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1 Introduction

We are interested in studying the estimation problem of finding a cumulative distribution function
(cdf) that minimizes the distance to a given cdf, while also maintaining proximity to a second
cdf, possibly incorporating soft information with respect to the shape of the desired function.
Our primary motivation comes from estimation problems under stochastic ambiguity [19] and,
particularly, distributional robust optimization ([28] for a general convex formulation).

Our method is based on posing the problem as a mathematical program on a functional space,
representing the cdf functions, and proposing a metric in order to measure distances between the
functions. Thus, this estimation problem corresponds to an infinite-dimensional optimization prob-
lem, and we develop a convergent approximation scheme, based on solving simpler problems se-
quentially.

In order to describe our problem, let us consider the Euclidean space (IRm, ∥ · ∥∞) and let
S ⊂ IRm be a closed subset containing 0 (for convenience); in Section 3 we will also assume that S
is compact. This choice of norm simplifies computations involving hypo-distance, a concept we will
introduce shortly for comparing functions. It is possible to pose the problem in all its generality
in a metric functional space containing the set of cdfs defined over S, denoted by (F , dl). We are
interested in studying the following constrained estimation problem under stochastic ambiguity:
given two cdfs F0 and G0 (in F ), we aim to find a function that minimizes the distance to F0, must
lie in an ambiguity set described by a ball centered at G0, and may also satisfy other requirements.

Formally, this leads to the constrained estimation problem under stochastic ambiguity:

find F̂ ∈ argminF∈F {dl(F, F0) | dl(F,G0) ≤ δ} .

Here, δ > 0 is a parameter that controls the size of the ambiguity set.
Note that this problem relates to the family of constrained M -estimation problems as the ones

described in [21]. The functional space F embeds certain topological properties of cdfs by being
a subset of the upper semicontinuous (usc) functions. We let dl be the hypo-distance. Note that
we can directly incorporate shape (soft) information into this problem formulation. This includes
information such as continuity, stochastic dominance, quantile-type, moment information, pointwise
bounds, and, in general, any constraint that defines a closed set with respect to (F , dl). For more
details, see [19, 20].

Estimation of distribution and density functions can be approached using various techniques.
For example, kernel density estimation [27, 9] poses the problem of fitting a kernel function to
a particular data set, and deducing the corresponding cdf based on estimation of the probability
density function. Alternatively, one can compute the empirical distribution function directly from
data as an estimate of a cdf; see for example [23]. Another approach comes from smoothing
techniques, where a cdf is approximated by smooth functions, such as cubic splines, local regression,
and penalized regression [24]. Non-parametric maximum likelihood estimation is another estimation
technique [26], by maximizing the likelihood function under appropriate hypotheses. Related to the
cdf estimation problem, one can consider quantile regression [10], where the resulting cdf follows
from estimation of its quantiles. Methods based on Bayesian estimation have also been used in the
literature. The monograph [1] provides a comprehensive introduction to these techniques, including
the application of Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods, such as Gibbs sampling and
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Metropolis-Hasting. These approaches aim to find an estimate “near” F0, typically an empirical
cdf, but fail to account for the present of a secondary concern: proximity to G0.

Although alternative metrics like those discussed in [7], [11], and the L1-metric in [8] have been
explored for measuring the distance between cdfs, our focus remains on the hypo-distance, as a
possibility less explored. We propose a scheme of approximations for computing the hypo-distance.
This scheme is based on bounds introduced in [2] (see [13] and [16] for further references). These
bounds rely on the application of a truncated hypo-distance, depending on a truncation radius ρ
that provides theoretical advantages and numerical tractability, while approximating the true un-
derlying problem. By utilizing these approximations, we propose a finite-dimensional approximation
technique that employs epi-splines [18, 17]. In this technique, usc functions are approximated by
polynomials over triangular refinements of the domain. These approximations pave the way for a
solution algorithm that involves solving linear programs and provide the flexibility to incorporate
soft information into the solution.

The article is organized as follows: Section 2 describes the notation used in this manuscript
and provides relevant results related to usc functions, the hypo-distance, cdfs, and epi-splines.
In Section 3, we formulate a mathematical program that serves as a computationally attractive
surrogate for the constrained estimation problem under stochastic ambiguity. We also develop
convergence results. Section 4 contains algorithmic details along with two numerical examples in
two dimensions that demonstrate the viability of our approximation scheme.

2 Preliminaries

In what follows, we consider IR the set of real numbers, and let IR be the set of extended real
numbers, including the values −∞ and ∞. Let S be a closed subset of IRm endowed with the
∥ · ∥∞-norm. We choose S to contain 0 ∈ IRm for simplicity, as it serves as a convenient reference
point in our analysis. This choice can be easily generalized to any other element x ∈ S with only
trivial changes to the results.

For a function f : S → IR, we define

lim inf
x′→x

f (x′) := lim
δ↓0

[
inf

x′∈IB(x,δ)
f (x′)

]
, lim sup

x′→x
f (x′) := lim

δ↓0

[
sup

x′∈IB(x,δ)

f (x′)

]
,

where, for δ > 0, IB(x, δ) = {x′ ∈ S | ∥x′ − x∥∞ ≤ δ}. For f : S → IR, we define the hypograph of
f as the set

hypo f := {(x, x0) ∈ S × IR | f(x) ≥ x0} .

We say that the function f is upper semicontinuous (usc) at a point x̄ if

lim sup
x→x̄

f(x) ≤ f(x̄).

If f is usc at every point in S we say that it is usc. Equivalently, a function is usc if its hypograph
is a closed set (in S × IR).
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We introduce the following sets of functions:

usc-fcns(S) := {f : S → [0, 1] | f is usc }, (1)

usc-fcns+(S) := {f : S → [0, 1] | f is usc and nondecreasing } , (2)

Lip-fcnsκ(S) := {f : S → [0, 1] | f is Lipschitz of modulus κ} , (3)

where a function f is Lipschitz of modulus κ if there exists a finite κ such that κ ≥
sup {|f(x)− f(x′)|/∥x− x′∥∞ | x, x′ ∈ S, x ̸= x′}. For a function f : S → IR, we also define its
epigraph as the set

epi f := {(x, x0) ∈ S × IR | f(x) ≤ x0} .

We say that the function f is lower semicontinuous (lsc) at x̄ if lim infx→x̄ f(x) ≥ f(x̄). If the
function is lsc at every point, we say that it is lsc. Equivalently, f is lsc if and only if its epigraph
is a closed set.

Additionally, as hypo f ⊂ S × IR, we endowed this space with the norm

∥(x, x0)∥S := max {∥x∥∞, |x0|} for (x, x0) ∈ S × IR. (4)

Thus, a ∥ · ∥S-ball, with radius r and centered at x̄ = (x, x0) ∈ S × IR, is denoted by

S(x̄, r) := {ȳ ∈ S × IR | ∥x̄− ȳ∥S ≤ r} . (5)

For brevity, we write S in place of S(0, 1). We define the distance between a point x̄ ∈ S × IR and
a set C ⊂ S × IR as

dist(x̄, C) := inf {∥x̄− ȳ∥S | ȳ ∈ C} , (6)

with the convention that if C is empty, the distance is defined to be infinity. For a subset C ⊂ IRm

we denote its closure by cl C.
Let IN = {1, 2, . . .} and IN0 = {0} ∪ IN .
For a sequence of sets {Cν ⊂ IRm, ν ∈ IN}, we define the limiting sets

LimInnCν := {x ∈ IRm | ∃xν ∈ Cν → x} and

LimOutCν := {x ∈ IRm | ∃N ∈ N#
∞ and xν ∈ Cν →N x},

where N#
∞ is the set of all infinite collections of increasing numbers from IN , and xν →N x represents

the fact that x is a cluster point corresponding to the subsequence specified by the index set N .
We say that {Cν ⊂ IRm, ν ∈ IN} set-converges to C ⊂ IRm if LimInnCν = LimOutCν = C (for
details, see [15]).

