalue y,
where y > 0 is the eigenvalue associated with the eigenvector ¢ of C(l)/ ZT*TC(l)/ 2, By assumption, T*T
and C are jointly diagonizable. Let (ri, ek, fi )xen denote a singular system of T and (py, ex)ren an
eigensystem of Cy. By assumption, Tz pr = y forall k € N with (¢, ex)y # 0. Moreover, we have
(@, ex) x = (T, ex) x = (Do, fx) y and 7x > 0 for all k € N. Therefore,

(TCoT*®q, fic) y = 2 pi{ Do, fi) y = ¥{(Po. fic) y

for all k € N with (@, fx) # 0, which implies that TCoT*®, = y®,. Next, we compute

—

)/E
Y+ o?

1
|@maplly = ITCo(T*TCo + 0*1d) 0|l = ICZ ol -

By the previous considerations,

(0, Cog) = (@0, TCoT ®g) = y(Po, Dy).

This yields || ®maplly = YL”q)OHy- The estimator

+0?
(Y, Opiap) = (Tu', Dyap) y + 0(Z, Dpiap) = (u’, T*@piap) x + 0(Z, Dyiap)

has a Gaussian distribution with mean (u", T*®yap) x = YTYcﬂ(”T’ ¢) x and variance 02||fI>MAP||2y. Both
random variables

Y
y +o?

(Y, Do) = N((u', @), 6%||D]|*) and (Y,(DMAP)~N( ', @), 0% Pypap]?

have monotone likelihood ratio in Ti(z) = (z, ®¢) or T>(z) = (z, Pmap), respectively, when seeking
the parameter (u', ). Therefore, both tests ¥, and ¥ are uniformly most powerful level-« tests due
to their form as indicator functions of superlevel sets of Ty, by Theorem 3.4.1in [23]. Both tests are
in fact equal since the random variables YTYJZ(Y, @) and (Y, Dpap) are equal in distribution, and the
rejection thresholds of the two tests are chosen to achieve the same level of significance. [ ]

2.2 INTERPRETATION AS REGULARIZED TEST

In this section, we illustrate how MAP tests based upon a Gaussian prior fit into the framework of
regularized hypothesis tests discussed in section 2 of [16] and how they relate to optimal regularized
tests discussed in section 3 of [16]. We make the following assumptions on X, Y, u, T, and ¢ which
are also used in [16].

Assumption 1. There exists a pair of Banach spaces (V,V’) such that the following holds.
1. (u,0)x < |lullqy|ol|lq, forallv e VNX andu e V' NnX.
2. ut e VX with|uf|lq <1
3. ranT* C V' andT*: Y — V' is bounded.

4. ¢ € ranT*, where the closure is formed in V’.

R. Kretschmann, F. Werner MARP testing in statistical inverse problems
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Note, that Theorem 2.5 does not apply under Assumption 1 anymore, since the set of admissible
elements " is limited now.

We know from Theorem 2.2 and equation (3.2) in [16] that under these assumptions, the regularized
test

\P‘I),C(Y) = 1<Y,CI>)>c
with
(2.5) c=c(®) = all®llyQ7' (1~ ) + IT"® ~ ¢l
has at most level @ € (0,1), i.e. sup {[P’m [‘I’QC(Y) = 1] cul e XH} < a, and its power is given by

T (®) )

o

(2.6) Pyt [Yoc(Y) =1] = Q (Q_l(a) -

for every ® € Y \ {0} and u' € Xk, where

IT°® — gllyp — (@, Tu') y

(@) =
Tul 121l y
As we have seen in (2.2) and (2.3), the MAP test ¥yiap corresponds to the specific regularized test
Yoyap,cmar With
101 1 -1 1
duap = TC; (C,T'TC; +0%1d)  Cjp,

emap = (mo, T*®yap — @) x
if the prior mean is chosen such that cyiap = ¢(®pap) holds, i.e., such that

(2.7) (mo, T*®ymap — @) x = 0l|Pumarlly Q™ (1 — @) + | T* @piap — ¢l

In particular, this choice of m, ensures that Wyap has at most level @ and with this choice, the power
of Ymap is given by

J7 (@rap)
(28) P [Baap(¥) = 1] = Q[ Q7o) - T2 )

for u" € Xk, see Theorem 2.4. Here, we used that Q0 Ya) = —Q7!(1 - @). In the following, we will
always choose my € X such that (2.7) holds.

Consider the case that T is a compact, linear operator and Cy and T*T commute. In this case, there
exists a common system of eigenvectors (ex)xen of T*T and Cy that forms an orthonormal basis of
ran T* = (ker T)*. This yields a singular value decomposition

Tx = Z l{x, ek xfe» x€X,
keN

of T with an orthonormal system (fi)ren in Y and 7 > 0 for all k € N, as well as a spectral
decomposition
Cox = Z pr{x,ex) xex, x € (kerT)
keN
of the restriction of Cy to (ker T)* with px > 0 forall k € N. Let V: X — Y denote the unitary operator
defined by

Vx = Z(x,ek)xfk for all x € X.
keN

R. Kretschmann, F. Werner MARP testing in statistical inverse problems
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Note that (ker T)* is invariant both under C(l)/ % and C(l)/ ZT*TC(I)/ % + 6°1d. This leads to
1/ 1 1
Opap = TPeer 1) C (cg T'TCE + azld) CZy
171 1 -1 1
=TC? (cg T*Tcg + ozld) CZP(kerT)up
=) 7 ateafi= ), 5 Troam (Te

keN kp kto keN Tk
=V (T'T +5°C;") ' V* Ty,

+

where C; ! only exists as an unbounded linear operator in X and is not defined on the whole space. It
follows that
(TT* + c*VCy'V*) Opiap = V (T*T + 6*Cy ') Vidmap = To,

which implies that ®yap is the minimizer of the Tikhonov-Phillips functional

_1
O || TP - (p||§< + 0’ ”C0

in ran(VC, '/2) This way, ®pap can be interpreted as the Tikhonov-Phillips regularized solution to the
equation T*®, = ¢ with weighted quadratic norm penalty. Here, the product of ¢ and the size of the
prior covariance play the role of the regularization parameter.

We know from Theorem 3.2 in [16] that under Assumption 1 there exists an optimal regularized test
¥y .+ and that the optimal probe element @ is found as the minimizer of ]Tyu + in Y\ {0}. It is a natural
question whether the MAP test ®pap can achieve this optimal power. In the following, we show that
MAP tests with arbitrarily close to optimal power can indeed be constructed by choosing the prior
covariance accordingly. These are, however, oracle tests, i.e. their construction requires knowledge of
the truth u.

Theorem 2.10. The minimizer ®' of];{ﬂ satisfies ®" € ranT.

