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SPLINE SINGLE-INDEX PREDICTION MODEL
Li Wang and Lijian Yang
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Abstract: For the past two decades, single-index model, a special case of projection pursuit regres-
sion, has proven to be an efficient way of coping with the high dimensional problem in nonparamet-
ric regression. In this paper, based on weakly dependent sample, we investigate the single-index
prediction (SIP) model which is robust against deviation from the single-index model. The single-
index is identified by the best approximation to the multivariate prediction function of the response
variable, regardless of whether the prediction function is a genuine single-index function. A poly-
nomial spline estimator is proposed for the single-index prediction coefficients, and is shown to be
root-n consistent and asymptotically normal. An iterative optimization routine is used which is
sufficiently fast for the user to analyze large data of high dimension within seconds. Simulation
experiments have provided strong evidence that corroborates with the asymptotic theory. Appli-
cation of the proposed procedure to the rive flow data of Iceland has yielded superior out-of-sample

rolling forecasts.

Key words and phrases: B-spline, geometric mixing, knots, nonparametric regression, root-n rate,

strong consistency.

1. Introduction

Let {XiT, Yi}?:l ={Xi1,., Xia,Yi}—, be alength n realization of a (d + 1)-dimensional

strictly stationary process following the heteroscedastic model
Yi=m(X;)+o0(Xi)e,m(X;) = E(YiX,), (1.1)

in which E(g;|X;) = 0, E(¢7|X;) = 1,1 < i < n. The d-variate functions m, o are the
unknown mean and standard deviation of the response Y; conditional on the predictor vector
X, often estimated nonparametrically. In what follows, we let (XT, Y, 6) have the stationary
distribution of (XiT,Yi,Ei). When the dimension of X is high, one unavoidable issue is the
“curse of dimensionality”, which refers to the poor convergence rate of nonparametric esti-
mation of general multivariate function. Much effort has been devoted to the circumventing
of this difficulty. In the words of Xia, Tong, Li and Zhu (2002), there are essentially two
approaches: function approximation and dimension reduction. A favorite function approxima-

tion technique is the generalized additive model advocated by Hastie and Tibshirani (1990),
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see also, for example, Mammen, Linton and Nielsen (1999), Huang and Yang (2004), Xue
and Yang (2006 a, b), Wang and Yang (2007). An attractive dimension reduction method is
the single-index model, similar to the first step of projection pursuit regression, see Friedman
and Stuetzle (1981), Hall (1989), Huber (1985), Chen (1991). The basic appeal of single-index
model is its simplicity: the d-variate function m (x) = m (21, ..., z4) is expressed as a univariate
function of x7'0y = 22:1
intelligent estimators of the single-index coefficient vector 6y = (o 1, ...,007d)T, for instance,
Powell, Stock and Stoker (1989), Hérdle and Stoker (1989), Ichimura (1993), Klein and Spady
(1993), Hardle, Hall and Ichimura (1993), Horowitz and Hérdle (1996), Carroll, Fan, Gijbels
and Wand (1997), Xia and Li (1999), Hristache, Juditski and Spokoiny (2001). More recently,

Xia, Tong, Li and Zhu (2002) proposed the minimum average variance estimation (MAVE) for

xpbo p. Over the last two decades, many authors had devised various

several index vectors.

All the aforementioned methods assume that the d-variate regression function m (x) is
exactly a univariate function of some x”6y and obtain a root-n consistent estimator of 6. If
this model is misspecified (m is not a genuine single-index function), however, a goodness-of-fit
test then becomes necessary and the estimation of 6y must be redefined, see Xia, Li, Tong
and Zhang (2004). In this paper, instead of presuming that underlying true function m is
a single-index function, we estimate a univariate function g that optimally approximates the

multivariate function m in the sense of
g(v)=FE [m(X)| XT90 = 1/] , (1.2)

where the unknown parameter 6 is called the SIP coefficient, used for simple interpretation
once estimated; X7#y is the latent SIP variable; and ¢ is a smooth but unknown function used
for further data summary, called the link prediction function. Our method therefore is clearly
interpretable regardless of the goodness-of-fit of the single-index model, making it much more
relevant in applications.

We propose estimators of 6y and g based on weakly dependent sample, which includes
many existing nonparametric time series models, that are (i) computationally expedient and
(ii) theoretically reliable. Estimation of both 6y and g has been done via the kernel smoothing
techniques in existing literature, while we use polynomial spline smoothing. The greatest
advantages of spline smoothing, as pointed out in Huang and Yang (2004), Xue and Yang
(2006 b) are its simplicity and fast computation. Our proposed procedure involves two stages:
estimation of 6y by some /n-consistent é, minimizing an empirical version of the mean squared
error, R() = E{Y — E(Y|X”)}2; spline smoothing of ¥ on X7 to obtain a cubic spline
estimator g of g. The best single-index approximation to m(x) is then m(x) = g <xTé>.

Under geometrically strong mixing condition, strong consistency and +/n-rate asymptotic
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normality of the estimator 6 of the SIP coefficient 6 in (L2) are obtained. Proposition is
the key in understanding the efficiency of the proposed estimator. It shows that the derivatives
of the risk function up to order 2 are uniformly almost surely approximated by their empirical
versions.

Practical performance of the SIP estimators is examined via Monte Carlo examples. The
estimator of the SIP coefficient performs very well for data of both moderate and high dimension
d, of sample size n from small to large, see Tables[Iland[2l Figures[Iland2l By taking advantages
of the spline smoothing and the iterative optimization routines, one reduces the computation
burden immensely for massive data sets. Table 2 reports the computing time of one simulation
example on an ordinary PC, which shows that for massive data sets, the SIP method is much
faster than the MAVE method. For instance, the SIP estimation of a 200-dimensional 6y from
a data of size 1000 takes on average mere 2.84 seconds, while the MAVE method needs to spend
2432.56 seconds on average to obtain a comparable estimates. Hence on account of criteria (i)
and (ii), our method is indeed appealing. Applying the proposed SIP procedure to the rive flow
data of Iceland, we have obtained superior forecasts, based on a 9-dimensional index selected
by BIC, see Figure

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives details of the model spec-
ification, proposed methods of estimation and main results. Section 3 describes the actual
procedure to implement the estimation method. Section 4 reports our findings in an extensive
simulation study. The proposed SIP model and the estimation procedure are applied in Section

5 to the rive flow data of Iceland. Most of the technical proofs are contained in the Appendix.
2. The Method and Main Results
2.1. Identifiability and definition of the index coefficient

It is obvious that without constraints, the SIP coefficient vector 6y = (6o 1, ...,Ho,d)T is
identified only up to a constant factor. Typically, one requires that ||fy|| = 1 which entails
that at least one of the coordinates 0 1, ...,00 4 is nonzero. One could assume without loss of

generality that 6y 4 > 0, and the candidate y would then belong to the upper unit hemisphere
§i-1 = {(91,...,9d) IS 62 =1,0,> o}.
For a fixed 6 = (61, ...,Hd)T, denote Xy = X706, Xy, =X10,1 <i<n. Let
me (Xg) =F (Y‘X@) =F {m (X) ’X@} . (2.1)

Define the risk function of 8 as

R(0) = E [{Y —mg (Xp)}*| = E{m(X) —my (Xy)}* + Eco” (X), (2.2)
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which is uniquely minimized at 6y € Sf‘ﬁ_l, ie.

0y =arg min R(0).
0esi

Remark 2.1. Note that Sﬁlr_l is not a compact set, so we introduce a cap shape subset of
Sd—l
_l’_
d
SI = {(01,,02) 1> 02 =1,00>V1—c?} ce(0,1)
p=1

Clearly, for an appropriate choice of ¢, 6 € S, which we assume in the rest of the paper.