2.1 Metric on the space of usc functions

For f, g ∈ usc-fcns(S), we define the hypo-distance between them as

dl (f, g) :=

∫ ∞

0

dlρ (f, g) e
−ρ dρ, (7)
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where for a parameter ρ > 0, the truncated ρ hypo-distance or simply ρ-distance1 is given by

dlρ (f, g) := max {|dist(x̄, hypo f)− dist (x̄, hypo g)| | ∥x̄∥S ≤ ρ} . (8)

Note that the definition of hypo-distance can be seen as the set distance, in the Attouch-Wets sense,
between the corresponding hypographs, see [15] for more details.

As a supplement of the ρ-distance, we consider the approximated ρ-distance or hat-distance
following the approach in [13, Ch. 4], defined as

d̂lρ(f, g) := inf

{
η ≥ 0

∣∣∣∣ hypo f ∩ ρS ⊂ hypo g + ηS
hypo g ∩ ρS ⊂ hypo f + ηS

}
.

This hat-distance can be stated in a more direct fashion in the context of monotone nondecreasing
functions, relevant to our estimation problem. If f, g ∈ usc-fcns+(S) we obtain the more explicit
expression

d̂lρ(f, g) := inf

η ≥ 0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
max

y∈Yη(x)
g(x+ y) + η ≥ min{f(x), ρ}

max
y∈Yη(x)

f(x+ y) + η ≥ min{g(x), ρ} , ∀x ∈ ρIB

 , (9)

for Yη(x) := {y ∈ IRm | x + y ∈ S, η1 ≥ y ≥ 0}, where 1 denotes the all-ones vector in IRm

and IB := {y ∈ S | ∥y∥∞ ≤ 1}. The expression in (9) follows as a simplification of the Kenmochi
condition: see for example [22, Prop. 6.58]). Thus, the computation of the hat-distance in (9)
provides a computationally attractive surrogate for the hypo-distance.

Finally, we say that a sequence {f ν ∈ usc-fcns(S)}ν∈IN hypo-converges to f , denoted by f ν →h f ,
if dl(f ν , f) → 0 as ν → ∞.

The following section discusses several bounds for the ρ-distance and hat-distance, which will
serve as stepping stones towards our approximation scheme.

2.2 Relevant bounds for the hypo-distance

Our approximation scheme relies on substituting the hypo-distance by the hat-distance, combined
with a relaxation of the hypo-distance using distance bounds. Let us state the following propositions.

Proposition 1. If f, g ∈ usc-fcns(S), then dlρ(f, g) ≤ 1 for every ρ ≥ 0. Moreover, dl(f, g) ≤ 1.

The proof of Proposition 1 follows directly from the definitions. The next results, Proposi-
tion 2 and 3, restate and refine arguments in [14, Prop. 3.1] by considering the specific setting of
usc-fcns(S).

Proposition 2 (Estimates of ρ-distance and hat-distance). If f, g ∈ usc-fcns(S), then

d̂lρ (f, g) ≤ dlρ (f, g) ≤ d̂l2ρ (f, g) for ρ ≥ 0.

1Although this is just a pseudo-distance, in the sense that it satisfies the properties for being a metric, except
that the distance between two different elements might be zero.
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Proof. Let C,D ⊂ S × IR be two closed sets such that 0 ∈ C ∩ D. Let ε > 0, ρ > 0 and ρ̄ ≥ 2ρ.
We first show that

dist(·, D) ≤ dist(·, C) + ε on ρS implies that C ∩ ρS ⊂ D + εS. (10)

Note that for every x̄ ∈ C∩ρS such that dist(x̄, D) ≤ ε, asD is closed, we have that C∩ρS ⊂ D+εS.
Second, we establish that

C ∩ ρ̄S ⊂ D + εS implies that dist(·, D) ≤ dist(·, C) + ε on ρS. (11)

For any x̄ ∈ S × IR,

dist (x̄, C ∩ ρ̄S) ≥ dist(x̄, D + εS)
= inf {∥(ȳ + εz̄)− x̄∥S : ȳ ∈ D, z̄ ∈ S}
≥ inf {∥ȳ − x̄∥S − ε∥z̄∥S : ȳ ∈ D, z̄ ∈ S}
= dist(x̄, D)− ε.

Thus, dist(·, D) ≤ dist (·, C ∩ ρ̄S) + ε on S × IR. It remains to establish that

dist(x̄, C ∩ ρ̄S) = dist(x̄, C) when x̄ ∈ ρS and ρ̄ ≥ 2ρ. (12)

Naturally we have dist(x̄, C ∩ ρ̄S) ≥ dist(x̄, C), for the remainder let x̄ ∈ ρS and ȳ ∈
argminc∈C ∥x̄− c∥S, which exists since C is closed. Implication (12) is established if ȳ ∈ ρ̄S. This
is indeed the case because

∥ȳ∥S ≤ ∥x̄∥S + ∥ȳ − x̄∥S
with ∥ȳ − x̄∥S = dist(x̄, C) ≤ dist(x̄, 0) = ∥x̄∥S since 0 ∈ C and consequently

∥ȳ∥S ≤ 2∥x̄∥S ≤ 2ρ ≤ ρ̄.

Let f, g ∈ usc-fcns(S). In order to compute dlρ(f, g), we apply the first implication (10) with
C = hypo f and D = hypo g, and then with C = hypo g and D = hypo f . Note that (0, 0) ∈ hypo f
as 0 ∈ S and f(x) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ S. Analogously, (0, 0) ∈ hypo g. For ε = η > 0, we obtain

| dist(·, hypo f)− dist(·, hypo g)| ≤ η on ρS,

which implies that

hypo f ∩ ρS ⊂ hypo g + ηS and hypo g ∩ ρS ⊂ hypo f + ηS,

in turn d̂lρ (f, g) ≤ dlρ (f, g). By following an analogous procedure with the second implication in
(11), we obtain that d̂lρ (f, g) ≥ dlρ̄ (f, g) for ρ̄ ≥ 2ρ.

Proposition 3 (Estimates of hypo-distance and hat-distance). If f, g ∈ usc-fcns+(S), then for any
ρ ∈ [0,∞),

d̂lρ(f, g)e
−ρ ≤ dl(f, g) ≤ e−ρ +

(
1− e−ρ

)
d̂l2ρ(f, g).
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Proof. From the definition of the hypo-distance,

dl (f, g) =

∫ ρ

0

dlτ (f, g) e
−τdτ +

∫ ∞

ρ

dlτ (f, g) e
−τdτ.

Since dlτ (f, g) is nondecreasing as τ increases and 0 < τ < ρ, we have that

dl0 (f, g)

∫ ρ

0

e−τdτ ≤
∫ ρ

0

dlτ (f, g) e
−τdτ ≤ dlρ (f, g)

∫ ρ

0

e−τdτ (13)

and ∫ ∞

ρ

dlρ (f, g) e
−τdτ ≤

∫ ∞

ρ

dlτ (f, g) e
−τdτ. (14)

Because of f, g ∈ usc-fcns+(S), dlτ (f, g) ≤ 1, then∫ ∞

ρ

dlτ (f, g) e
−τdτ ≤

∫ ∞

ρ

e−τdτ = e−ρ. (15)

Carrying out the integrations in (13) and proceeding equally on (14), we obtain that(
1− e−ρ

) ∣∣df − dg
∣∣+ e−ρdlρ (f, g) ≤ dl (f, g) ≤

(
1− e−ρ

)
dlρ (f, g) + e−ρ, (16)

where df = dist(0, hypo f) (analogous for g). Since 0 ∈ S, the domains of f and g share at least
one element. Then, from the definition of the hypograph, both f(0) ≥ 0 and g(0) ≥ 0 hold true,
implying df = dg = 0. Consequently Proposition 2 gives the result.