Proof. First, let us decompose o = <I>_1r + CID; into CI>I € ker T" and @; = (kerT*)* = ranT. Then, we
have ,
IT*®" = gl = (T*®",u") x = |T°®] — pll.y,, — (T*0L, ')

and 2 2 2
19711y = 9] 1l + I12]1I,.

Now, if there was a component CDI # 0, it would follow that

IT*®] = @l = (@LTu), | T°®7 = gl — (@7, Tul)y

T (@) = o (@)
e o511, 19711 T
since ]%yu ; (®) < 0 by Theorem 3.2 in [16], which contradicts the optimality of ®. [

Theorem 2.11. Suppose that Assumption 1 holds, that T is a compact, linear operator with singular system
(Tks €k fr)ken, and that for allk € N,

(T*®%, )y =0 = (p,ep)x=0.
Then we have

inf J¥ (®yap(Co)) = min JY (@) <0
Cl(fIEFJTuf( Map(Co)) o ot (@) <0,

R. Kretschmann, F. Werner MARP testing in statistical inverse problems



2024-04-08 page 11 of 33

where F denotes the set of all operators Cy on X of the form

Cox = Z pi{x, ex) xex + CiPert
keN

with (pr)ken € L1(N), px > 0 for all k € N and a self-adjoint, positive definite, trace class operator C on
kerT.

Proof. For Cy € F, we have

k
T
Dpriap(Co) = ——— (0. e) x fr
];N ri + azpkl

by (2.2). By Theorem 2.10, ®' € ranT = span{f; : k € N}. Therefore, ®pap = @' if and only if for all
keN,
Tk

2. <I>T, =—(Q,€r) .
(2.9) (@', fi) y T]z+0'2p];1<(p k)X

This is trivially satisfied for k € N with 7;(®7, i) = (T*®7, ex) = 0 by assumption, and equivalent to

2 _ TxHT
(2.10) Pil = 5le ~ 'O e
o (T, ex)

for k € N with (T*®", ;) # 0. We choose the sequence of operators

CO,n = Z pk,n(', ek>Xek + CiPrert
keN

on X with

ZT*q)%’ . " ot
W if k <nand (¢ — T*®', er) # 0 and (T*®", ;) # 0,

Pkn = O'ank_z if k < nand (p — T*®", er) = 0,

o2k if k > nor (T*®", ;) = 0,

and an arbitrary self-adjoint, positive definite, trace class operator C; on ker T. This way, Cy 5, is positive
definite and trace class for all n € N. For k < n with (¢ — T*®",e,) # 0 and (T*®, ¢) # 0, we have

(@rap(Con), firy = (@, fi) y.
For k € N with (T*Clﬁ, er) = 0 we have

(umap(Con). fidy = 0= (D", fi)y

by assumption. For k < n with (¢ — T*®", e;) = 0, we moreover have

k
T s« *
(@mapr(Con)s frdy = ) (<<P - T*0, ) x + (T*Q, €k>x)
k k
- i "t
=1 (P foy = (@ oy

n
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Now, it follows that

| ®rnap (Con) — ‘DTH; = Z (Pmar(Con) — cpT,ﬁ(f,/
k=1

sg(l— ) @Y Y @aelCon) - B Y

n+l k=n+1
1 < 2 < )
_ § N
T (n+1)2 kz (@, fi)y "‘kz (Pmar(Coo) =@, fr)y — 0
=1 =n+1

as n — oo, since ®pap(Cop) — D' € Y. By Assumption 13, ]Tym is continuous on Y \ {0}, so that

Ty (@uap(Com)) = J7: (@7) = min J7 (@)

as n — oo. This proves the proposition. [

Remark 2.12. In general, the infimum can not be attained. If any component of ¢ satisfies
(p— T 0T, ex) = 0,

then (2.9) cannot hold because 7 > 0 for all k € N, and hence ® = ®yap cannot hold either. Likewise,
if the series

Z (T*®, ex) y
(g — T O, ex) x

does not converge, then the optimal Cy € F cannot be trace class because (px)ren, chosen according
to (2.10), is not an ¢!-sequence.

3 PERFORMANCE OF MAP TEST UNDER SPECTRAL SOURCE CONDITION

Now, we study the performance of the MAP test ¥pap in a more specific setting. Namely, under a
spectral source condition and for a specific choice of the prior covariance Cy. We establish lower
bounds on the power of the MAP test for an a priori choice of the prior covariance and we study its
performance numerically for an a posteriori choice of the prior covariance. We make the following
assumptions.

Assumption 2. 1. T is an injective Hilbert—Schmidt operator.
2. The truth u' satisfies a spectral source condition
ul = (T*T)% w=|T|"w
for somev > 0 andw € X with |[w||x < p.

3. The prior covariance is given by
Co =y (T'T)*

for somey > 0 and p > 1.
Under these assumptions, Assumption 1 is satisfied for V = ran(T7*T) vz = X,

§

R. Kretschmann, F. Werner MARP testing in statistical inverse problems
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As discussed in Section 2.2, this ensures that the MAP test is a regularized test, i.e. ¥map = Yo .p.crap
with ¢ chosen according to (2.7).

Moreover, note that Cy commutes with T*T under Assumption 2. Assumption 2.1 together with the
condition p1 > 1 ensure that (T*T)* is positive definite and has finite trace, which in turn ensures that
the prior distribution IT = N'(my, Cp) is concentrated on X. In order for V to have positive probability
under the prior distribution, p needs to be chosen large enough.

Theorem 3.1. If (T*T)*~" is trace class and my € ran(T*T)"/?, then I(ran(T*T)"/?) = 1. Otherwise,
O (ran(T*T)"/?) = 0.
The proof of this theorem can be found in Appendix A. If 4 < v, we have

(ran(T*T)"/?) < (ran(T*T)*'?) = I(ran C(l)/z) =0

and the prior satisfies the source condition with probability 0 since the Cameron—Martin space of a
Gaussian measure has probability 0 by Proposition 1.27 in [4]. On the other hand, we can guarantee
that II(ran(T*T)"/?) = 1 by choosing y large enough such that (T*T)*~" is trace class and mg € V.
Since T is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, this is the case if g > v + 1. Then, IT can be interpreted as a
Gaussian measure N (mg, y*(T*T)*~") on V. Note that m, can always be chosen in V as such that
(2.7) is satisfied, e.g., as mo = w(T*T)"/?¢p with w € R. We will study both the compatible case y > v+1
and the incompatible case p < v.