Denote 0_4 = (04, ..., Hd_l)T, since for fixed 0 € Sf‘ﬁ_l, the risk function R (#) depends only

on the first d — 1 values in 6, so R () is a function of _g4

R* (H—d) = R <617627’”79d—17 \/ 1-— He—dH§> ’

with well-defined score and Hessian matrices

_ 0 R*(6_q), H* (0 )_872
“ o0, VT ~ T 904007,

5% (0-a) R*(0-q) - (2.3)

Assumption Al: The Hessian matriz H* (6y _q) is positive definite and the risk function R*
is locally convex at 8y _q, i.e., for any € > 0, there exists § > 0 such that R* (0_4)—R* (6p,—q) <
§ implies [|0_q — 0o —all, < €.

2.2. Variable transformation

Throughout this paper, we denote by B = {x € R?|||x|| < a} the d-dimensional ball with

radius a and center 0 and
ck) (Bgl) = {m ‘the kth order partial derivatives of m are continuous on Bfll}

the space of k-th order smooth functions.
Assumption A2: The density function of X, f(x) € c@ (Bff), and there are constants
0 < ¢y < Cf such that

{ cy/Volg (BY) < f(x) < Cy/Volq (BY), x € BY
fx) =0, x¢ Bl

For a fixed 6, define the transformed variables of the SIP variable Xy

Ug=Fy(Xp),Up; = Fy(Xg;),1<i<mn, (2.4)
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in which Fj is the a rescaled centered Beta{(d+1)/2,(d+ 1) /2} cumulative distribution

function, i.e.

v/a
Fy(v) = /_1 F{(dridg/;)}%d 1=t v e ~a,a). (2.5)

Remark 2.2. For any fixed 6, the transformed variable Uy in (2:4]) has a quasi-uniform [0, 1]
distribution. Let fy (u) be the probability density function of Uy, then for any u € [0, 1]

fo(w) = {Fa @)} fx, (), v =Fy! (u),

in which fx, (v) =lima,—o P (v < Xy < v+ Av). Noting that zy is exactly the projection of
x on 0, let D, = {x|v < 29 < v+ Av} N B?, then one has

Pv<Xy<v+Av)=P(XeD,)= f(x)dx.
D,

According to Assumption A2

CfVOld(D,,) CfVOld (DV)
- L < Pr<Xp< Av) < ——r———",
Vol (BY) = (v=Xosv+iv) s <pm (BY)

On the other hand
Volyg(D,) = Volg_1 () Av + o (Av),

where J, = {x|zg = v} N BY. Note that the volume of B¢ is 7%2a%/T" (d/2 + 1) and
Volg_1 (J,) = (d=1)/2 (az _ 1/2)(d_1)/2/r ((d+1)/2},

thus

Volg_1(J,) 1 'd+1) {1 (y)z}(d—l)/z
dy 2 —\, :
Vol (B9) a\/T (T (441)}" 2¢ a
Therefore 0 < ¢y < fg (u) < Cf < oo, for any fixed 6 and u € [0, 1].

In terms of the transformed SIP variable Uy in (24]), we can rewrite the regression function
mep in (ZT)) for fixed 6

Yo (Ug) = E{m (X) ’Ug} = E{m (X) ‘X@} = My (X@) s (26)
then the risk function R () in (2.2]) can be expressed as

R(0)=E [{Y — 7 (Up)}*| = E{m(X) — 7 (Up)}* + Eo* (X). (2.7)

2.3. Estimation Method



6 LI WANG AND LIJTIAN YANG

Estimation of both 6y and g requires a degree of statistical smoothing, and all estimation
here is carried out via cubic spline. In the following, we define the estimator 0 of 6, and the
estimator ¢ of g.

To introduce the space of splines, we pre-select an integer n*/6 < N = N,, < n'/5 (log n)_z/ 5,
see Assumption A6 below. Divide [0, 1] into (/N + 1) subintervals J; = [t;,tj41), j = 0,..., N —
1, Jy = [tn, 1], where T := {t; }jvzl is a sequence of equally-spaced points, called interior knots,
given as

ek =...=t 1=t =0<t1 < .. <ty <1l=tnt1 = .. =EtNtk;

in which t; = jh, j =0,1,...,N+1,h =1/ (N + 1) is the distance between neighboring knots.
The j-th B-spline of order k for the knot sequence 1" denoted by B; . is recursively defined by
de Boor (2001).

Denote by T'*=2) = T'*=2) [0, 1] the space of all C'*=2) [0, 1] functions that are polynomials
of degree k — 1 on each interval. For fixed 6, the cubic spline estimator 4y of vy and the related
estimator My of my are defined as

n

Yo (-) = ar min i — i2,m V) =4 v)}. .
o (*) g»,(v)er@)[o,u;{y v (Wo,i)}" s 1o (v) = Y9 {Fa (v)} (2.8)

Define the empirical risk function of

R(O)=n"") {Yi—4 (Up)}? =n"' > {¥i —1ng (Xp,)}7, (2.9)

i=1 i=1
then the spline estimator of the SIP coefficient 6, is defined as

0 =arg min R(6),
pesd—t

and the cubic spline estimator of g is g with 6 replaced by é, ie.

g(v) = {argw(') min Zn; {Y - (U@i) }2} {Fa(v)}- (2.10)

er®jo,1] i
2.4. Asymptotic results

Before giving the main theorems, we state some other assumptions.
Assumption A3: The regression function m € C*) (Bg) for some a > 0.
Assumption A4: The noise € satisfies E(¢|X) =0, E (62 ]X) = 1 and there exists a positive

constant M such that sup E <|<€|3 X = X) < M. The standard deviation function o (x) is
x€Bd

continuous on B,

0<cr < inf o(x)< sup o(x) <Cy < 0.
XEBg xeBg
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Assumption A5: There exist positive constants Ky and Ny such that o (n) < Koe 20" holds
for all n, with the a-mizing coefficient for {Zi = (X?,Ei)}?zl defined as

a(k) = sup |P(BNC)—P(B)P(CO)|, k> 1.
Beo{Zs,s<t},Cec{Zs,s>t+k}

Assumption A6: The number of interior knots N satisfies: n*/6 < N <« n'/? (log n)_2/5.

Remark 2.3. Assumptions A3 and A4 are typical in the nonparametric smoothing literature,
see for instance, Héardle (1990), Fan and Gijbels (1996), Xia, Tong Li and Zhu (2002). By
the result of Pham (1986), a geometrically ergodic time series is a strongly mixing sequence.
Therefore, Assumption A5 is suitable for (LI as a time series model under aforementioned

assumptions.

We now state our main results in the next two theorems.
Theorem 1. Under Assumptions A1-AG, one has
0_4—> Oo_g,0.5.. (2.11)

Proof. Denote by (€2, F,P) the probability space on which all {(X7,Y;) }21 are defined. By
Proposition 22], given at the end of this section

sup R* (0_4) — R* (H_d)‘ — 0,a.s.. (2.12)
10—l <vI-c?