In the next definitions, we describe the partition of the domain that we use in our approximation
scheme, along with the refinement procedure, and the appropriate approximations to the hat-
distance in this setting.

In what follows, we restrict the set S to be a rectangular region. Henceforth rectangular S
means that S = [α1, β1]× · · · × [αm, βm], where αi and βi possibly being −∞ and +∞ respectively.

Definition 1 (Box partition). For ρ ≥ 0, a box partition R of a rectangular S is a collection
R = {R1, . . . , RN} of subsets of the form Rk =

(
lk1 , u

k
1

)
× . . . ×

(
lkm, u

k
m

)
with Rk ∩ Rk′ = ∅

for k ̸= k′ and ∪N
k=1 clRk = S. We define the mesh-size associated with R as mesh(R) :=

max
{
uk
j − lkj | k = 1, . . . , N, j = 1, . . . ,m

}
Note that we can define triangular partitions of S likewise, but we omit the details here. Trian-

gular partitions are useful in the numerical implementation.

Definition 2 (Infinite refinement). For ρ > 0, a sequence {Rν}∞ν=1 of partitions of a rectangular
S, with Rν = {Rν

k}
Nν

k=1, is an infinite refinement if for every x ∈ S and ε > 0, there exists ν̄ ∈ IN

and δ ∈ (0, ε) such that Rν
k ⊂ IB(x, ε) for every ν ≥ ν̄ and k satisfying Rν

k ∩ IB(x, δ) ̸= ∅.
Definition 3 (Functions η+ρ , η−ρ ). For a partition R of a rectangular S, and functions f, g ∈
usc-fcns(S), we define the following quantities

η+ρ (f, g) := inf

η ≥ 0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
max

y∈Yη(lk)
g(lk + y) + η ≥ min

{
f(uk), ρ

}
max

y∈Yη(lk)
f(lk + y) + η ≥ min

{
g(uk), ρ

} ,∀k = 1, . . . , N


η−ρ (f, g) := inf

η ≥ 0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
max

y∈Yη(lk)
g(lk + y) + η ≥ min

{
f(lk), ρ

}
max

y∈Yη(lk)
f(lk + y) + η ≥ min

{
g(lk), ρ

} , ∀k = 1, . . . , N

 .
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We will show that the quantities η+ρ and η−ρ offer computational advantages over the direct
computation of the hat-distance, which generally is difficult. In our overall scheme, they will be the
fundamental pieces for the solution of the estimation problem. In the next result, we establish how
these quantities relate to the hat-distance.

Theorem 1 (Approximation of hat-distance). Let f, g ∈ usc-fcns+(S), ρ ≥ 0, and consider a box
partition R of a rectangular S. Then

η−ρ (f, g) ≤ d̂lρ(f, g) ≤ η+ρ (f, g).

Moreover, if f, g are also Lipschitz continuous with modulus κ, i.e., f, g ∈ Lip-fcnsκ(S), then
η+ρ (f, g)− η−ρ (f, g) ≤ κmesh(R).

Proof. The lower bound comes from the definition of η−ρ (f, g) as a minimization problem, and the
fact that considering a finite number of constraints is a relaxation with respect to the minimization
defining d̂lρ(f, g) as stated in (9). The upper bound follows from the fact that if the constraints in
the definition of η+ρ (f, g) hold, then for any point x ∈ S and η ≥ 0 there exists an index k of an
element in the box partition, y ∈ Yη(x) and yk ∈ Yη(l

k) such that

f(x+ y) + η ≥ f
(
lk + yk

)
+ η ≥ min

{
g(uk), ρ

}
≥ min {g(x), ρ} . (17)

An analogous argument holds when reversing the roles of the functions f and g. Thus, if η
satisfies the constraints in (17), it will also satisfy the constraints in the definition of d̂lρ(f, g) in (9).

Finally, if f, g satisfy the Lipschitz condition with modulus κ, we consider the difference between
the upper and lower bounds. Suppose that η ≥ 0 is such that there exists yk ∈ Yη(l

k) that satisfies

f(lk + yk) + η ≥ min
{
g(lk), ρ

}
∀ k = 1, . . . , N.

Since g is nondecreasing and Lipschitz continuous with modulus κ

g(lk) ≥ g(uk)− κmesh(R) ∀ k = 1, . . . , N.

We then also have that for η′ = η + κmesh(R), there exists y′ ∈ Yη′(l
k) such that

f(lk + y′) + η′ ≥ f(lk + yk) + η′ ≥ min
{
g(lk), ρ

}
+ κmesh(R)

≥ min
{
g(lk) + κmesh(R), ρ

}
≥ min

{
g(uk), ρ

}
for all k = 1, . . . , N . A similar argument establishes the result, after reversing the roles of f and
g.

The Lipschitz case of Theorem 1 provides control of the bound between the two quantities
η+ρ (f, g) and η−ρ (f, g), depending on the mesh size of the partition. In particular, when applied
to an infinite refinement {Rν} with mesh(Rν) → 0, these two quantities converge and coincide in
the limit. As a result, computing these approximate η-quantities facilitates the estimation of the
hat-distance, d̂lρ(f, g)
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Remark 1 (Differences between dl, dlρ). From the definition of the hypo-distance, we note that
each truncated ρ-distance is weighted by e−ρ, thus for larger values of ρ, dlρ(f, g) have a decreasing
contribution in the computation of the final hypo-distance.

For example, in the context of cdfs defined on the interval [0, 1] (see definition and properties in
Section 2.3), let G be the cdf of δ1/2

2, and F be the cdf of δ1, as is depicted in Figure 1.

1

x1
2

1

F

G

ρ1

ρ2

Figure 1: This figure illustrates how the hypo-distance calculation (denoted by dlρ) can vary depend-
ing on the chosen ”box size” parameter (represented by ρ). We consider two boxes with 0 < ρ1 < ρ2.
Let F and G be delta functions at points 1 and 1

2
, respectively. Within the smaller box (ρ1), the

hypo-distance between F and G is zero (denoted by dlρ(F,G) = 0). However, when we consider the
larger box (ρ2)), both the hypo-distance (dl) and the ρ-distance (dlρ) become strictly positive.

Consider rectangles of sizes 0 < ρ ≤ 1
4
. We have that dlρ(F,G) = 0, attributable to both F and G

being equal to 0 over this rectangle. For 1
4
< ρ ≤ 1

2
, dlρ(F,G) = 2ρ− 1

2
, and for 1

2
< ρ, dlρ(F,G) = 1

2
.

However, dl(F,G) = (1/2)e−1 − 2e−1/2 + 2e−1/4. (This comes from computing the formula and the
preceding calculations.)

We end this section by describing the space cd-fcns(S), and study its properties as a subset of
(usc-fcns+(S), dl).

2.3 The set of cumulative distribution functions

Recall from probability theory that every probability measure P on the measurable space (S,BS),
with BS the Borel σ-algebra over S, defines a cdf F : S → [0, 1] through F (x) = P (Bx), for x ∈ S,
where Bx := {y ∈ S | y ≤ x}. Here, vector inequalities are understood component-wise. Let us
define the concept of cdfs.