3.1 A PRIORI CHOICE OF PRIOR COVARIANCE
By Theorem 2.4 and the choice (2.7) of my, the power of ¥yap is given by

", T*®ymap) x — IT* Puar — @l
o||Pmarlly

Py [¥mar(Y) =1] =Q (Q_l(a) +

_ uf, T*"Opmap) x — p |[(T*T) % (T*Pyiap — ‘P)Hx
=007 (@) + -
ol|Pmarlly
We can estimate the quantities in this expression in terms of the prior covariance as follows.
Theorem 3.2. Suppose that Assumption 2 holds. If p > 5 — 1, then

o o\
[ Df e o < (7] el

1
Y\ m
Iowaelly < (£)™ llolly.

This theorem is proven in Appendix A. It yields a lower bound on the power of Wyap.

)4

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that Assumption 2 holds. If p > 3 — 1, then the power of ¥map for u' e Xg is
bounded by

W) _ oo~ g

(3.1) P [Pvar(Y)=1] =2 Q Q_l(a) + el —
)//,H—l o B

Proof. We estimate
W', T*Opap) x = (', @) x + (', T*Briap — 0) x
> (u', 0) x = l[u' [l I T* @riar — @l

> o)y —p ||(T*T)E (T*®pap — <P)||X
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using Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2. Now, it follows from Theorems 2.4 and 3.2 that

(W', @) = 2p||(T*T) % (T*piar — @)l
o ||Pmarlly

Py [¥wmar(Y) =1] 2 Q (Q—l(a) +

W', @)y — 2p(afy)i ||¢||X)

>Q (Q‘l(a) + )
a(y/o)mlellx

For a specific noise level ¢ > 0 and a given y > 0, both estimates in Theorem 3.2 are minimized by
choosing p as small as possible. Consequently, the lower bound in Theorem 3.3 is maximized for any
given y, ¢ > 0 by choosing y as small as possible subject to the imposed restrictions. For 1 < v < 4,
the optimal choice in the incompatible case is 4 = 1 > 5 — 1. The optimal choice for all v > 0 in the
compatible caseis p=v+1> 5 - 1.

If the normalized feature size (u', ¢)/||¢|| exceeds 2p(a/y)"/#*), Theorem 3.3 moreover guarantees
that the MAP test has nontrivial power, i.e., that P, [¥yap(Y) =1] > «. In particular, ®pap has
nontrivial power below a certain noise level. For a fixed noise level, y can be chosen such that this
detection threshold is below a certian value.

Corollary 3.4. Suppose that Assumption 2 holds and that i > 5 — 1. For any a priori choice of the form
A (L
withyy > 0 and w € (—p, 1), the power of Dyap for u' e Xk converges tol aso — 0.

Proof. For any such choice of y, both the term

—T‘:_l (1-w)v

2py Wi = 2py, o

and the term

1 H 1 Hrow

yﬁ oHl = )/6"“ o B
in (3.3) converge to 0 as ¢ — 0. Hence, the fraction

(ulp
llell

L —2py mig

1 A
}//,Hl o Kl

becomes positive and converges to co for u' € X as o tends to 0. Now, it follows that
111’1’%) Puf [\PMAP(Y) = 1] =1
o—
from Theorem 3.3 and the fact that Q(t) — 1ast — oo. [

Note that Theorem 3.3 does not guarantee convergence of the power to 1 for w = 1, since the term
2p(y/o)V D) = Zpy(l)/ W) does not converge to 0 in this case. Theorem 3.3 yields the following bound
to the separation rate of ®pap.

Corollary 3.5. Suppose that Assumption 2 holds and set
(yi=cwlno forallo > 0.

Let (ui)ge(o,l] be a family in Xx such that

¥
Ug,

lim (uj,,(p)x =0 and lim ﬂ — 00

o—0 o—0 o
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Ifp > 3 —1andy is chosen a priori as
R pt+l
Y=o (Ino)#™,
then the power of Opap for ul convergestol asa — 0.

Proof. We estimate the power of ®yap using Theorem 3.3. First, note that  := ~-£ satisfies

p+1

l-w="—

v+1

This allows us to express the second term in the numerator of the fraction on the right hand side of
(3.1) as

1-w)v

v v (-w)v v
2py miori =2pc w1 (Ino)™" =2povi(lno)”V =2pé;(Ino)™".

Moreover, we have

(p+1v
U+ w=—"—,
v+1

which lets us express the denominator of said fraction as

1 A otp v
y¥lorl =gl Ing =ovilno = &;.

Now, the conditions on u’ yield

¥ _v v
<u ,(P) — 2p}/ 1l U'UH <u ,4)) - 2p§0(ln 0)_1/
li

li llell _ el _

im — = lim = oo,

o—0 }/ﬁ orH o—0 50'

This implies that the right hand side of (3.1) converges to 1 as ¢ tends to 0. |

Remark 3.6. The choice of m, according to (2.7) has to take into account the worst case
(T2 (T*®yiap = @), (T'T) " 2u") = [[(T'T) 2 (T Dysar — )| - 1(T"T) "2l

to guarantee level «, i.e., when
u' = (T*T)"(T*Bpar — @)

When estimating the power, in contrast, the worst case
—((T*T)? (T*®yap — @), (T°T) 20’y = |[(T*T) % (T*@yiap — @) || - [I(T*T) 7|

has to be taken into account, i.e., when (T*T)~zu’ = (T*T) 7 (¢ — T*®). Without relating the two terms
{p,u’y and ((T*T) 2 (T*®pap — @), (T*T) " Zu') and without further knowledge about u' other than
the source condition, no better estimate for the power is possible, and the loss in power corresponding
to the term —2pc || (T*T)"/2(T*®yap — )| /]| Pmap|| is unavoidable.

For a fixed noise level, y can be chosen to maximize the lower bound to the power in Theorem 3.3. The
optimal value of y, however, depends on the normalized feature size (u', ¢)/||¢||, which is unknown.
Nonetheless, we can choose y optimally and maximize the right hand side of (3.1) for a certain expected
normalized feature size ¢ > 0. This leads to the following result.