So for any ¢ > 0 and w € £, there exists an integer ng(w), such that when n > ng(w),
R* (fo,—d,w) — R*(6p,—q) < 0/2. Note that 0_q = 0_q(w) is the minimizer of R* (0_q,w),
so R* (é_d (w),w) — R*(0p,—q) < 0/2. Using (212, there exists n; (w), such that when

n>n; (w), R* (é_d (w) ,w) - R (é_d (w) ,w) < ¢/2. Thus, when n > max (ng (w),n; (w)),

R* (é_d () ,w) — R (0y_q) < 6/2 + R* (é_d () ,w) — R (0y_q) < 6/2+6/2 =8,

According to Assumption Al, R* is locally convex at 6y _4, so for any ¢ > 0 and any w, if
R* <é_d (w) ,w) — R*(0p,—q) <9, then Hé_d (w) _90’_dH < ¢ for n large enough , which implies

the strong consistency.
Theorem 2. Under Assumptions A1-A6, one has
Vi (8-a=60a) 5 N {0, (80)},
where X (60) = {H* (60,-4)} " W (60) {H* (60,-a)} ", H* (60,-a) = {lpg}s .y and W(6) =
{wpq};l,;lﬂ with
bpg = —2E [{$g + Y00 Tp.a} Usy)] + 200,405 4B [{F¥a (Uso) + Y06 .} (Uso))
+200 05 [(v0,9a) (Uso )1 { (6.4 + 05.) Lip=qy + Oo.pb0.0L{p2qy }
+29071090_,611E [{’.Yp"}’q + ’Y@o’?pvq} (er)] - 29071090,1190_,3E [{"Yg + ’Y@o;}./d,d} (er)] )
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Yoy =4 [{ (3 — O0085. 474 (%0 — 0.8, 33a) } Ua) 30, (Uny) = VI

in which 7y, and v, 4 are the values of %7@, %;%79 taking at 0 = 0, for anyp,q =1,2,...,d—1

and g is given in (2.0).

Remark 2.4. Consider the Generalized Linear Model (GLM): Y = g (X76;) + o (X) &, where

g is a known link function. Let 6 be the nonlinear least squared estimator of 6y in GLM.

Theorem ] shows that under the assumptions A1-A6, the asymptotic distribution of the _y

is the same as that of 6. This implies that our proposed SIP estimator 0_g is as efficient as if

the true link function g is known.

The next two propositions play an important role in our proof of the main results. Propo-

sition [2.T] establishes the uniform convergence rate of the derivatives of 4y up to order 2 to

those of g in 6. Proposition shows that the derivatives of the risk function up to order 2

are uniformly almost surely approximated by their empirical versions.

Proposition 2.1. Under Assumptions A2-A6, with probability 1

sup sup |5y (u) — 9 (w)] = O { (nh) " logn + '},
0esd—1 uelo,1]

9 . logn 3>
su Sup max |—— Ugi) — Ugi)H =0 +h’),
1§p1§)d965;1 1<i<n | 00), 190 Uo.1) =0 (Us, )}‘ <~/nh3

2

0 R B logn 9
26,00, {90 (Uos) — o (Ue,z)}‘ =0 <\/W +h > .

Proposition 2.2. Under Assumptions A2-A6, one has for k =0,1,2

sup sup max
1<p,g<d gcgd-1 1<isn

ak
ok0_4

sup
0—all<v1-c?

{R* (0_q) — R* (e_d)}‘ = o(1), a.5..

Proofs of Theorem [2, Propositions 2.1] and are given in Appendix.

3. Implementation

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

In this section, we will describe the actual procedure to implement the estimation of 6

and g. We first introduce some new notation. For fixed 0, write the B-spline matrix as

By = {Bj4 (UG,Z')}?:’{\;':—ZS and
—1
Py =By (B{/By) B}
)

as the projection matrix onto the cubic spline space Fge. For any p =1, ...,d, denote

: 0 : 0
P96, P 96, °

(3.1)
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as the first order partial derivatives of By and Py with respect to 6.
Let 5*(A_4) be the score vector of R* (A_y), i.e.

G 0 %
S*(0-q) = a0, (0—-a) -

The next lemma provides the exact forms of S*(0_g).

Lemma 3.1. For the score vector of R* (0_q) defined in (32), one has
~ . . d—1
§°(0-a) = - {YTR,Y — 0,07 YTP.Y}

p=1

where for any p=1,2,....d

YTP,Y =2Y" (1- Py) B, (B)By)  BJY,

. . n, N )
where B, = {{B;s (U,) = Bjs13 (Un,)} Fu (Xo,) h_lXi’p}izlj:—3 with
d—1
. d I'd+1 2\ 7
Fa(z) = ——Fqg = @+1) 5 <1——2> I(jz] <a).
dx al {(d+ 1) /2}- 24 a

Proof. For any p = 1,2,...,d, the derivatives of B-splines in de Boor (2001) implies

. a n, N d d n, N
B, = —Bi4 (U, =< —B;4(Up;) —Up;
D {8917 y,4( g, )}i:Lj:_g {du j,4( 0, ) d9p 0, }i:Lj:_g

_ 5 {{Bj,3 (Usi)  Bjt1,3(Usy)
tivg —t; tjva — tjp1

n, N

}Fd (Xo,4) Xi,p}
i=1j=—3
n, N

= {Bj3Us;) — Bjs13Up)} Fa KXo ) h ' Xipt .
i=1,j=—3

Next, note that

. . _ 0 _
P, = B,(B{By) B +B [8—%{(3336) 133}]
= B, (BJBy) 'Bl +By {% (Bg“Bg)‘l} B} + By (B By) ' BI.
p
Since »
. 0{(BfBs) 'BfBo} o (BIB,) 'arn L (- O(BIBo)
= a6, oo, BoBo+ (BoBo)  —5—,

and % (Bng) = Bng + Bng, thus

0 _ —1 /. . _
- (BiBy) ' =—(BJBy) ' (B]By+B{B,) (B]By) .
p
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Hence

1

P, = (1-Py)B, (BIBy) ' B} + By (BIBy) ' BI (I Py).

Thus, ([34) follows immediately.

In practice, the estimation is implemented via the following procedure.

Step 1. Standardize the predictor vectors {X;}_, and for each fized 6 € Sg_l obtain the
CDF transformed variables {Uy;};_, of the SIP variable { Xy ;};_, through formula (2.3), where
the radius a is taken to be the 95% percentile of {| X |}

Step 2. Compute quadratic and cubic B-spline basis at each value Uy ;, where the number

of interior knots N is
N = min {cl [nl/aﬂ ,62} , (3.5)

Step 3. Find the estimator 0 of 6y by minimizing R* through the port optimization routine
with (0,0, ..., 1)T as the initial value and the empirical score vector S* in (23). If d < n, one
can take the simple LSE (without the intercept) for data {Y;,X;}:, with its last coordinate set
positive.

Step 4. Obtain the spline estimator § of g by plugging 6 obtained in Step 3 into (210).

Remark 3.1. In (B3], ¢; and ¢y are positive integers and [v] denotes the integer part of v. The
choice of the tuning parameter ¢; makes little difference for a large sample and according to our
asymptotic theory there is no optimal way to set these constants. We recommend using ¢; = 1
to save computing for massive data sets. The first term ensures Assumption A6. The addition
constrain ¢y can be taken from 5 to 10 for smooth monotonic or smooth unimodel regression

and ¢ > 10 if has many local minima and maxima, which is very unlikely in application.

4. Simulations

In this section, we carry out two simulations to illustrate the finite-sample behavior of our
SIP estimation method. The number of interior knots N is computed according to (3.5]) with

c1 = 1,co = 5. All of our codes have been written in R.

Example 1. Consider the model in Xia, Li, Tong and Zhang (2004)
Y =m (X) + ooe, 09 =0.3,0.5, ¢~ N(0,1)
where X = (X1, X5)7 ~N(0, I), truncated by [—2.5,2.5]2 and
m(x) = 1 + 22 + dexp {— (1 + x2)2} +6 (27 + x%)l/2. (4.1)

If § = 0, then the underlying true function m is a single-index function, i.e., m (X) = v2X7 6y +
4exp {—2 (XT00)2}, where 87 = (1,1) /+/2. While § # 0, then m is not a genuine single-index
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function. An impression of the bivariate function m for § = 0 and § = 1 can be gained in

Figure[Il (a) and (b), respectively.