Definition 4 (Cumulative distribution function). Let F : S → [0, 1] be a function defined over
rectangular S = [α1, β1]× · · · × [αm, βm]. We say that F is a cumulative distribution function (cdf)
if F ∈ usc-fcns+(S) and it also satisfies

(i) F (xν) → 0 if there is a component i such that xν
i → αi,

2Dirac’s distribution at x0, i.e δx0
= 1 if x = x0 and δ0 = 0 elsewhere.
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(ii) F (xν) → 1 if xν → (β1, . . . , βm); and

(iii) the distribution condition: For every rectangle A ⊂ S, determined by its vertices
{v1, . . . , v2m}3, F satisfies

∆AF :=
2m∑
j=1

(
sgnA vj

)
F
(
vj
)
≥ 0, (18)

where sgnA vj = 1 if the number of components vji at a lower bound of A is even and sgnA vj =
−1 if the number is odd.

We denote by M the set of all probability measures on (S,BS) and denote the set of correspond-
ing cdfs by

cd-fcns(S) := {F : S → [0, 1] | ∃P ∈ M with F (x) = P (Bx) ,∀x ∈ S} .

This set of functions is convex (in a pointwise manner) and it is also a subset of usc-fcns(S).
Furthermore, the hypo-distance between elements of this space is still bounded by 1, dl(f, g) ≤ 1
for any functions f, g ∈ cd-fcns(S), by virtue of Proposition 1.

Note that for a function F ∈ cd-fcns+(S), there exists an associated unique measure µF over
S such that for every rectangle A ⊂ S, µF (A) = ∆A F [3, Thm.12.5]. Thus, we will explore
connections between cdfs and probability measures from a topological perspective.

Convergence of probability measures is often guaranteed by compactness criteria. One such is
the tightness condition, where a family of distribution measures cannot escape to infinity. Let us
recall its definition:

Definition 5 (Tightness). A subset C ⊂ cd-fcns(S) is tight if for all ε > 0 there exists a rectangle
A ⊂ S such that ∆AF ≥ 1− ε, for every function F ∈ C.

The concept of tightness introduced here for families of functions in cd-fcns(S) coincides with the
classical definition of tightness for probability measures. In probability theory, a family of measures
{µα}α∈Λ on the real numbers is tight if for every ε > 0 there exists a bounded rectangle A such
that supα∈Λ µα(A) > 1− ε.

We can leverage this equivalence by associating each F in a subset C ⊂ cd-fcns(S) with a
measure µF . This measure is defined over bounded rectangles A as µF (A) = ∆AF . Consequently,
tightness of the set C is equivalent to tightness of the family of measures {µF : F ∈ C}.

The connection between tightness and sequential convergence of measures is covered in [3]. In
particular, in Polish spaces, tightness is shown to be equivalent to pre-compactness in the topology
of weak convergence, as demonstrated by Prokhorov’s theorem [12].

Remark 2 (A topological remark from [19]). From [13, Cor. 4.43], in the case when S is a nonempty
closed subset of IRm, we know that for a function F ∈ cd-fcns(S) and for r > 0, the ball centered at
F of radius r,

IBdl(F, r) := {G ∈ usc-fcns(S) | dl(F,G) ≤ r},
3A rectangle A defined by its vertices {v1, . . . , vn}, can be described as A = con({v1, . . . , vn}), i.e., the convex

hull of {v1, . . . , vn}.
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is a compact set of (usc-fcns(S), dl). However, the subset IBdl(F, r) ∩ cd-fcns(S) is neither closed
nor tight unless r = 0.

To see this, define the function g : S → [0, 1] as g(x) = max{0, F (x)− r} and r > 0.

1− r

cν

1

g

F ν

x

F

Figure 2: From Remark 2, a sequence of cdfs contained in a ball of radius r, that is nor tight neither
convergent to a distribution function

Then, it is easy to see that g ∈ IBdl(F, r) (i.e., dl(g, F ) ≤ r). Consider a rectangle A ⊂ S,
such that ∆A(F ) ≥ 1 − r, and set c > 0 such that A ⊂ {x ∈ S : x ≤ c1}. Construct the sequence
{F ν}ν∈IN ⊂ cd-fcns(S) as follows

F ν(x) =

{
1 if cν1 ≤ x

g(x) otherwise,

as depicted in Figure 2. Since F (x) ≥ 1− r for x with F ν(x) = 1, we have that |F ν(x)− F (x)| ≤ r
for all x ∈ S and thus dl (F ν , F ) ≤ r, i.e., {F ν}ν∈IN ⊂ IBdl(F, r). However, {F ν}ν∈IN is not tight
and does not tend to a distribution function.

The only balls of (usc-fcns(S), dl) contained in cd-fcns(S) are those with zero radius, i.e.,
IBdl(F, 0). We observe that a setup centered on the metric space (cd-fcns(S), dl), instead of
(usc-fcns(S), dl), is possible but has the disadvantage that the space is not complete.

Example 1 (Closure of the distribution condition under hypo-convergence). Let S be a compact
rectangular subset of IR2. If a sequence {F ν}ν∈IN ⊂ usc-fcns+(S) such that for each ν, F ν satisfy
the distribution condition (Def. 4-(18)), and hypo-converges to some function F , then it is not true
that the limit satisfies the distribution condition, i.e., ∆AF ≥ 0 for every rectangle A ⊂ S. To see
this, consider a rectangle S ⊂ IR2, and let A = [x1, x2] × [y1, y2] ⊂ S be a rectangle on the upper
right corner of the domain depicted by Figure 3.

Let {F ν}ν∈IN be a sequence such that F ν(z1, z2) = 1 if z1 ≥ x1 and z2 ≥ (1/ν)y2 + (1− 1/ν)y1,
and 0 otherwise. This sequence is nondecreasing, usc, and also satisfies the distribution condition
over A:

∆AF
ν = F ν(x2, y2)− F ν(x1, y2) + F ν(x1, y1)− F ν(x2, y1) = 1− 1− 0 + 0 = 0.

Also, the sequence hypo-converges to a function F that is 0 everywhere except in the upper triangle.
We have that F (x2, y1) = 1, hence ∆AF = −1. This proves that the subset of usc-fcns+(S) satisfying
the distribution condition is not closed in the hypo-distance topology.

10



(x1, y1)

1

0

(x2, y2)(x1, y2)

(x2, y1)

Figure 3: From Example 1, the dotted lines represent (the level curves of) {F ν}ν∈IN , with each F ν

satisfying the distribution condition. However, while this condition holds for every F ν , it fails to
hold for its hypo-limit.

We are interested in establishing some closedness property in (usc-fcns+(S), dl) with respect to
the family of cdfs. As tightness is not enough to guarantee that the hypo-limit of cdfs is a cdf as
well, we propose to study equi-usc; see [6].

Definition 6 (equi-usc). The sequence {f ν : S → [0, 1]}ν∈IN is equi-usc at x̄ ∈ S if for every ε > 0
there exists δ > 0 with

f ν(x) ≤ f ν(x̄) + ε, for all ν ∈ IN when x ∈ S, ∥x− x̄∥∞ ≤ δ.

Proposition 4. Let {F ν}ν∈IN be a sequence in usc-fcns(S) that is equi-usc at (α1, . . . , αm), and
satisfies for all ν ∈ IN :

lim
k→∞

F ν(xk) = 0, whenever xk
i → αi for i = 1, . . . ,m, (19)

lim
x→(β1,...,βm)

F ν(x) = 1. (20)

If F ν →h F for some F ∈ usc-fcns(S), then F also satisfy (19)-(20).