R. Kretschmann, F. Werner MARP testing in statistical inverse problems
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Theorem 3.7. Suppose that Assumption 2 holds. Ify is chosen a priori as

_un

(¢ ’
) (o) e

with & > 0 and if p > 5 — 1, then the power of Ymap for u’ € X is bounded by
(- ) )
el v+l v+l

(2p)7

(3-3) Py [Pmar(Y) =1] > Q[ Q7 (a) +

Proof. We maximize the lower bound in Theorem 3.3 over y by maximizing
f(y) = (E-2poy 5 )y,

The derivative

’( ) 2 H v _Vﬂlrl - 11 ( 2 oy~ Vl) 1 _Wf
= H I o | — py B ) 7 g
() =2po el Y £—2poity el
v __v 1 _p2
— (2po-p+1 (V+ 1)}/ o — éf) —y e+l
p+1

is equal to zero if and only if
_pH
v=lri) Co=rEpnno).
2p(v+1)
f’ is positive on (0, y) and negative on (j, c0). Therefore, f attains its maximum

Do (e e\ (e & )( ¢ )i -
f(Y)—(||¢|| 2oy )y ‘(qun ve1)\zpven)

in y. This leads to the lower bound

(- 5) ()
[[ell v+l v+1

pu’) > Q07N (a) + R
o(2p)v

for the power of ¥yap for every & > 0 and any u’ € Xx. |

The lower bound (3.3) guarantees a nontrivial power for any u' € Xx whose normalized feature
size (u', @) v /|l¢ll x exceeds &/(v + 1) and maximizes (3.1) if the normalized feature size is equal to &.
Note that the optimal choice of y for a given & is proportional to o. Note, moreover, that the resulting
lower bound is independent of the choice of yi. On the one hand, Theorem 3.7 provides an oracle lower
bound for the power of ®yap with the choie & = (uf, @) x/|l¢ll x. On the other hand, £ can be used to
calibrate the detection threshold of the test. Due to the source condition, we know that

<uT! (P>X
lell x

< H(T*TﬁwHX < plIT*T|%,

so that only a choice & € (0, p||T*T|| v/2] is reasonable.
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3.2 A POSTERIORI CHOICE OF PRIOR COVARIANCE

By (2.8), the MAP test ¥piap has the power

]}I{H (Pmapr(Co))

o

(3.4) P [Pmar(Y) =1 =Q (07 (a) -

For a given p > 1, one can thus define an optimal oracle MAP test by minimizing
Y 2 (r\U
Y = I (@mar (v (T°T)H)).

However, this requires knowledge of u'. For this reason, we apply a similar approach as in [16]. In
practice, one can estimate (Tu', ®) , by (Y, ®) and replace ]Tyu ; by the empirical functional

IT® = ¢l = (Y. ®) yexy
121l y

(@) =

s

which does not require knowledge of u'. Then, one can choose y > 0 by minimizing the penalized
objective functional

y = J3 (@mar (y(T'T)H)) + o (log y)?

with regularization parameter « > 0. The main purpose the penalty is preventing a choice of ®pap
with huge norm in case that ]Yy is a positive functional. Since this choice of y depends on Y, the power
of the resulting test ¥yap is no longer given by (3.4) when it is applied to the same data Y. Instead,
(3.4) describes the power of the MAP test constructed using one realization Y; of the data and applied
to another independent realization Y,. In the following, we will distinguish between the 1 sample MAP
test, which is applied to the same data used for its construction, and the 2 sample MAP test, which is
applied to another independent data sample.

Note that an optimal oracle choice of y as a minimizer of ]%1 ; (®nmap(y?(T*T)H)) is independent of

the noise level, whereas even with an oracle choice of £ = (u', ¢)/||¢||, an a priori choice of
. _pt
Y= (_(u',@) ) s
2p(v+Dllell

as in (3.2) converges toward 0 as the noise level tends to 0.

4 NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section, we will perform numerical simulations investigating the frequentistic power of the
tests derived in the previous sections over a range of noise levels. For this purpose, we consider three
different test problems.

4.1 TEST PROBLEMS
4.1.1 DECONVOLUTION

The convolution between two functions h € L'(R) and u € L?(R) is defined by

(h=u)(x) = /Rh(x —2)u(z)dz forall x € R.
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The Fourier transform of h € L'(R) is, moreover, defined by

(Fh)(¢) = /Rh(x) exp (2ri(x, &))dx forall € € R.
We initially consider the convolution operator
Teony : L*(R) = L(R),  Tu:=hxu
with the kernel h € L'(R) defined in terms of its Fourier transform
(4.1) (Fh)(&) = (1+0.06°8) ™" forall ¢ € R.

The convolution between h and u can be approximated by the periodic convolution

v

(h xp 1) (x) = /_ h(x - 2i(z)dz, xeR,

Rl

between the P-periodization hof h,

hi(x) = hper.p(x) = Z h(x +1P) forallx € R,
leZz

and the P-periodization @ := upe p of u. In the following, we periodize with P := 2 and consider the
periodic convolution operator Teony pil := h *p @i on

X =Y :=1%-11)

associated with the periodized kernel h= hperp € L'(-1,1). Throughout, we moreover assume that
ess supp u' C [—%, %] By Theorem B.1, Toony,p is bounded with

”Tconv,P”LZ_)L2 =1

We discretize the problem using a uniform grid of size N = 1024 and compute the discrete convolution
using a fast Fourier transform. For more details on the implementation of the convolution see Appendix
Ain [16].

4.1.2 DIFFERENTIATION

As a second example, we consider the problem to estimate the second weak derivative of a function
y € H%(0,1). For m € N, let us define a linear operator T,,: L?(~1,1) — L?(~1,1) by

[Tnf](x) := f(O) + Z — (mik)™™ f(k) exp (wikx) forall x € (-1,1),

kez\{0}

where f (k) denotes the kth Fourier coefficient

R 1 1!
(4.2) fk) = > / f(x)exp (—mikx)dx forallk € Z.
-1
By differentiating this series term-wise, we find that

[Tufl™ ()= > —f(e)exp (mikx) = = ), f(k) exp (wikx) = —f (x)

kez\{o0} kez
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almost everywhere for all f € L?(—1,1) with f (0) = 0. In particular, ran T,, € H™(~1,1). Let us denote
the extension operator of a function u € L%(0,1) to an odd function on (-1,1) by E,

—u(-x) forall x € (-1,0),
[Eu](x) =40 for x = 0,
u(x) for all x € (0,1),

and the restriction of a function on (—1,1) to a function on (0,1) by R. Then, [RT,,Eu] ™ = —u for
all u € L?(0,1) since f(O) = 0 for odd functions f € L?(—1,1). Now, the problem of estimating the
negative mth weak derivative —y™ of y € H™(0,1) can be formulated as solving the equation Tu = y
in L?(0,1) with the antiderivative operator

Tantider,m : L2(05 1) - LZ(O’ 1): Tantider,m = RTmE-

This representation of the forward operator has the advantage that it can be implemented efficiently
using a fast Fourier transform.

The condition that [T, f]"™ = —f almost everywhere on (~1, 1) uniquely determines the eigenvalues
A = —(mik)™™, k € Z\ {0}, of the operator T, since its eigenvectors {exp(mik-)}kez\ {0} form an
orthonormal basis of {f € L%(-1,1) : f (0) = 0}. It does not determine the eigenvalue Ay of T associated
with the space of constant functions, which is chosen arbitrarily as 1. The definition of the operator T as
RTE is, however, independent of the choice of A since EZ(O) =0 for all u € L?(0,1). As a consequence,
M =—(mi)™™ and A_; = —(—mi) ™™ are the largest eigenvalues of Tntigerm (in absolute value), so that
its norm is given by

||Tantider,m||L2_>L2 = |)L1| = 7'[_2

In the following, we restrict ourselves to the case m = 2. Here, Tyntider,2 can also be expressed as a
Fredholm operator, see Appendix c. In order to make the differentiation problem comparable with
the deconvolution problem, we use a normalized version of the operator T,pytider2 for our numerical
simulations. Specifically, we scale the operator such that its norm is equal to 1. We discretize the
problem using a uniform grid

(43) 1 N
43 N+1 " N+1

of size N = 1024.