Table 1: Report of Example 1 (Values out/in parentheses: § = 0/§ = 1)

0o n 0y BIAS SD MSE Average MSE
B 5e — 04 0.00825 Te — 05
100 "1 (—0.00236) (0.02093) (0.00044) Te — 05
fos —6e — 04 0.00826 Te — 05 (0.00043)
0.3 ’ (0.00174)  (0.02083) (0.00043)
B —0.00124 0.00383 2e — 05
300 "1 (—0.00129) (0.01172) (0.00014) 2e — 05
fos —0.00124 0.00383 2e — 05 (0.00014)
’ (0.00110)  (0.01160) (0.00013)
0.00121 0.01346 0.00018
to,1
100 (—0.00137)  (0.02257) (0.00051) 0.00018
fos —0.00147 0.01349 0.00018 (0.00051)
0.5 ' (0.00062)  (0.02309) (0.00052)
—0.00204 0.00639 4e — 05
to,1
300 (—0.00229) (0.01205) (0.00015) 4e — 05
fos 0.00197 0.00637 4e — 05 (0.00015)
' (0.00208)  (0.01190) (0.00014)

For § =0, 1, we draw 100 random realizations of each sample size n = 50, 100, 300 respec-
tively. To demonstrate how close our SIP estimator is to the true index parameter 8y, Table [
lists the sample mean (MEAN), bias (BIAS), standard deviation (SD), the mean squared error
(MSE) of the estimates of 6y and the average MSE of both directions. From this table, we find
that the SIP estimators are very accurate for both cases § = 0 and § = 1, which shows that
our proposed method is robust against the deviation from single-index model. As we expected,
when the sample size increases, the SIP coefficient is more accurately estimated. Moreover, for
n = 100, 300, the total average is inversely proportional to n.

Example 2. Consider the heteroscedastic regression model (LI)) with

{5—ex (IXI/vd) }
5+ exp (X1 V)

m (X) = sin (%XTHO) , 0 (X) = a9 (4.2)

in which X; = {X; 1, ...,XLd}T and g;,1 =1, ...,n, are N (0,1), o9 = 0.2. In our simulation,

the true parameter 8] = (1,1,0,...,0,1)/ /3 for different sample size n and dimension d. The
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superior performance of SIP estimators is borne out in comparison with MAVE of Xia, Tong,
Li and Zhu (2002). We also investigate the behavior of SIP estimators in the previously
unemployed cases that sample size n is smaller than or equal to d, for instance, n = 100,d =
100,200 and n = 200, d = 200,400. The average MSEs of the d dimensions are listed in Table
B, from which we see that the performance of the SIP estimators are quite reasonable and in
most of the scenarios n < d, the SIP estimators still work astonishingly well where the MAVEs
become unreliable. For n = 100, d = 10, 50,100,200, the estimates of the link prediction
function g from model (4.2)) are plotted in Figure [2, which is rather satisfactory even when
dimension d exceeds the sample size n.

Theorem [I indicates that 6_g is strongly consistent of y _4. To see the convergence, we
run 100 replications and in each replication, the value of ||é — 6p||/v/d is computed. Figure
plots the kernel density estimations of the 100 [|§ — 6o]| in Example 2, in which dimension
d = 10,50, 100,200. There are four types of line characteristics which correspond to the two
sample sizes, the dotted-dashed line (n = 100), dotted line (n = 200), dashed line (500) and
solid line (n = 1000). As sample sizes increasing, the squared errors are becoming closer to 0,
with narrower spread out, confirmative to the conclusions of Theorem [I1

Lastly, we report the average computing time of Example 2 to generate one sample of size
n and perform the SIP or MAVE procedure done on the same ordinary Pentium IV PC in
Table Bl From Table 2, one sees that our proposed SIP estimator is much faster than the
MAVE. The computing time for MAVE is extremely sensitive to sample size as we expected.

For very large d, MAVE becomes unstable to the point of the breaking down in four cases.

5. An application

In this section we demonstrate the proposed SIP model through the river flow data of
Jokulsd Eystri River of Iceland, from January 1, 1972 to December 31, 1974. There are 1096
observations, see Tong (1990). The response variables are the daily river flow (Y;), measured in
meter cubed per second of Jokulsé Eystri River. The exogenous variables are temperature (X;)
in degrees Celsius and daily precipitation (Z;) in millimeters collected at the meteorological
station at Hveravellir.

This data set was analyzed earlier through threshold autoregressive (TAR) models by
Tong, Thanoon and Gudmundsson (1985), Tong (1990), and nonlinear additive autoregressive
(NAARX) models by Chen and Tsay (1993). Figure ] shows the plots of the three time series,
from which some nonlinear and non-stationary features of the river flow series are evident. To
make these series stationary, we remove the trend by a simple quadratic spline regression and
these trends (dashed lines) are shown in Figure 4l By an abuse of notation, we shall continue
to use Xy, Y;, Z; to denote the detrended series.
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In the analysis, we pre-select all the lagged values in the last 7 days (1 week), i.e., the
predictor pool is {Y;—1,.... Y17, X4, X4 1, ..., X417, 24, Z4—1, ..., Zy—7, }. Using BIC similar to
Huang and Yang (2004) for our proposed spline SIP model with 3 interior knots, the following
9 explanatory variables are selected from the above set {Y;_1, ..., Yi—4, X3, X¢—1, X492, Z¢, Z1 1 }.
Based on this selection, we fit the STP model again and obtain the estimate of the SIP coefficient
6 = {-0.877,0.382, —0.208, 0.125, —0.046, —0.034, 0.004, —0.126,0.079}T. Figure [l (a) and (b)
display the fitted river flow series and the residuals against time.

Next we examine the forecasting performance of the SIP method. We start with estimating
the SIP estimator using only observations of the first two years, then we perform the out-of-
sample rolling forecast of the entire third year. The observed values of the exogenous variables
are used in the forecast. Figure [ (c) shows this SIP out-of-sample rolling forecasts. For the
purpose of comparison, we also try the MAVE method, in which the same predictor vector is
selected by using BIC. The mean squared prediction error is 60.52 for the SIP model, 61.25 for
MAVE, 65.62 for NAARX, 66.67 for TAR and 81.99 for the linear regression model, see Chen
and Tsay (1993). Among the above five models, the SIP model produces the best forecasts.

6. Conclusion

In this paper we propose a robust SIP model for stochastic regression under weak depen-
dence regardless if the underlying function is exactly a single-index function. The proposed
spline estimator of the index coefficient possesses not only the usual strong consistency and
\/n-rate asymptotically normal distribution, but also is as efficient as if the true link function
g is known. By taking advantage of the spline smoothing method and the iterative method,
the proposed procedure is much faster than the MAVE method. This procedure is especially
powerful for large sample size n and high dimension d and unlike the MAVE method, the

performance of the SIP remains satisfying in the case d > n.
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Appendix

A.1. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some properties of the B-spline.

Lemma A.1. There exist constants ¢ > 0 such that for z;v:_kﬂ ok Bj up to order k =4

4 N —_ 1
eht/rllal, < || SR SN i ainBial| < (30 al,, 1< <o

chM" ||a, < Hzizz Zj,\’:_kﬂ aJ-,kBj,kHr < (3h)1/r el 0<r<l1
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where o := (12,002, ..., AN 2, ..., AN 4). In particular, under Assumption A2, for any fized 0

4 N
A lally, <D0 Y ajrBikl| < ChVal,.

k=2 j=—k+1 0.0

Proof. It follows from the B-spline property on page 96 of de Boor (2001), Zi:z Z;V:_kﬂ Bjr =
3 on [0,1]. So the right inequality follows immediate for r = co. When 1 < r < oo, we use

Holder’s inequality to find

1 1-1
4 N 4 N ™y N /r
T
D > @B < (D D lagsl B > > Bix
k=2 j=——k+1 k=2 j=——k+1 k=2 j=——k+1
1
4 N /r
= 37U Y0 D lagsl Bi

k=2 j=—k+1

Since all the knots are equally spaced, ffooo Bj i (u) du < h, the right inequality follows from

T

1| 4 N
/ S Bk (u)| du <3 halll.
0

k=2 j=—k+1
When r < 1, we have

4 N " 4 N
T T
o D awBix| <Y Y lagul Bl

k=2 j=—k+1 k=2 j=—k+1

Since [ Bl (u)du <tjyp —t; = kh and

1| 4 N " 00
T T
LIX X aubict] duslal; [~ By wdu < snfal;.
0 k=2 j=—k+1 —%0

the right inequality follows in this case as well. For the left inequalities, we derive from Theorem
5.4.2, DeVore and Lorentz (1993)

tor| N "
—1/r !
loj k| < Crh / Z ok Bjk (u)| du
b |j=—k+1
for any 0 < r < o0, so
T

tjr1 N
laj " < CTR™! / S B (u)| du.
ti |j=—k+1
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Since each u € [0, 1] appears in at most k intervals (¢;¢;4), adding up these inequalities, we
obtain that

T N T
itk
lafly < Cih~ Z/ apBjk (w)| du<3Ch|| > ajBjx
tj ]——k-i—l j=—k+1

T

The left inequality follows.