Proof. Let ε > 0. By virtue of [13, Thm. 7.10], the equi-usc of the sequence {F ν}ν∈IN at (α1, . . . , αm)
implies its pointwise convergence, i.e., F ν(α1, . . . , αm) → F (α1, . . . , αm). Thus F (α1, . . . , αm) = 0.
Finally, for fixed ν ∈ IN , there exists δ > 0 for which

F ν(x) > 1− ε

for all x that ∥x− (β1, . . . , βm)∥∞ < δ. The hypo-convergence implies that

1 ≥ F (x) ≥ lim sup
ν→∞

F ν(x)≥1− ε,

which proves (20) after letting ε → 0.

Example 2. We cannot omit the hypothesis of equi-usc at the point (α1, . . . , αm) in Proposition 4.
Define

F ν(x) =

{
0 if xi ∈

[
αi, αi +

|βi−αi|
ν

)
, ∀i = 1, . . . ,m

1 otherwise.
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Then, F ν →h F , with F being the function that has F (x) = 1 for every x with xi ̸= αi for all i, and
has F (α1, . . . , αm) = 0 if and only if limν F

ν(α1, . . . , αm) = F (α1, . . . , αm). Figure 4 illustrates this
phenomena by means of a similar one-dimensional setting.

α β

| | |

F ν

α + β−α
3ν

Figure 4: One-dimensional instance of Example 2, where the concept of equi-usc at α becomes
crucial in ensuring the validity of the limit (19).

Corollary 1. Let A be any rectangle in S with vertices {vj}2
m

j=1, and denote by A− the set of indexes
such that signA vj = −1 and A+ the ones with positive sign. Consider a sequence {F ν}ν∈IN ⊂
usc-fcns(S) that is equi-usc at every vertex of A− and (18) holds for every function of the sequence,
i.e., ∆AF

ν ≥ 0, for all ν ∈ IN . If F ν hypo-converge to F , then F satisfies the distribution condition
in (18), i.e., ∆AF ≥ 0.

Proof. The property ∆AF
ν ≥ 0 can be written as∑

j∈A+

F ν(vj) ≥
∑
j∈A−

F ν(vj),

and we would like to show that this remains true for F . From the hypo-convergence of {F ν},∑
j∈A+

F ν(vj) ≥
∑
j∈A−

F (vj),

and on the other hand,∑
j∈A+

F (vj) ≥ lim sup
ν

∑
j∈A+

F ν(vj) ≥ lim sup
ν

∑
j∈A−

F ν(vj)

≥ lim inf
ν

∑
j∈A−

F ν(vj) ≥
∑
j∈A−

lim inf
ν

F ν(vj).

Additionally, the equi-usc at every vj ∈ A− implies that lim infν F
ν(vj) = F (vj) which concludes

the proof.
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2.4 Epi-splines

In this section, we adapt the theory of epi-splines developed in the context of extended real-valued lsc
functions in [18, 17] where they are defined as piecewise polynomial functions that can approximate
any lsc function to an arbitrary level of accuracy. The following Proposition 5 and Theorem 2
are adaptations of [18, 17, Prop. 3.3] and [18, 17, Thm. 3.5] for usc functions which allow us to
reformulate an approximating, finite-dimensional estimation problem. We continue using the name
epi-spline even though the definition is re-oriented towards usc functions. The adapted definition
epi-splines [18, 17, Def. 3.2] to the usc-fcns(S) setting can be stated as:

Definition 7 (Epi-spline). An epi-spline (in the usc sense) s : S → [0, 1] of order p ∈ IN0 with box
partition R = {Rk}Nk=1 of S, is a function that

1. on each Rk, k = 1, . . . , N , is polynomial of total degree p,

2. and for every x ∈ S, has s(x) = lim supx′→x s (x
′).

We denote the family of epi-splines (in the usc sense) of order p ∈ IN0 by e-splp(R). We omit the
phrase ‘in the usc sense’ in the following for brevity.

Proposition 5. For any partition R of S, and p ∈ IN0,

e-splp(R) ⊂ usc-fcns(S).

Next, we adapt the density result in [18, 17, Thm. 3.5] to the usc case:

Theorem 2 (Dense approximation). For any p ∈ IN0 and {Rν}∞ν=1, an infinite refinement of S,

∞⋃
ν=1

e-splp (Rν) is dense in usc-fcns(S).

Proof. Let f ∈ usc-fcns(S), {Rν}∞ν=1 an infinite refinement of S, and Rν = {Rν
k}

Nν

k=1 a partition
of S. It suffices to construct a sequence of epi-splines of order p = 0. For every ν ∈ IN and
Rν

k, k = 1, 2, . . . , N ν . We define
σ (Rν

k) = sup
x∈clRν

k

f(x)

and construct sν : S → [0, 1] as follows:

sν(x) = max
k=1,2,...,Nν

{σ (Rν
k) | x ∈ clRν

k} ,

Clearly, sν is constant on each Rν
k, k = 1, 2, . . . , N ν and satisfies

lim sup
x′→x

sν (x′) = sν(x) for all x ∈ S.

Hence, sν ∈ e-spl0 (Rν) and consequently also in e-splp (Rν) for p ∈ IN . We next show that the
two conditions of [19, Prop. 2.1] holds. Let x ∈ S be arbitrary. By upper semicontinuity of f , for
every ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that

f (x′) ≤ f(x) + ε whenever x′ ∈ IB(x, δ).
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Since {Rν}∞ν=1 is an infinite refinement, there also exist ν̄ and γ ∈ (0, δ) such that Rν
k ⊂ IB(x, γ)

for every ν ≥ ν̄ and k satisfying Rν
k ∩ IB(x, γ) ̸= ∅. Hence, for x′ ∈ IB(x, γ/2),

sν(x′) ≤ min
k

sup
z∈clRν

k

{f(z) | x′ ∈ clRν
k} ≤ f(x) + ε, for all ν ≥ ν̄.

Thus, for every sequence xν → x,

lim sup
ν

sν (xν) ≤ f(x) + ε.

Since ε is arbitrary, lim supν s
ν (xν) ≤ f(x) and condition a) of [19, Prop. 2.1] holds. As f(x) ∈ [0, 1]

for x ∈ S, we have that sν(x) ≥ f(x) and sν(x) ≥ −ν for ν sufficiently large, so

sν(x) ≥ f(x), for all ν sufficiently large.

It follows that

lim inf
ν

sν (xν) = lim inf
ν

sν(x) ≥ f(x).

By considering only rational epi-splines of e-spl0 (Rν) in the proof of Theorem 2, i.e., functions
s : S → [0, 1] with s(x) = qk for x ∈ Rν

k and qk a rational constant, k = 1, . . . , N ν . Specifically, in
that proof one can replace σ (Rk) = supx∈clRν

k
f(x) by σ (Rν

k) equals any rational number in[
max
x∈clRν

k

f(x), max
x∈clRν

k

f(x) + 1/ν

]
and the next result follows.

Corollary 2. For p ∈ IN0 and {Rν}∞ν=1, an infinite refinement of S, (usc-fcns(S), dl) is separable,
with the rational epi-splines of

∞⋃
ν=1

e-splp (Rν)

furnishing a countable dense subset.

The density and separability results stated in Theorem 2 and Corollary 2 extend to the space
usc-fcns+(S) with the same approximating epi-spline construction. A similar result holds for
Lip-fcnsκ(S) when p ∈ IN . This is justified by the first-order epi-spline construction in [18, Thm. 3.8,
Thm. 3.11], provided additional requirements like simplicial partitions are met.