4.1.3 BACKWARD HEAT EQUATION

As a third example, we consider the backward heat equation problem on the interval (0, 1) with Dirichlet
boundary conditions. Given measurements of y = f (-, tp) at time t, > 0, we want to find the initial
heat distribution u" in

A (1) = 2L (x,1) in(0,1) x (0,t9),

f(x0) =u'(x) on [0,1],

FO,0=F1LD=0 on[0t],

see e.g. [33]. This gives rise to the solution operator
Theat : LZ(O’ 1) — Lz(o, 1), TheatuT =f (. to) .

Numerically, we implement this operator similarly as the antiderivative operator using a fast Fourier
transform. It can be written as Tyeat = RTheat E, Where Theat L?(-1,1) — L?(-1,1) is defined as

[Theatf1(x) := Z exp (-m%tok?) f (k) exp(rikx) forall x € (~1,1),
kez
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and f(k) denotes the kth Fourier coefficient of f as in (4.2), see [33]. Since EE(O) =0forallu €
L2(0,1), the largest eigenvalues (in absolute value) of Ty, are A; = exp(—n2ty) and A_; = exp(—n2ty).
Consequently, its norm is given by

”Theat”LZ_)LZ = |/11| = 6Xp(—7l'2t0).

Note that compared to the deconvolution and the differentiation problem, the backward heat equa-
tion determines a severely ill-posed forward operator in the sense that its singular values decay
exponentially.

Throughout, we set t; := 10~%. As in the differentiation problem, we normalize the operator Tje,; for
our numerical simulations to have norm 1 so that the problem is comparable to the previous two. We
discretize the problem using the uniform grid (4.3) of size N = 1024.

4.2 CONSIDERED SCENARIOS

As the feature of interest, we consider the L?-inner product of a function u" with a symmetric beta
kernel on the interval [c, ¢ + []. We choose

(1= x)P1 ifx e [ec+1],

0 else,

@(x) = pei(x; ) {

where > 0, ¢ € R, and [ := . Throughout, p.; is normalized such that ||p.]| 12(r) = 1. Note that for
B =1, pc1(-,1) is simply the indicator function of the interval [c, ¢ + I]. We choose ¢ as the center of
the considered interval, i.e., as ¢ := 0 for the deconvolution problem and c := % for the differentiation
problem and the backward heat equation.

For the deconvolution problem, the choice ¢ = p.; can be interpreted as performing support
inference, or more specifically, deciding if supp u’ N (c, ¢ + ) = @ (under nonnegativity constraints).
For the differentiation problem, the choice ¢ = p,; corresponds to deciding whether y' = Typiderou’ is
linear on the interval (c, ¢ + [) (under concavity constraints on y").

For all three problems, we consider a choice of f = 1, which results in an incompatible scenario
with ¢ ¢ ran T*. For the deconvolution and the differentiation problem, we additionally consider a
choice of f = Peony := 5 and f = Pantider = 3, respectively, which guarantees a compatible scenario with
¢ € ranT", in which the unregularized test ¥, is well-defined. As argued in [16], the operator Teony
satisfies ran T.ony € H*(=1,1) for the periodic Sobolev space

H(-1,1) = {f €L2(-11) : k o (1+ kD)5 f(k) e fZ(Z)}
equipped with the norm

fllpze = P (Z (1+k%)° f(k)]Z)Z .

keZ

Since for f € N, the function ¢ is (f — 1)-times differentiable, it holds ¢ € Hf~!(-1,1) and furthermore
if we choose f = Pconv = 5, then we obtain ¢ € ranT} . Similarly, it is clear by definition that
ran Tyntiderz © H?(=1,1), and by choosing = fantider = 3 We obtain ¢ € ran T:nti der.2" Note, that due
to the infinite smoothing properties of Tie,t, there is no f € N such that ¢ € ran Tl;keat' Le., for the
backward heat equation there is no compatible scenario. In the incompatible scenario, we compute a
probe element @, for the unregularized test numerically as the minimum norm solution to the equation
T*® = ¢ despite its ill-posedness.

For the deconvolution and the differentiation problem, we choose a symmetric beta kernel on the
interval [¢ + A, ¢ + A + [] as the truth,

ul(x) = pPesri(x;6) forall x € R,
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where § > 0 and A = %l = %. In the devoncolution problem, we choose § = Jcony = 5. In the

differentiation problem, we choose § = dantider := 3. For the backward heat equation, we define a source
element w by

1 ifxe[c+Ac+A+]),
w(x) o 4 —1 ifxe[c+/1—é,c+/1+%l)\[c+)t,c+/1+l),

0 else,

setul = (T*T)%w and normalize w such that ||u]| 12(0.1) = 1. This way, Assumption 2.2 is satisfied with
v = 11in all three problems.

15 15 15

10 - 4 10 4 10| -
5 4 5r 4 5F 2
0 0 0

_5 | | _5 | | _5 | |

—-0.05 0 0.05 0.1 0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6 0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6

Deconvolution Differentiation Backward heat equation
p =16.2959 p = 5764.93 p =7.23614

Figure 1: The function ¢; 5 with [ = % for f =1 () and the corresponding fconv, Bantider chosen

such that ¢; 5 € ranT* (——), and the truth ut (—).

4.3 COMPUTATION OF POWER AND LEVEL

The exact power of the unregularized test is computed using (2.6). The exact power of the oracle MAP
tests with optimal choice of y and with a priori choice of y according to (3.2) and & = (u', ¢)/||¢|| are
computed using (2.8). Moreover, the lower bound for the power of the oracle MAP test from Theorem 3.7
is computed for comparison using (3.3). For all these tests, the rejection threshold ¢ is chosen according
to (2.5) to guarantee a level of at most a = 0.1 under Assumption 2.

For the a posteriori choice of y, the penalty term is weighted with @ = 107 in case of the decon-
volution and heat equation problem, and with = 107!° in case of the differentiation problem. In all
cases, w was chosen roughly as large as possible while ensuring covergence of the power of the MAP
test to 1in our simulations.