For any functions ¢ and ¢, define the empirical inner product and the empirical norm as

1 n
(6,00 = /0 b () @ () fo (u) du, |02, =113 6% (Un)
=1

In addition, if functions ¢, ¢ are Lo [0, 1]-integrable, define the theoretical inner product and

its corresponding theoretical Ly norm as

quauw—/ 62 () fo (u) du, (6,0) 1Z¢ Upi) ¢ (Uns) .

Lemma A.2. Under Assumptions A2, A5 and A6, with probability 1,

sup  max ‘<Bj,k,Bj',k’>n9 — <Bj7k, Bjr7k/>€‘ =0 {(nN)_l/2 logn} .
GESd 1k,k'=2,3,4 )
1<4,5'<N

Proof. We only prove the case k = k' = 4, all other cases are similar. Let
Co.j,7i = Bja(Us,i) By .a (Upi) — EBj 4 (Upi) By 4 (Ugyi),
with the second moment
EG, = E B, (Up) B 4 (Us)] — {EBja (Us) Byra (Ug,) ),

where {EB]-A (Us,i) Bjr 4 (U(M)}2 ~N72 FE [Bg2}4 rn B?,A (Ug,i):| ~ N~! by Assumption A2.
Hence, ECQ%j,j’,i ~ N~!. The k-th moment is given by
k k
E|Cojri|" = E|Bja(Uss) Bjra(Uyi) — EBja (Upsi) Byra (Up,i)|
—_ k k
< 2t {E |Bja (Uoi) By (Uoi)|” + |EBja (Us.i) Bjra (Ui } :

where |EBj 4 (Ug;) Bjr 4 (U97,~)|k ~ N=F E|EB;4(Up;) Bja(Ug Z-)|’“ ~ N~ Thus, there exists

a constant C' > 0 such that £ |C9,j,j/,i k < C2k- 1k:'ECJ2] ;- So the Cramér’s condition is satisfied

with Cramér’s constant ¢*. By the Bernstein’s inequality (see Bosq (1998), Theorem 1.4, page

31), we have for k =3
>0, < G k - )
) }‘alexp< 25m%+5c*5n>+“2( >a<[q+1]>

n
-1
Pdin E:Ce,j,j',i
=1




16 LI WANG AND LIJIAN YANG

where
logn n 5% (nN)log?n 9 1
by =0 Lar=2042(1 ,m2~N"L
" VnN “ q + < + 25m3 + 5¢*dy, e

‘3 < eN1/3,
1<i<n

5mS/7
az (3) = 11n (1 + 53 ) , mg = max [|Co

Observe that 5¢d,, = o(1) by Assumption A6, then by taking ¢ such that [q%] > cglogn,

q > cin/logn for some constants cg, ¢y, one has a1 = O(n/q) = O (logn), az (3) = o (n?) via

Assumption A6 again. Assumption A5 yields that

n 6/7 n 6/7 e/
< _ < —6Moco 7.
a([qHD _{KOGXP< AO[qHD} =

Thus, for fixed § € S9!, when n large enough

1
p{_
n =

n
Z C0,5,5" i
=1

> 5n} < clognexp {—c26%logn} + Cn?~6Roco/T, (A1)

We divide each range of 6,, p = 1,2,...,d — 1, into nb/(d=1) equally spaced intervals with
disjoint endpoints —1 = 6,0 < 0p1 < ... < Opp,, = 1, for p = 1,...,d — 1. Projecting these
small cylinders onto Sg_l, the radius of each patch A,, r = 1,..., M,, is bounded by cM, .

Denote the projection of the M, points as 6, = <9r,_d, 1— Hen_ng), r=0,1,.. M,.

is bounded by

Employing the discretization method, sup max |C9’j7j/’i
965?71 1<y5,j'<N

sup  max |(p, ;| + sup  max sup (G — Corjitil - (A.2)
OSTSMnlﬁj,j'SN| i OSTSMnlﬁj,j'SNGEAr‘ 34 = G

By (A1) and Assumption A6, there exists large enough value § > 0 such that

1 n
P {E Z C9T7j7j/7i
i=1
which implies that

o n
> P max (n 'Y (o
o— 1<5,3' <N =1

Thus, Borel-Cantelli Lemma entails that

> 5n} <n 1

o0 o0
> 5n} < ZZNzMnn_lo < C’E:n_3 < 0.
n=1 n=1

n
logn
-1
sup ~ max |n Co,.5.5'.i :O< > a.s.. A3
0<r<M, 1<5,5'SN ; B VN )’ (A.3)
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Employing Lipschitz continuity of the cubic B-spline, one has with probability 1

n
-1 —1; -6
sup ~max sup |n Z Cojj'i — Corjgrir| = O (M, "h™7). A4

Therefore Assumption A2, (A.2), (A3) and (A.4]) lead to the desired result.
Denote by I' = rOyUr®ur® the space of all linear, quadratic and cubic spline functions
on [0, 1]. We establish the uniform rate at which the empirical inner product approximates the

theoretical inner product for all B-splines B;;, with k& = 2,3, 4.
Lemma A.3. Under Assumptions A2, A5 and A6, one has

(1,720 — (11,7200
A, = sup sup
pesd—t 1,72€l H71H2,9 ||72H279

=0 {(nh)_1/2 log n} , Q... (A.5)

Proof. Denote without loss of generality,

4 N 4 N
Mn=>_ > irBix 2=, > BirBjk
k=2 j=—k+1 k=2 j=—k+1
for any two 3 (N + 3)-vectors

a=(a_12,002,.., AN 2, ., ON4) , B = (B=1,2, 80,2, s BN,2, s BN ,4) -

Then for fixed 6

L i N
(M 72)ne = - {Z > Bk Uei) P Y. BinBik (Usy)

k=2 j=—k+1 k=2 j=—k+1

4 N 4 N
2
e = 3 3 3 > amayw (BB,
k=2j=—k+1k'=2j'=—k+1
4 N 4 N
2
el = D2 D0 3 > Bubiw (BinsByy), -
k=2 j=—k+1k'=2j'=—k+1

According to Lemma [AJ] one has for any § € S9!,
2 2 2 2 2 2
ahllely < lmllze < c2hllelly, ablBlly < lhallzg < c2h [l

cihllally 1Blly < [mllp 2l < c2bllally (1B, -
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Hence

(11,7200 — (11,72)0
71ll2,6 172112,6

% Zn; {<ij’€7 levkl>n,€ B <Bj’k7 Bj,’kl>9}

]l oo 181
— ahllaly 8l

A, = sup sup
9cSi—t 1€y, 72€l

X sup  max
d—1 k,k'=2,3,4
65 1< i<N

)

1=

n

% 2 {<Bmk7 B ), p = (B Bﬂ"v’“’>9}

i=1 ’

A, <coh™' sup max
gegd—1 k,k'=2,3,4
¢ 1<5,5'<N

which, together with Lemma [A22] imply (AZ5).