3 Existence and approximation

In this section, we formulate our mathematical program tailored to address the constrained estima-
tion problem under stochastic ambiguity. We present a sequence of discretized problems. Further,
we furnish a convergence proof justifying the discretization scheme.
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In view of the close connection between the hypo-distance and the hat-distance (cf. Section 2),
we proceed by adopting the hat-distance as a surrogate for the hypo-distance as it appears in
constrained estimation problem under stochastic ambiguity. We also assume for the rest of the
manuscript that S is a compact set of IRm, and ρ ≥ 1 is such that S ⊂ ρIB. Under this setting,
bounds on hat-distance and ρ-distance are more tractable (see [13, Prop. 4.37]). This leads to the
problem statement:

Problem 1. For a rectangular S, let F0, G0 ∈ cd-fcns(S), let F := usc-fcns+(S), and let ρ > 0

such that S ⊂ ρIB. The problem is to find F̂ : S → [0, 1] such that

F̂ ∈ argminF∈F

{
d̂lρ(F, F0)

∣∣∣ d̂lρ(F,G0) ≤ δ
}
.

We know that (usc-fcns+(S), dl) is a complete metric space in which closed and bounded sets
are compact [13, Thm. 4.42, Cor. 4.43]. This provides the existence of solutions for Problem 1.
Nevertheless, we cannot expect uniqueness of the solutions by definition of the hat-distance.

Moreover, (usc-fcns+(S), dl) is separable. In particular, our approximation scheme relies on
the discretization of the domain. Let {Rν}∞ν=1 be an infinite refinement of S. Then, following
Corollary 2, we can consider the rational epi-splines as the dense subset. We denote by F ν the
projection of F onto e-spl1(Rν), i.e. F ν = F ∩ e-spl1(Rν).

Considering the approximations discussed in Section 2, in terms of the space of usc functions
and distance bounds for the hypo-distance, we define the following sequence of finite-dimensional
optimization problems:

Problem 2. For a rectangular S, let F0, G0 ∈ cd-fcns(S), let F ν := F ∩ e-spl1(Rν), and let ρ > 0.
The problem is to find F̂ : S → [0, 1] such that

F̂ ∈ argminF∈Fν

{
η+,ν
ρ (F, F0)

∣∣ η+,ν
ρ (F,G0) ≤ δ

}
,

where η+,ν
ρ (F,G0) corresponds to the value of η+ρ (F,G0) over the particular box partition Rν of S.

Note that we can define η−,ν
ρ (F,G0) analogously, as the value of η

−
ρ (F,G0) using the box partition

Rν of S.
In order to analyze Problem 2, we define the following functions: φ, φν : (F , dl) → IR where

φ(F ) := d̂lρ(F, F0)+ ιC(F ), ιC being the indicator function4 of the set C := {F ∈ F | d̂lρ(F,G0) ≤
δ}, and φν(F ) := η+,ν

ρ (F, F0) + ιCν (F ) + ιFν (F ), where

Cν :=

F ∈ F

∣∣∣∣∣
max

y∈Yδ(lk)
F
(
lk + y

)
+ δ ≥ min

{
G0

(
uk
)
, ρ
}
, ∀k = 1, . . . , N ν

max
y∈Yδ(lk)

G0

(
lk + y

)
+ δ ≥ min

{
F
(
uk
)
, ρ
}
, ∀k = 1, . . . , N ν

 .

The sequence of functions {φν}ν∈IN represents the objective function of approximating problems
associated with the discretization of usc functions on the box partition Rν , using the associated
epi-splines. It also approximates the ρ-distance by the upper bounds η+,ν

ρ . Thus, it is the objective

4ιC(F ) = 0 if F ∈ C and takes the value +∞ otherwise.
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function representing Problem 2. Recall that for fixed F0 and G0, the continuity of η+,ν
ρ (·, F0) and

η+,ν
ρ (·, G0) over F ν , a finite-dimensional space, ensures the compactness of the feasible set and,
consequently, guarantees the existence of solutions for Problem 2.

In what follows, we analyze an approximation scheme for Problem 1 by considering the conver-
gence of the functions representing the corresponding optimization problems. We provide conditions
for the convergence of {φν}ν∈IN to φ, and we prove that cluster points of solutions to Problem 2 are
solutions to Problem 1.

Proposition 6. For every f ∈ F and every sequence {f ν}ν∈IN ⊂ F that hypo-converges to f , we
have that

lim inf
ν

φν(f ν) ≥ φ(f). (21)

Proof. Let Rν be an infinite refinement of S. First observe that by virtue of Theorem 1 we have
that

d̂lρ(f, g) ≤ η+,ν
ρ (f, g), f, g ∈ F ,

and so every limit of subsequences f ν ∈ Cν is in C, thus LimOutCν ⊂ C.
Let f ∈ F and {f ν}ν∈IN ⊂ F that f ν →h f . If f ̸∈ C and f ν ̸∈ F ν then inequality (21) holds and

this is still true if f ∈ C and f ν ̸∈ F ν . If f ∈ C, f ν ∈ F ν but f ν ̸∈ Cν then inequality (21) holds.
Let f ∈ C and f ν ∈ Cν ∩F ν be any sequence that f ν →h f (this is equivalent to dl(f ν , f) → 0). We
have that

d̂lρ(f
ν , F0) ≤ η+,ν

ρ (f ν , F0)

because of Theorem 1. On the other hand for every ρ̄ > 0, dl(f ν , f) → 0 if and only if d̂lρ(f
ν , f) → 0

for all ρ ≥ ρ̄, because of [13, Thm. 4.36] and so

dl(f ν , F0) → dl(f, F0) ⇐⇒ d̂lρ(f
ν , F0) → d̂lρ(f, F0) for all ρ ≥ ρ̄,

and then

lim inf
ν

φν(f ν) = lim inf
ν

{
η+,ν
ρ (f ν , F0)

}
≥ lim

ν
d̂lρ(f

ν , F0) = d̂lρ(f, F0) = φ(f).

If f ̸∈ C and f ν ∈ F ν then it does not exist any f ν ∈ Cν that hypo-converges to f . Suppose
there exists f ν ∈ Cν that satisfies the condition. As f ̸∈ C, d̂lρ(f,G0) > δ and

lim inf
ν→∞

η+,ν
ρ (f ν , G0) ≥ lim inf

ν→∞
d̂lρ(f

ν , G0) = d̂lρ(f,G0) > δ

and so there exists ν̄ such η+,ν
ρ (f ν , G0) > δ for all ν ≥ ν̄. This contradicts the fact that f ν ∈ Cν for

all ν.

Our objective is to find conditions that allow us to approximate solutions of Problem 1 by solving
a sequence of Problem 2. To achieve this, we adopt the approach proposed in [13, Ch. 7E], wherein
convergence in minimization is established through epi-convergence. Consider the following set of
assumptions:
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Assumption 1. For ρ > 0, suppose that for every f, F0 ∈ F , and {f ν}ν∈IN hypo-converges to f .
Then, the following holds

lim sup
ν

η+,ν
ρ (f ν , F0)− η−,ν

ρ (f ν , F0) ≤ 0. (22)

Assumption 2. For ρ > 0, suppose that for f ∈ F such that d̂lρ(f,G0) = δ, there exists a sequence
{f ν}ν∈IN ⊂ F such that f ν →h f and

d̂lρ(f
ν , G0) < δ, ∀ν ∈ IN. (23)

We are now ready to state the first convergence results of our proposed approximation, which
show that the sequence of objective functions epi-converges to the objective function of Problem 1.
Additionally, Assumption 2 is a commom assumption that relates to the Slater condition over the
ambiguity set d̂lρ(f,G0) ≤ δ.

Recall that for functions {φ, φν}ν∈IN ⊂ (F , dl), we say that {φν} epi-converges to φ, denoted by
φν →e φ, if for every f ν →h f , lim infν φ

ν(f ν) ≥ φ(f), and for every f ∈ F there exists a sequence
f ν →h f such that lim supν φ

ν(f ν) ≤ φ(f).