The power of the MAP test with a posteriori choice of y is computed empirically using Myower = 1000
data samples as rejection percentage. Its rejection threshold ¢ is chosen according to (2.5) with a
conservative choice of @ = @; := 0.05. In addition, the power of the MAP test with a posteriori choice
of y applied to a second data sample, independent from that used for its construction, is computed
empirically as

1 Moo » JTym (Pmar(ym))
> el -
Mpower el
using Myower = 1000 data samples y;, ..., ym, see also section 6.1 in [16]. Here, the rejection threshold

is again chosen according to (2.5) to guarantee a level of at most & = 0.1.
The level of the MAP test with a posteriori choice of y is estimated by the maximum of its empirical
size over Njevel = 100 values of u' that satisfy H and Assumption 2.2. The size is computed empirically as

the rejection percentage using Mieve] = 500 data samples for each value of u'. The values ul ul

12772 P Nievel
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of u" are drawn randomly. To this end, a discrete source element w,, N € RN is drawn from a uniform

distribution on the unit sphere S¥~1. Then, the discretization of u) is set as

P T)E way  if <fN’ (T*T)?VN&NL <o,

~p(T*T)E wa if <fN’ (T Way) >0,

u
LN

where (T*T)%N: RN — RN denotes the discretization of the operator (T*T)?.

Power and level are computed for a range of noise levels starting at o = 1. Then, the noise level
is decreased iteratively by a factor of 0.9 in case of the power and by 0.9° in case of the level. The
computation of the empirical power and level of the MAP test with a posteriori choice of y is aborted
dynamically. For the power, the abort criteria is to exceed a value of 0.99 over one magnitude of noise
levels. For the level, the abort criteria is to stay below a value of 0.01 over one magnitude of noise
levels.

4.4 RESULTS
4.4.1 DECONVOLUTION

In Figures 2 and 3, we depict the results for the deconvolution problem. First of all, we note that the

1 N 1 N

0.5 \ 0.5} \
0 Ll | L \\HHHJ L g 0 Ll | L \\\\H\J;J TS O RN S S U S R ah)
10=° 1007* 100 107 10" 100° 10 107* 107 107% 107! 10°

B=5 =2 {p,u")y=0.285843 B=5p=1{pu’) =0.285843
1 T T TTTTI T \\\HH‘\ T T TTTTI0 T T T 1Ty T T T TIrIr 1 T T T 11Ty T \\\HH‘\ T T TTTTI T T T 1Ty T T T TI1Im
0.5 N 0.5 |

0 Ll | Ll Lot Loodeobode L) 0 Ll | Ll el bodoobode L)

10> 107* 10°°* 1072 107! 10 107> 107* 10 1072 107! 10°
B=1pu=2{(p,u’) =0.629367 B=1pu=1{p,u’) = 0.629367

Figure 2: Exact powers of the unregularized test (——), the oracle MAP test (), and the oracle a
priori MAP test (——), the oracle lower bound for the power of the a priori MAP test (----),
the empirical power of the 2 sample MAP test (----), and the empirical power (——) and level
() of the 1 sample MAP test for the deconvolution problem with different values of § and

1.

estimate for the level of the 1 sample MAP test with a posteriori choice of y stays below a; = 0.05 for
all considered noise levels and scenarios, and falls to 0 as the noise level decreases. The latter suggests
that the rejection threshold could be chosen more aggresively than in (2.5).

The power of the 1 sample MAP test with a posteriori choice of y is very close to that of the oracle
MAP test, and both have the highest power among all considered tests. For large noise levels, the a
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Figure 3: Choice of y by the oracle MAP test () as well as mean (——), 16% and 84% quantiles (=)
of the choice of y by the a posteriori MAP test for the deconvolution problem.

posteriori choice even outperforms the oracle choice. In the compatible scenario, the oracle MAP test
with a priori choice of y has about the same power as the unregularized test. Somewhat surprisingly,
the power of the 1 sample MAP test with a posteriori choice of y exceeds that of the 2 sample MAP test
with a posteriori choice of y, which in turn exceeds that of the oracle MAP test with a priori choice of
Y- The oracle lower bound for the power of the MAP test with a priori choice of y appears to be very
conservative, but still lies considerably above the power of the unregularized test in the incompatible
scenario.

The choice of the exponent y in the prior covariance has no noticable effect on the power of the
resulting MAP tests. In contrast, the choice of ¢ (parameterized by f) has a big influence on the
unregularized test as to be expected. In the incompatible scenario (f = 1), this test does formally not
exist (despite the possibility to compute it numerically), and consequently, its performance is the worst.
We find that the power of all variants of the MAP test increases in the incompatible scenario. We
emphasize that from a practical point of view the incompatible scenario is of higher relevance, as it
does not weight contributions inside the interval [c, ¢ + [] of interest differently. This becomes e.g.
visible by a larger value (u', ¢) of the feature of interest, which leads to a (slightly) improved power of
the different MAP tests.

The mean a posteriori choice of y for the MAP test converges quite rapidly toward the optimal
oracle choice of y as the noise level decreases. For large noise levels, surprisingly, very large values are
chosen for y, corresponding to a very spread out prior. The distribution of the a posteriori choice of
Y is more concentrated than the mean suggests, indicating the existence of outliers with very large
values, and it contracts notably as the noise level decreases. Overall, smaller values are chosen for y in
case of y = 1than in case of y = 2.
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4.4.2 DIFFERENTIATION

The results for the differentiation problem are depicted in Figures 4 and 5, respectively. The findings

0 Ll | Ll Ll boodoobodedob ) 0 Ll | Ll Lol boodiobol bl ]
10¢ 10 10* 10 10* 100" 10° 107 1007* 107° 107* 107!
B=3 =2 {p,u"y=0.473619 B=3p=1"{p,u"y=0.473619
1 \\\HHH\ T T T T T T T T T T \\\Hl 1 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T \\\Hl

0.5 \‘\ \\ - 05
0 Ll | L \\H\\;‘V Ll Loocloob o L) 0 Ll | L \H;;‘ Ll Lol L LLLL
¢ 10 10* 10 10* 100" 10° 107 1007* 10077 100* 107!

B=1p1=2{p,u")y =0.655476

B=1pu=1(p,u")y =0.655476

Figure 4: Exact powers of the unregularized test (——), the oracle MAP test (), and the oracle a
priori MAP test (——), the oracle lower bound for the power of the a priori MAP test (----),
the empirical power of the 2 sample MAP test (----), and the empirical power (——) and level
() of the 1 sample MAP test for the differentiation problem with different values of § and

78

are somewhat similar to the deconvolution problem: The unregularized test performs well in the
compatible scenario (f = 3), and nearly fails in the incompatible scenario (f = 1). The different
choice of the exponent p in the prior covariance has no visible effect on the results. For this problem,
the 1 sample MAP test does not clearly outperform the oracle MAP test, but its performance is still
surprisingly good despite the quite fast convergences of its level to 0. A difference to the convolution
problem becomes visible in the choice of y. First of all, the absolute values are considerably larger for
the differentiation problem — reflecting the required smaller choice of w — and secondly, the values
chosen a posteriori converge only slowly to the oracle value.