)

A.2. Proof of Proposition [2.1]
For any fixed 6, we write the response Y7 = (Y1, ...,Y},) as the sum of a signal vector g,

a parametric noise vector Ey and a systematic noise vector E, i.e.,
Y = Yo + E9 + E7

in which the vectors v} = {79 (Up1), -, 79 (Ugn)}, BT = {0 (X1) 1, ..., 0 (Xp) en} and EX =
{m (X1) =0 (Us,1) 5 .-, m (X)) — 70 (Usn) }-

Remark A.1. If m is a genuine single-index function, then Eg, = 0, thus the proposed SIP
model is exactly the single-index model.

Let Fg)e be the cubic spline space spanned by {B; 4 (Up;)}i_;, —3 < j < N for fixed 6.
Projecting Y onto r® yields that

n, 0

Fo = {30 (Us.1) , - 50 Up )} = Proj.@ 79 + Projp) Eg + Projpo E,

n,0

where 4y is given in (2.8]). We break the cubic spline estimation error 4y (ug) — vp (ug) into a

bias term 7y (ug) — Vo (ug) and two noise terms &g (ug) and £y (uy)

Yo (ug) — o (ua) = {70 (uo) — Yo (ug)} + o (uo) + o (up) , (A.6)
where N
3o () = {Bya )y Varh {00 Biadg} - (A7)
£ (0) = Byt (0} acyen Virh { o B} (A8)
o (0) = Byt Y acyen Vid { .o} (A9)
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In the above, we denote by V, y the empirical inner product matrix of the cubic B-spline basis

and similarly, the theoretical inner product matrix as Vy

N N

1
Vo= —B;By = {<Bj',473j74>n,e} Vo = {(Bjr 4, Bja),} (A.10)

j.j'==3 gy'==3"

In Lemma [A.5] we provide the uniform upper bound of HV;},H and HVG_IHOO. Before
oo
that, we first describe a special case of Theorem 13.4.3 in DeVore and Lorentz (1993).

Lemma A.4. If a bi-infinite matriz with bandwidth r has a bounded inverse A= on ly and
k=r(A):=||Al, HA‘1H2 is the condition number of A, then HA‘lHOO < 2¢o (1 —v)™t, with
co=v||ATY|,, v= (k- 1)1/4T (K% + 1)_1/4r.

2)

Lemma A.5. Under Assumptions A2, A5 and A6, there exist constants 0 < ¢y < Cy such
that cy N~ [|w|)3 < w'Vow < CyN~! |[wlf3 and

ey N7 w|3 < wi'V,ow < Cy N7 |w|3, a.s., (A.11)

with matrices Vg and V,, g defined in (A10). In addition, there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

sup

1
Vn,@
fesd—1t

‘ <CN,a.s., sup HV(;lHOO <CN. (A.12)
oo Sg71

0e

Proof. First we compute the lower and upper bounds for the eigenvalues of V,, . Let w be any
(N + 4)-vector and denote yw (u) = Z;V:_?) w;Bj4 (u), then Bew = {vy (Ug1) » s Yw (Upn)} "
and the definition of A, in (A.5]) from Lemma [A.3] entails that

2 2 2
Irwllzp (1= An) < WV ow = 1wl < 1wl (1+ An) - (A.13)

Using Theorem 5.4.2 of DeVore and Lorentz (1993) and Assumption A2, one obtains that

2

N
C C
N Wi < lwllze = w'Vow ={| > w;Bja|| < Cry Iwll3, (A.14)
j==3 2,0
which, together with (A13]), yield
c;/CN~ w3 (1 - A,) < wiV,gw < C;ONTY w3 (14 Ay). (A.15)

Now the order of A, in (A.5), together with (A.14]) and (A.I5)) implies (A.I1)), in which ¢y =
cyC,Cy = CtC. Next, denote by Amax (Vn,0) and Amin (Vy,0) the maximum and minimum
eigenvalue of V,, , simple algebra and (A.IT]) entail that

=\!

C'V]V_1 > ”Vn,O”Q = Amax (Vn,G) ) HV;}Q min (Vnﬂ) < C\_/lNy a.s.,

.
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thus
i i= [Vaolly | Vs

‘2 = Amax (Vi) Ay, ! (Vino) < Cvc‘_/1 < 00, a.s..

min

Meanwhile, let w; = the (/N + 4)-vector with all zeros except the j-th element being 1,j =
—3,...,N. Then clearly

W) Vi gw; = Z 4 (Us) = |1Bjallh g lwgll, =1, -3 <j < N

and in particular

Amax (Vin,0) ||W0||2 = Amax (Vn,G) )

)

WnggWO <
Wzgvn,ew—3 > Amin (Vn,e) ”W—3H2 = Amin (Vn,e) .

This, together with (A yields that

2
wiVaowo  [1Boally, - IBoally 1— A,

= Amax (Vo) Ain (Vo) > - - |
ma n min n WZ3Vn79W_3 ||B_374||i79 ||B—374H3 1+ 4,

which leads to k > C > 1, a.s. because the definition of B-spline and Assumption A2 ensure
that ||BO,4H3 > Cp HB_3,4||§ for some constant Cy > 1. Next applying Lemma [A.4] with
V= (/42 — 1)1/16 (/12 + 1)_1/16 and cg = v~° HV;lg , one gets HV;EHOO <207 8N (1 - y)_l =
CN,a.s.. Hence part one of (A12]) follows. Part two of (A12)) is proved in the same fashion.

In the following, we denote by Q7 (m) the 4-th order quasi-interpolant of m corresponding
to the knots T, see equation (4.12), page 146 of DeVore and Lorentz (1993). According to
Theorem 7.7.4, DeVore and Lorentz (1993), the following lemma holds.

Lemma A.6. There exists a constant C > 0, such that for 0 <k <2 and v € C™ [0,1]

|a=@ren®|_<c|p®|_w,

Lemma A.7. Under Assumptions A2, A3, A5 and A6, there exists an absolute constant C' > 0,
such that for function Y (u) in (A7)

dk

sup w (% - ’Y@)

fesd—t

<C Hm<4>Hoo WAk as.0 <k <2, (A.16)

o0

Proof. According to Theorem A.1 of Huang (2003), there exists an absolute constant C' > 0,
such that

swp (150 =0l <C sup inf Jly =l <C|m@| phas, (A7
9esd! fesdi—1VEr? o0
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which proves (A16]) for the case kK = 0. Applying Lemma [A.6] one has for 0 < k < 2

k

4 {Qr (v0) — 70}

sup duk

pesd—1

‘ < C sup
o) pesdt

,Y(g4)HOO Wik < Hm(4)HOO A=k (A.18)

As a consequence of (A.17)) and (A.18]) for the case k = 0, one has

sup [|Qr (39) ~ ol < CO||mP| Has.
gesdt 00

which, according to the differentiation of B-spline given in de Boor (2001), entails that

k

sup W

fesd—1
Combining (AI8) and (A19) proves (AI6) for k =1,2.