Theorem 3. Let ρ ≥ 1 such that S ⊂ ρIB. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, for every f ∈ F there
exists a sequence of functions f ν ∈ F that hypo-converges to f and

lim sup
ν

φν(f ν) ≤ φ(f). (24)

Moreover φν →e φ and {Cν}ν∈IN set-converges to C.

Proof. If f ̸∈ C, then φ(f) = +∞ and (24) holds. Let f ∈ C and for now suppose there exists
{f ν ∈ F ν}ν∈IN that hypo-converges to f . From Assumption 1 we have that

0 ≤ lim sup
ν

η+,ν
ρ (f ν , F0)− η−,ν

ρ (f ν , F0) = 0. (25)

Thus, we have that

lim sup
ν

η+,ν
ρ (f ν , F0)− lim sup

ν
η−,ν
ρ (f ν , F0)

= lim sup
ν

η+,ν
ρ (f ν , F0) + lim inf

ν
−η−,ν

ρ (f ν , F0)

≤ lim sup
ν

η+,ν
ρ (f ν , F0)− η−,ν

ρ (f ν , F0)

≤ 0.

From Proposition 2 we have that

η−,ν
ρ (f ν , F0) ≤ d̂lρ(f

ν , F0) ≤ η+,ν
ρ (f ν , F0).

Then
lim sup

ν
η−,ν
ρ (f ν , F0) ≤ lim sup

ν
η+,ν
ρ (f ν , F0).
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Combining the inequalities above we have that

lim sup
ν

η+,ν
ρ (f ν , F0) = lim sup

ν
η−,ν
ρ (f ν , F0)

and
lim sup

ν
η+,ν
ρ (f ν , F0) = lim sup

ν
d̂lρ(f

ν , F0) = lim
ν

d̂lρ(f
ν , F0) = d̂lρ(f, F0), (26)

where the last equality comes from the fact that dl(f ν , f) → 0 and [13, Thm. 4.36]. In particular,

lim sup
ν

η+,ν
ρ (f ν , F0) ≤ d̂lρ(f, F0).

In order to have
lim sup

ν
φν(f ν) ≤ φ(f),

it suffices to show that f ν ∈ Cν . Then, we need to prove that for every f ∈ C there exists a
sequence f ν ∈ Cν that f ν →h f . The latter is equivalent to have that C ⊂ LimInnCν so by proving
this we will have (24) and also the remaining condition for the set convergence of Cν to C.

For f ∈ C, there are two cases. The first case is that d̂lρ(f,G0) < δ. By density of F ν in F ,
there exists f ν ∈ F ν that hypo-converge to f , and the fact that S is a compact set and S ⊂ ρIB,
using the triangle inequality for dlρ, which coincides with d̂lρ (see the proof of [22, Prop. 7.49]), we
have that

d̂lρ(f
ν , G0) ≤ d̂lρ(f,G0) + d̂lρ(f

ν , f) ∀ν.

The hypo-convergence implies that for ε = δ − d̂lρ(f,G0) > 0 there exists ν̄ ∈ IN that

d̂lρ(f
ν , G0) ≤ δ ∀ν ≥ ν̄.

The second case is that d̂lρ(f,G0) = δ. By Assumption 2, there exists {fn}n∈IN ⊂ F such that
fn →h f and satisfies (23). For fixed n there exists gνn ∈ F ν that gνn→h fn when ν → ∞. Repeating
the arguments for the first case we have that for some ν̄n,

d̂lρ(g
ν
n, G0) < δ for every ν ≥ ν̄n.

We choose f ν as gνn for ν ≥ ν̄n. In both cases we obtain a sequence that hypo-converges to f

when ν → ∞ and d̂lρ(f
ν , G0) ≤ δ for every ν. But we need η+ρ (f

ν , G0) ≤ δ. However in view that
f ν →h f , because of (26), we have that

lim sup
ν

η+ρ (f
ν , G0) = d̂lρ(f

ν , G0) ≤ δ,

so for sufficiently large ν, η+ρ (f
ν , G0) ≤ δ and in consequence f ν ∈ Cν for sufficiently large ν.

We establish the theoretical foundation for our proposed algorithm by proving that near mini-
mizers of the approximated (finite dimensional) problem converge to a solution of the Problem 1.
This result follows a standard argument, but we include a proof for completeness.
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Theorem 4. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, every cluster point of sequences constructed from near
minimizers of φν in F is contained in argminF∈F φ(F ) provided that εν vanishes, i.e, for εν → 0,

LimOut (εν -argminF∈F φν(F )) ⊂ argminF∈F φ(F ).

Proof. Let

f ⋆ ∈ LimOut (εν -argminF∈F φν(F )) . (27)

Then, there exists {νk, k ∈ IN} and fk ∈ εν -argminF∈Fν φν(F ) such that fk →h f ⋆. Let g ∈
argminF∈F φ(F ). Under Assumptions 1 and 2, by virtue of Theorem 3, {φν}ν∈IN epi-converges to
φ, and we have that there exists a sequence {gν}ν∈IN in F such that gν →h g and

lim sup
ν

φν(gν) ≤ φ(g).

Since g ∈ C and Cν ⊂ C we have that there exists ν̄ ∈ IN such that

η+,ν
ρ (gν , G0) ≤ δ for every ν ≥ ν̄

and so φν(gν) < +∞ for sufficiently large ν. Moreover,

φ (f ⋆) ≤ lim inf
ν

φνk
(
fk

)
≤ lim inf

ν

(
inf

f∈Fνk
φνk(f) + εnk

)
≤ lim sup

ν
φνk (gνk)

≤ φ (g) = inf
f∈F

φ(f)

which proves that f ⋆ ∈ argminF∈F φ(F ).

4 Numerical Examples

We next turn to the numerical procedure that leverages the previous developments. We set our ex-
amples in two-dimensional space (m = 2) to avoid implementation challenges associated with higher
dimensions, although the results in Section 3 remain true as stated. For given two-dimensional cdfs
F0, G0 ∈ cd-fcns(S), consider the following pseudo-code: For a given tolerance ε > 0

1. Construct an infinite refinement {Rν}ν∈IN of S, where each element Rν is a box partition.

2. Divide each rectangular element of the box partition Rν into two triangles and use epi-splines
of degree 1 to approximate the elements on the space of usc functions.

3. Solve the sequence of approximated optimization given by Problem 2 for each Rν .

For each ν-instance, we solve these problems defined by the function η+,ν
ρ by using binary

search on an auxiliary variable representing feasibility of the stochastic ambiguity set. Given
our chosen epi-spline space, this procedure corresponds to solving a sequence of linear pro-
gramming problems. For more details, consult [25].
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We implemented our algorithm in Python, using Pyomo [4] for modeling the optimization problems,
and we use the commercial solver Cplex [5], with its academic license, for solving these problems.

In this section, we evaluate the algorithm’s performance through two numerical examples, ex-
ploring various functions F0, G0, and δ values in Problem 1. Here, δ represents the size of the
ambiguity set and reflects the level of trust or proximity to the cdf G0. The first example (Sec-
tion 4.1) involves estimating the position of an unmanned underwater vehicle using two sources of
independent information (two distinct datasets). The second example (Section 4.2) tackles the esti-
mation problem with two uniform distributions, enabling us to assess different solutions for various
ambiguity parameter values.

Moreover, we present an example including constraints modeling the shape of the cdf. First, we
introduce a bounded growth constraint, which corresponds to bounding the local Lipschitz modulus
for each element of the partition. This constraint aims to obtain a smooth-looking cdf. Next,
we include a experiment where the distribution constraint (18) is imposed only over the smallest
rectangles of the partition elements.

For all experiments, a mesh of 100 points per axis and a specified tolerance of ε = 10−8 are
utilized, ensuring accurate and reliable results. The datasets generated during the current study
are available from the corresponding author on request.