4.4.3 BACKWARD HEAT EQUATION

Finally, the results for the backward heat equation are depicted in Figures 6 and 7. Here, it is obvious
that a numerical evaluation of the unregularized test fails due to the severe ill-posedness of the problem.
Hence, the presented approach of MAP testing enables the investigation of local features for the first
time. Similarly to the deconvolution and the differentation problem, the choice of the exponent y in
the prior covariance does not influence the power of the corresponding tests much. Furthermore, just
as in the devonvolution problem, the 1 sample MAP test outperforms the others despite its low level.
However, the chosen values of y depicted in Figure 7 reveal some instabilities since the mean is always
way larger than the 84% quantile. This implies that there were several runs with extraordinarily large
values of y, but in view of Figure 6 those did not influence the power seriously.
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Figure 5: Choice of y by the oracle MAP test (

B=1p1=2{p,u’)y =0.655476

p=1pu=1{p,u")y =0.655476

of the choice of y by the a posteriori MAP test for the differentiation problem.

) as well as mean (——), 16% and 84% quantiles (

1 ~ 1 <
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Figure 6: Exact powers of the unregularized test (——), the oracle MAP test (

B=1pu=2(p,u") =0.643260

B=1pu=1{p,u’) = 0.643260

)

), and the oracle a

priori MAP test (——), the oracle lower bound for the power of the a priori MAP test (----),
the empirical power of the 2 sample MAP test (----), and the empirical power (——) and level
) of the 1 sample MAP test for the backward heat equation with f = 1 and different values

(

of p.

5 CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this study, we have described how to test hypotheses of the form (1.2) in a Bayesian framework.
The derived MAP test has been analyzed from a frequentist’s point of view and was characterized
as a regularized test in the sense of [16]. Furthermore, we have derived a fully data based test by an
a posteriori choice of the Gaussian prior. This resolves to some extent the issue of the regularized
tests in [16] requiring two sets of data. In our numerical simulations, we have finally shown that the
investigated approach is widely applicable also to severely ill-posed problems such as the backward
heat equation, where no localized testing (in the sense of features ¢ with bounded support) has been
possible before. One finding is that the 1 sample MAP test seems to perform well or even best in
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Figure 7: Choice of y by the oracle MAP test () as well as mean (——), 16% and 84% quantiles (=)
of the choice of y by the a posteriori MAP test for the backward heat equation.

all considered problems and scenarios, and at the same time resolves the two sample issue of the a
posteriori test considered in [16].

Future research should be devoted to a better understanding of this surprisingly good performance
of the 1 sample MAP test and to a theoretical foundation of its properties. Furthermore, the results
shown in our simulations raise the question which feature ¢ should be chosen for a fixed real-world
hypothesis (such as support intersects with [c, ¢ + I]). Since the investigated MAP tests seem to be quite
stable w.r.t. different features ¢, it seems interesting to quantify which one yields best results in terms
of power. Note that this it not fully possible for the previously used unregularized test, since it exists
only for specific features ¢.

Future research should also be devoted to non-Gaussian priors and other a posteriori choices besides
the considered one.
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APPENDIX A PROOFS FROM SECTION 3

Proof of Theorem 3.1. By the 0-1law [9, Thm. 2.1.13], II(V) is either 0 or 1. Let (ex)ren be a system of

eigenvectors of T*T and (Ti)keN the correspondig eigenvalues. For U ~ II, we have

[s+]
U= Z Urer + my
k=1
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where Ux ~ N (0, )/21',3) for all k € N. Let us assume that (T*T)#~" is trace class and first consider the
case that my = 0. Here, we have

i3, = —||(T ) tU|y = Zp A
k=1

Without loss of generality, we consider the case y = p = 1. We prove that ||U||4, is almost surely finite
for U ~ II using Kolmogorov’s three series theorem [15, Thm. 15.51] with

A>0, Xe=r12"U}, and Y :=Xglx <2 forallk eN.

First of all, we have
PP > 4°] =P 2707 > 4% =20 [Ue > A =t 257

< i . ;ex _Iizrzv_z‘u iex _112 2v— 2#
Vi 1e AT\ T2 VAL PR &

IA

Here, erfc denotes the complementary error function

2 (9]
erfc(x) = —/ e 'dt
Vi Jx

and we used the estimate M(x) < m, x > 0, for Mills’ ratio
/xoo et dt
M(x) = =———

-t

from [17]. Since te™* — 0 ast — oo and 7 — 0 as k — oo, this implies

o

Z PIXc] > A% <G Y o7 = (T T < 0
k=1 k=1
Second of all, we have
0< > EMV < ) E[Xd=) 5 E[UF] = ) o™ = (T )" < ov.
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

Last of all, we have E [U]f] = 31':” (see, e.g., [29, p. 148]), which leads to
Var(Y;) < Var(Xi) = E [( U2 _E [ 2'U2)) ]
=5 (E [ug - 202E [UF] + E [U2]°])

_ Tk_4v ([E [U,f] _E [Ulz]z) _ —4v (3T o ) 97 4;1 av

This yields
(o) [e9) 2 (o)
Z Var Yy < 2 Z (ri"_“) <Gy Z 2 = G (T T < oo,
k=1 k=1 k=1

Now, ||U||«, is almost surely finite by Kolmogorov’s three series theorem.
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In the general case mg € V, it now follows that ||U||q, < [| X, Ukekllq, + llmoll is almost surely
finite as well. Now, we can interpret II as a probability measure on V which satisfies

[ = modopthox = moho @) = =5 [ (0T = m (D) = mo) T ()
% P JX

Yy Yy
- E((T*T)”(T*T)‘Vh, (T*T)""k) x = ?((T*T)”‘Vh, k)

for all h, k € V. That is, its covariance w.r.t. the ‘V-norm is given by y2p~2(T*T)+~".

On the other hand, if we assume that I1(V) = 1 in case that (T*T)*~" is not trace class and that
mg € V, the previous calculation resulted in a probability measure whose covariance operator is not
trace class, which is not possible according to Proposition 1.8 in [4]. Therefore, II(V’) = 0 in this case.