Lemma A.8. Under Assumptions A1, A2, A/ and A5, there exists an absolute constant C' > 0,
such that

{Qr (79) — 79}

<C Hmem WA s, 0<k<2. (A.19)

‘ o

9 . n
sup sup = {50 (Upa) =90 Us Yy | < O|m@| e (A20)
1<p<dgegd—1 P o0 >
’ @] 2
— {7 ) — ) < .5.. A21
1;;«?919:;?131 90,00, 1 (Uos) =% (Us)bica o CHm Hooh e (A2

Proof. According to the definition of 4y in (A7), and the fact that Q7 (vs) is a cubic spline
on the knots T'

HQr (v0) — Y0} (Vo) }iy = Po {{Qr1 (v0) — 0} (Un,i) }iy

which entails that

a%, {Qr () — 0} (Uo)}1, = %Pe HQr () — 70} s},

0

= P, {{Qr (1) — v} Ui}, + Pea—ep {H{Qr (o) — o} (Woi)}iy -

Since

8%1, HQr (vo) — 0} o)}y = {{QT (a%pw> a 8%;,%} (Ug’i)}jzl

+ {% {Qr (v0) — 70} (Up,s) Xip} ’

1=1

applying (A19) to the decomposition above produces ([(A20]). The proof of (A2]]) is similar.
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Lemma A.9. Under Assumptions A2, A5 and A6, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup Hn_lBgHOO < Ch,a.s., sup sup n_lBgH <C,a.s., (A.22)
gesit 1<p<d gegd-! o
sup Pyl < C,a.s., sup sup PPHOO <Ch ' as. (A.23)

9esd—! 1<p<d gecgd-!

Proof. To prove ([A.22]), observe that for any vector a € R™, with probability 1

n~! Z Bj4 (Ugﬂ')

i=1

Hn_lBgTaHoo <lall,, max

< Ch
max < Chlall.

|n'BTa| <l _max < Clall...

—3<j<N

1 & .
— 2; {(Bjs — Bjs1) (Uo)} Fu (Xo,) Xip

To prove (A.23)), one only needs to use (AI2), (A22) and (B1).

Lemma A.10. Under Assumptions A2 and A4-A6, one has with probability 1

BgE i logn
= ' i) o (Xq)ei| = ~— |, A.24
B Y [ ‘ s 7 B s o (Ko 0< A (4.24)
o (BJE B'E 1
sup sup —< 0 )‘ = sup sup P :O<0gn>. (A.25)
1<p<dpegi— 100 \ 1 co  1=p<dgesd-t|| T || vnh

Similarly, under Assumptions A2, A4-A6, with probability 1

BgEg 1 & logn
o | S| T e, e n; 54 (Us) {m (Xi) = (Up,)} < TN)
(A.26)
BI'E 1
sup sup % < 0 9) H =0 < 0gn> ,Q.S.. (A.27)
1<p<dgegi-1 || Op n o0 Vnh

Proof. We decompose the noise variable &; into a truncated part and a tail part &; = ;7" +
ery +mP", where Dy =n' (1/3 < < 2/5), er = el {|ei| > Dn},

af,’; = &;I {|ei| < Dy} — mPr,mPr = Ele;I {|e;] < Do} |Xi].

)

It is straightforward to verify that the mean of the truncated part is uniformly bounded by

D;2, so the boundedness of B spline basis and of the function o2 entail that

1 n
sup |= > Bja(Ugs) o (Xi)m"
pesi— |4

=0 (D;Q) =0 (n_2/3) .
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The tail part vanishes almost surely

iP{]sn\ > Dy} < iDg?’ < 0.
n=1 n=1

Borel-Cantelli Lemma implies that

1 n
~>_ Bia(Upi)o (Xi)eiy
1=1

For the truncated part, using Bernstein’s inequality and discretization as in Lemma [A.2]

=0 <n_k> , for any k£ > 0.

n- ZB]4 UGz) (X )65271

=0 <10gn/\/m> ,a.8

sup sup
GESd 11<j<N

Therefore (A.24]) is established as with probability 1

lB;FEI =0 <n_2/3> +0 <n_k) +0 (logn/m) =0 <10gn/\/m> .

n

sup
pesdt
The proofs of (A.25), (A.20]) are similar as E {m (X;) — v9 (Us;) |Up,i } = 0, but no truncation

is needed for (A.20) as sup max Im (X;) — 79 (Up,i)| < C < 0o. Meanwhile, to prove (A.27]),
he Sd 1
we note that for any p =1, ...,d

N
0

aep BTE@ {Z 89 ]4 U9 Z) {m( ) Ve (Ue,l)}]}

According to (2.6]), one has vy (Up) = E {m (X) |Up}, hence

j=-3

E[Bja (Up) {m (X) — 76 (Up)}] =0,-3 < j < N,0 € S~

Applying Assumptions A2 and A3, one can differentiate through the expectation, thus
0
B { g 1B 00 i (X) = O]} =01 Sp<d =3 < j < Vo e 82,
D

which allows one to apply the Bernstein’s inequality to obtain that with probability 1

N

{ Z a0, Bja (Ug,i) {m (X;) — (Ue,i)}]} =0 {(nh)_1/2 10g"} )

j:_3 o0
which is (A27).
Lemma A.11. Under Assumptions A2 and A4-AG6, for ég (u) in (A9), one has

sup sup |ég (u)| =0 {(nh)_1/2 log n} ,@.S.. (A.28)
965’571 uE[O,l]
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Proof. Denote & = (a_s,--- ,dN)T:(BGTBg)_l BlE = V;O( “'BJE), then & (u) =
Z;V:_g a;Bj 4 (u), so the order of €y (u) is related to that of &. In fact, by Theorem 5.4.2

in DeVore and Lorentz (1993)

sup sup [gg(u)] < sup [af, =

9esd—1 uel0,1] gesd—!
sup V;e( _1BTE)H < CN sup Hn 1BTEH
gesd—t & gesd—t

where the last inequality follows from (AI2) of Lemma [A5l Applying (A24]) of Lemma [AT0]
we have established (A.28)).

Lemma A.12. Under Assumptions A2 and A4-A6, for &g (u) in (A.8), one has

sup sup |&g (u)| =0 {(nh)_1/2 log n} ,@.S.. (A.29)
gesd—1 ue(0,1]

The proof is similar to Lemma [A.TT] thus omitted.

The next result evaluates the uniform size of the noise derivatives.

Lemma A.13. Under Assumptions A2-A6, one has with probability 1

e L R S R
2, o ()| = O { o) hog} a1
1<S;1§><d9 S;ldp | oax % (Up)| = O 1 (nh®) ~1/210g n} (A.32)
1<S]:l¢§)<d9 sgldp | nax 80?20 (Upi)| =0 { (nh®)~/?log n} (A.33)

Proof. Note that

0 " . _ 1.
{ae (Uez)} — (I-Py)B, (B{By) 'BIE+ By (B{By) Bl (I-Py)E
=1

Applying (A24) and (A25) of Lemma [A.T0] (A2) of Lemma [A5] (A22) and (A.23) of
Lemma [A9] one derives (A.30). To prove (A.31]), note that

) "9 . )
= (PE)} =P, Eg + Py Eg=T + T A.34
{80 (Uez)}i:1 69,,{ 0Eo} = P, Eg + " 56, = 1+ T, (A.34)
in which
. 1. ~1
T = {(I—Pg)Bp — By (B} By) BZBQ} (BIBy) ' BJE,

n n n

: BIB,\ 'B!By)| /BIBy,\ ' B/E
— {(I—Pg)Bp—B9< Gn 9) P 9}< [} 9) o 0
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T -1 T
n a6, n

By (A.24), (A12), (A.22) and (A.23]), one derives

sup |11, = O (n_1/2N3/2 log n) ,@.S., (A.35)
fesd—t

while (A.27) of Lemma [A.10] (A.12]) of Lemma [A.5]

sup [Tzl =N x O <n_1/2h_1/2 log n) =0 (n_l/Qh_?’/2 log n) , Q... (A.36)
gesd!

Now, putting together (A34)), (A.35) and (A.36), we have established (A3I)). The proof for
(A.32)) and (A.33]) are similar.
Proof of Proposition 2.3l According to the decomposition (A.6))

0 (1) — o (w)] = [{Fo (v) —v0 (u)} + Eo (u) + &g (u)].