4.1 The UUV position estimation problem

Consider an unmanned underwater vehicle (uuv) that is returning to a docking station after a long
mission. Although the uuv knows the location of the docking station on the map, it has only a
vague idea about its own location because it has been underwater for a long time and has only used
an inertial navigation system during that time. The docking station sends out pings that can be
picked up by the uuv when close enough. The uuv can use these pings to improve the estimate of
its own location. The uuv also has an accurate model (in the short term) of where it will be, given
that it knows its initial condition.

Let Ft be the cdf of the uuv location over the (x1, x2) coordinates based on the inertial navigation
system. Ping data yt = (y1t , y

2
t ) is informed by the docking station at time t. The ping data yt has

noise, so it is not the true location of the uuv at time t. We use a model (Dubin) to construct an
estimate of the cdf of the uuv location based on the ping data, called Gt. This serves as another
source of information about the uuv location.

The problem is to find a cdf that models the position of the uuv at time t. Given the two sources
of information, our estimation problem is posed to minimize the distance to Ft, while keeping the
distance to Gt bounded. For each k = 1, . . . , t, we have N data points about the location of the
uuv. The true trajectory is considered as x̄ = (x̄1, . . . , x̄t), and with the ping data we compute zk,
k = 1, . . . , t to construct Gt from it. The expected values of position using the cdfs Ft and of Gt

are (8.8261, 1.0724) and (9.9965, 1.7468) respectively. Table 1 illustrates the results obtained for
different values of δ.

We depict the data sets and various expected locations for cdfs obtained for different values of
δ in Figure 5. In this picture, blue markers corresponds to data points coming from the inertial
navigation system and determine Ft. Grey markers are points associated to the modeling data set
used to construct Gt. Meanwhile, the black markers, labeled as Xt and Zt, represent the expected
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δ s η Expected position Execution time [sec]

0.90 0.0000 0.0787 (9.034, 1.8908) 969
0.10 0.0000 0.3501 (9.734, 1.2908) 1008
0.01 0.0824 1.0 (10.3023, 1.8908) 1008

Table 1: Solution estimates for the uuv position estimation problem for several values of the ambi-
guity set radius (δ).

locations corresponding to cdfs Ft and Gt respectively. The resulting expected positions, estimated
for δ = 0.9, 0.1, 0.01, are visualized through the use of red markers. This picture shows the influence
of the ambiguity set radious on the estimation of the uuv position: as δ diminishes, the estimated
position tends to converge towards the position determined by Gt.

Figure 5: Expected positions (depicted as red markers E0, E1, E2) resulting from various cdfs es-
timated by the algorithm for different uncertainty set radii, δ = 0.9, 0.1, 0.01 respectively. The
position denoted as Xt and Zt correspond to the expected locations linked to Ft and Gt respec-
tively.

The parameter η reported in Table 1 provides an estimate for d̂lρ(Ft, F
∗), where F ∗ is a solution

yielded by the algorithm. We use the parameter s as a tolerance to assess feasibility with respect
to the stochastic ambiguity set, which is constructed as a ball centered at the cdf Gt.

The results in Table 1 show that the estimated expected position approaches to the expected
position under the cdf Gt as the ambiguity set radius (δ) decreases. Additionally, the distance to Ft

21



δ s η Estimated expected value Error (%) Execution time [sec]

1.00 0.0 0.019 (0.4597, 0.5021) 0.9811 3327
0.70 0.0 0.30 (1.1400, 1.1382) 0.3866 558
0.10 0.0 0.89 (2.6385, 2.6441) 0.0764 484
10−4 0.058 1.0 (2.6385, 2.6441) 0.0100 454

Table 2: Results for the cdf estimate with two disjoint uniform distribution, for values of δ in
{1.00, 0.70, 0.10, 10−4}.

increases as the ambiguity set shrinks, reaching the upper bound of 1 at δ = 0.01. This is because
the algorithm is forced to choose a cdf that is closer to Gt as δ decreases.

4.2 Two uniform distributions

Let F0 be a uniform cdf over [0, 1]× [0, 1] and let G0 be a uniform cdf over [2, 3]× [2, 3]. Note that
the supports of these cdfs are disjoint, and thus d̂lρ(F0, G0) = 1 for ρ ≥ 1. We solve the estimation
problem given by Problem 2, of finding a cdf that minimizes the distance to F0, while remaining
in the ambiguity set centered at G0 and with radius δ, for several values of δ. We also impose the
distribution constraint (18) over every rectangle of the mesh. Our estimation scheme relies on a
binary search over the optimal objective function, reported by the variable η, and the feasibility
auxiliary variable represented by s. Note that, for small values of δ, the ambiguity constraint leads
to a solution that is feasible and closer to G0, but which its distance to F0 reaches the upper bound
of 1.

Table 2 outline the outcomes for a collection of values for the parameter δ. The corresponding
outcomes for δ ∈ {1.0, 0.7, 0.1} underscore that no ambiguity constraint violations occur within
these values, and thus the estimated cdfs lie within a distance of at least δ to G0. For the value of
δ = 10−4, the feasibility parameter s has a positive value, meaning that the estimated cdf can be
assured to lie just at a distance of δ + s. Nonetheless, this value has been shown to decreased as
the mesh gets finer (for meshes with more than 100 points in each axis). Moreover, for the same δ
as before, the approximated distance, η, coincides with the theoretical value indicated in Figure 6.
Table 2 also reports the quantity Error %, that quantifies the relative percentage error of all possible
rectangles that can be obtained from vertices in the mesh (O(N4), N being the number of points
in each axis) that do not satisfy the distribution constraint. In this numerical setting, it shows that
errors are under 1%. Note that the distribution constraint is only imposed on the rectangles of the
mesh (O(N2)).

Our last case corresponds to two disjoint uniform cdfs, akin to the previous setting. However, in
this example we incorporate a bounded growth constraint to the solution. The motivation behind
this constraint lies in its ability to enhance the smoothness of the resulting cdf. This constraint is
stated over every triangular element of the partition, and bounds the growth of the distribution by
a given parameter L. This corresponds to a locally Lipschitz-type constraint over each element of
the partition, keeping the Lipschitz modulus below the parameter L. Note that this constraint is a
local version of the global property.

We execute this example for various combinations of δ and L, specifically for (δ = 0.70, L = 1.0)
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Figure 6: The graph of the estimated cdfs for δ = 0.7 and δ = 0.1 are presented in the left column,
along with their respective heatmaps showcased in the right column. Further insights and detailed
metrics are available in Table 2.
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δ L s η Estimated expected value Execution time [sec]

0.70 1.0 0.0 0.2999 (0.80, 0.76) 708
0.10 0.85 0.0024 1.0 (2.40, 2.40) 425

Table 3: Results for (δ = 0.70, L = 1.0) and (δ = 0.10, L = 0.85), when adding the growth
constraint to the two disjoint uniform cdfs example. The table shows the values of the auxiliary
feasibility variable s, auxiliary objective function estimation η, the estimated expected value, and
the execution time for each case.

Figure 7: Graph and heat map of the estimated cdf, for values of (δ = 0.7, L = 1). The cdf
incorporates the growth constraint, and is a smoother version of the unconstrained counterpart in
the first row of Figure 6.

and (δ = 0.10, L = 0.85) respectively. The outcomes of these instances are laid out in Table 3, while
Figure 7 depicts the resultant cdfs. For the first instance, it easy to verify that the estimated cdf
adopts a notably smoother character when compared to its unconstrained counterpart, as evident
in the initial row of Figure 6. This observation resonates with the intention behind introducing the
bounded growth constraint, as it successfully yields a smoother cdf outcome.
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