In the remaining case that (T*T)*~" is trace class and that mg ¢ V, we have 3. Uger € V almost
surely, which implies that U = 3,7 Uker + mg ¢ V almost surely. [ |

Proof of Theorem 3.2. We have
1 1 1 -1 1
T'Oyap — p = T'TC; (CT'TC; +0d) Cio -

1 1 1 1 -1
= [ch*Tcg (cg T*TC; +021d) -1d| ¢

1 1 -1 1 1 1\ 7!
= —¢* (cg T*TC? + crzld) Q=- (Id + —C¢ T*Tcg) 9,
o

and thus
v v 2 _1
| D e - o) = 1) (Id+ = <T*T)””) 0
o
X
=1f (T Dellx < IF(TDllx_xllell s

where ,

A2

f(A) = ———— forall1 > 0.
1+ LArm

Moreover, we have
o1 1 1\
(T T)ZECO Id + ;T TCy Q

[ Oriaplly = ”T (T*T + o*C;") 14,Hy _
X
YZ * l+p YZ * 1+p - * *

;(T T): (Id+ E(T T) ) o =T Dellx < IMTDlx=xllellx

X
where
2 1
Lk
h(d) = —=——— forallA > 0.
1+ LAt

Now, [|f(T*T)|| = sup,epo,) f(A) and [|R(TT)|| = sup;cpq,) h(A), where k := || T*T|| = T2
We find the maximum of f on [0, k] using the derivative

(1 L) - L g

)=

5 2
(La+ma)
o? 2, (v VR v .
S F-1-2p | (Y 4 et
(y2(1+u)) & (z+az(z Ok )
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for A > 0. We have

0 if 7 -1> 2y,
. ’ _ o2 2 _
lim ') =44 (i) i3 -1=20

00 if 7 -1<2p.

If $ =12 p, then f'(1) > 0 forall A > 0 and f attains its maximum on [0, k] in . If, on the other
hand, ¥ — 1 < p, then /(1) = 0 if and only if

v 2 I+p
A= 22% =: Ao(0, v, p1,¥),
v (+p—3)

so that f attains its maximum on [0, k] in min{A¢, k}. Then we have

2 pIE)
A _ 1402 1 1% )
f(h) (2y2(1+;1—‘§’)) (+2(1+y_g)

(A (2atm N v N (v
_(02( v 1)) (1 2(1+u))_g(2(1+u))’

S t1 t—GZtttl 't
o= (i) 0-0=[) om0

Note that § < #/(1—)'"* < 1forallt € [0,1]. For y > ¥ — 1 this yields the estimate

-1

where

* = su su = -l g ﬁ
o= AE[OI,)K] fd < /lngf(A) fih) =g (2(1"'/1)) : (Y)

Similarly, we find the maximum of h on [0, x] using the derivative

L (b4 p) A8 (14 LA = LARRL (14 a0

W) =2 : .
(Bt ) 22
2 (1 2
— o (2 +Il)2).7%7” (1_ - Y AH‘U) )
y2 (1+p) o?(1+2p)

Since p > 0, we have lim,_,o b’ (1) = co. By the choice of y, we have h’(1) = 0 if and only if

o (1+2p) \ 7
a:(—(yz ”)) = hi(o.p1y)

Now, we have

1+2p

2 (2 T
v° (ot (1+2p) | 2o -
h(A4) = = (—2 1+ (1+2p)7"
o Y
i v? (o?(1+2p) = 1 B+ T
R Y2 2+2u
2 (2 T 1- o
_y (o (1+2p) |2 - 1+2p\
o2 \y?(2+2p) 2+42u
B Y2 [(1+2p B e 1
o2 =29\ s ]
o7 \2+2p o) 2(1+p)
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This results in the estimate

* _ _ _ Y 2 1 Y ﬁ
IATD] = sup hQ) sighm_ml)_(;) g(l_z(w)) < (4™ .

APPENDIX B PROPERTIES OF PERIODIC CONVOLUTION OPERATOR

Theorem B.1. The operator Teony.p: L'(=1,1) — L'(=1,1) as defined in Section 4.1.1 is bounded with
||TconV,P||L2_>L2 =1

Proof. Let 7"}?“: L%(—P/2,P/2) — ¢*(Z) denote the periodic Fourier transform,

(FEf) (k) = flk) = 113 ?f (x) exp (—%U@ x>) dx

_P
2

for all k € Z. By the periodic convolution theorem and Poisson’s summation formula, we have

TE (Tempt) (K) = T3 (b 2p ) = PFE hprp () - T8

2

k K2\~
= (Fh) (1_)) - FE(k) = (1+ 0.062}5) Fou(k)

for all k € Z. Now, it follows from the isometry of P%?}fer that

2
2

~ 2
h*pﬁ
L2

<ol o =7

£2

. K2\ 7% per-
”Tconv,Pu“iz = ‘ (1 + 0'062[72) ﬁeru(k)

2

K2\ 2 s
< sup (1+ 0'06215) P”Tf?erquz = [lall}.
keZ

for all 4 € L?(-1,1), with equality for constant functions. Therefore, Tyony.p is bounded and its norm is
equal to 1. ]

APPENDIX C SECOND ANTIDERIVATIVE AS FREDHOLM OPERATOR

In the case m = 2, the antiderivative operator T,ytider2 as defined in Section 4.1.2 can be expressed as a
Fredholm operator

1
(c.1) [Tantider,zu] (x) = ‘/0' k(x, y)u(y)dy

with kernel k: [0,1]? — R,
k(x,y) =min {x(1-y),(1-x)y},
see also [10]. We verify this by differentiating
x 1
Tzl @) = (1=3) [ yulndy+x [ (= pudy
0 x

twice. This yields

[ Tantider,2u] (x) =—/0 yu(y)dy+(1—X)xu(X)+/ (1= y)u(y)dy — x(1 - x)u(x)

X

x 1
:_/ yu(y)dy+/ (1-y)u(y)dy
0 x
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and
[Tantider,Zu]”(x) = —xu(x) - (1 - x)u(x) = _u(x)

almost everywhere for all u € L2(0,1). The functions {sin(zn-)},en form an orthonormal basis of
L%(0,1), see Proposition 4.5.2 (iv) in [34]. Expressing Tyntider.2t as

(o)

[ antider2t] (x) = Z ('/Ol[Tu](t) sin(:mt)dt) sin(srnx)

n=1

and differentiating twice results in
oo 1
[ Tantider2u]” (x) = Z —(mn)? (/ [Tu](t) sin(ﬂnt)dt) sin(7nx).
n=1 0

On the other hand,

[Se]

[Tantider,2]” (x) = —u(x) = - Z (/1 u(t) Sin(ﬂnt)dt) sin(7nx),
0

n=1

which implies that

1 1
/ [ Tantider2t4] (t) sin(znt)dt = (7rn) / u(t) sin(znt)dt foralln € N.
0 0

This yields the representation
o0 1
[ Tantider2t] (x) = Z:(n'n)_2 (/ u(t) sin(frnt)dt) sin(rrnx).
n=1 0

A straightforward computation shows that this agrees with RTE.
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