Then (2ZI3)) follows directly from (A16]) of Lemma [AJ7] (A28)) of Lemma [AT1] and (A29) of
Lemma [AT2] Again by definitions (A.g]) and (A.9), we write

o o o o
a0, {(%6 —0) (Us,s)} = a0, (5o —70) (Ug,i) + a—epw (Ug,i) + 8—6’1,69 (Ugi) -

It is clear from (A.20), (A30) and (A3I) that with probability 1

0
su sup max |— (Jg — Up)l =0 (h3),
1§p2d9€5§i1 1<i<n | 96, (o —0) (Us,i) (n*)
—8 3 9 . —1/2
Ub,i ——29 (Up;)| ¢ = O (nk® 1 )
121;2d9:;1§11 121%}(” {‘80p60( 0, ) + ‘aepee( 0, ) } {(n ) ogn}

Putting together all the above yields (2.14]). The proof of (2.15]) is similar.

A.3. Proof of Proposition

Lemma A.14. Under Assumptions A2-A6, one has

sup
gesi—t

R(6) - R(@)‘ =0(1),a.s..
Proof. For the empirical risk function R (#) in (Z3), one has

RO)=n""Y" {4 (Uss) — m (X)) — 0 (X) e}
=1
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=n! Z (36 (Up.i) — 0 (Ug.i) + 70 (Upi) — m (X;) — 0 (Xy) 1},
=1
hence . .
R(0)=n"") {3 (Uss) — v Up)}> +n 1Y _0® (Xi) e}
=1

i=1

+2n7"> " {0 Uni) — 70 (Un)} {10 (Upi) — m (Xs) — 0 (Xi) &3}
=1

+n Y {ye (Uas) —m (X))} + 2071 {9 (Us) — m (Xi)} o (Xi) &,
i—1 i=1

where 4g () is defined in (Z8)). Using the expression of R (6) in (2.7), one has

sup |R(0) - R(e)( <L+ I+ Is+ I,
9esSd1
with
L= sup (07" {30 (Uss) — 10 (Vo) Y,
gesd—1 i=1
L= sup 201 " {d0 (Us.i) — o (Un)} {0 (Ua,e) — m (Xs) — o (Xi) e},
0eSe™ =1
Iy = sup nY e (Usa) — m(Xi)} — E {9 (Up) — m (X)}?|,
0eSe™ i=1

Iy = sup { + }
pesd—t

Bernstein inequality and strong law of large number for o mixing sequence imply that

1 n
= o (Xy) el — Eo® (X)
n

i=1

% > {0 (Uss) —m (Xi)} o (Xi) &
im1

Is+ Iy =o(1),a.s.. (A.37)
Now (2I3) of Proposition 2] provides that

sup sup |Jp (u) — 9 (u)] = O (n_1/2h_1/2 logn + h4) ,a.S.,
0esd" uel0,1]

which entail that

2
I,=0 { (n_l/Qh_l/2 log n) + (h4)2} ,Q.8., (A.38)
I, <O {(nh)_1/2 logn + h4} x sup 2n71 Z 1o (Ugi) —m (X;) — o (X;) &l -
fesi i=1
Hence
L <0 <n‘1/2h_1/2 logn + h4) ,a.8.. (A.39)

The lemma now follows from (A.37), (A.38) and (A.39) and Assumption A6.
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Lemma A.15. Under Assumptions A2 - A6, one has

- {20~ RO} -1 > sy
i=1

sup  sup
pesd—11<p<d

=0 (n_l/z) , a.S.,

i which
0 0
o,ip = 2170 (Ug,i) — Yi} a—ep’Ye (Ug,i) — O—GPR(H)’ E (§p,ip) = 0.
Furthermore for k =1,2
sup a_k {R (0) - R (9)} =0 <n_1/2h_1/2_k logn + h4_k) y @.S..
gesd? 00"

Proof. Note that for any p=1,2,....d

%%R 0)=n"" Z {30 (Up,i) — Yi} 8%1,% (Us.i) »
10
5o RO = B0 U0~ m (X)) 50 (U]

-z [{’w (Us) — m (X) — o (X) <} 8%79 <Ue>] |

Thus B (€,4) = 28 [{1 (Uo) = Yi} - (Us,0)| — R (6) = 0 and

0

1 N _ o n
58—91) {R (0) - R (0)} - (Zn) ; g@,z,p + Jl,e,p + J2,97p + J3797p,

with

R d
J1,6p > " {40 (Ui) = v0 (Vo) } 5 o0, (o —6) (Us,i) ,

Fagy = 0D (0 Uns) = m (X) = (X025} 35 Go = 20) (U,

N s d
Jzop = 1> {4 Uai) — 0 (Usi)} 200 (Ug,i) -
— D
Bernstein inequality implies that

sup sup
9csd—1 1<p<d

n- Zf@zp

= ( _1/2logn>,a.s..

27

(A.40)

(A.41)

(A.42)

(A.43)

(A.44)
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Meanwhile, applying (213) and (ZI4]) of Proposition 2] one obtains that
sup sup |Jigp = O {(nh)_1/2 logn + h4} x O {(nh?’)_l/2 logn + h3}
gesd—11<p<d

= O(n'h2log’n+h"),as. (A.45)

Note that
I o
Foop = 071D {0 (Us) = m (Xa) — o (Xi) i} 5o (3o — ) (Us.i)
i p
B,
—n Y E+E)T = {Py(E+Ep)}.
a0,

Applying ([ZI3)), one gets

sup  sup ooy + 7 (B + Bl 5 (Pa (B + Egll| = O (1)

pesd—1 1<p<d
while (A24]), (A26) and (A.12) entail that with probability 1

sup sup
gesi—1 1<p<d

o <E+E9>Ta% (P (E+E9)}‘

= O{(nN)_l/zlogn} X N x N x O{(nN)_1/2logn} =0 {n"'Nlog*n},

thus

sup  sup |Jog,| =O (h* +n"'Nlog”n),a.s.. (A.46)
9csd—1 1<p<d

Lastly

BgBe> BT 0

e 0 _
Jsop—1"" > (36— 70) a0 (Uos) =n" (B + Eq)' By < n 00, "
p

i=1

By applying (A.24), (A.26]), and (A.12), it is clear that with probability 1

sup sup
pesd—1 1<p<d

= O{(nN)_1/2logn} X N x O{h+ (nN)_1/2logn}

BJBy\ ' B}
(n4B§E+n4B}E@T< b 9> 0

n n 80 06, °

= O {n_l log? n + (nN)~?1og n} ,
while by applying (A.16) of Lemma[A.7 one has

=0 (h4) ,Q.8.,

sup sup
9csd—1 1<p<d

0
n 12 Yo — Vo) 76,7 (Us,i)
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together, the above entail that

sup sup |Jsg, =O {h4 +n " og?n + (nN)"?log n} , Q... (AA4T)
gesd—t 1sp<d

Therefore, (A43), (A45), (A46), (A47) and Assumption A6 lead to (A40), which, together
with (A.44), establish (A42) for k = 1.

Note that the second order derivative of R (f) and R (8) with respect to 6,, 6, are

on !

)

L 9?2 "9 0 .
; {36 (Up,;) — Yi} m’m (Upi) + ZZ:; a—eq’m rn; 8—91,79 (Up.i)

2
2 [E {76 (Ug) — m (X)} ﬁ’w (Up) + E {%q’m (Uo) a%p’m (Ue)}] -

The proof of [A42)) for k = 2 follows from (2.13), (Z.I4]) and 2.I5).
Proof of Proposition The result follows from Lemma [A74] Lemma [AT5] equations
(A.50) and (A.51).

A.4. Proof of the Theorem 2
Let 5‘; (6_q) be the p-th element of S* (A_g4) and for ¢ in (ZB)), denote

M = 2 {30 = G005 ¥ } Wao.i) {300 (V) = Vi, (A.48)
where 7, is value of a%pyg taking at 0 = 0, for any p,q=1,2,...,d — 1.

Lemma A.16. Under Assumptions A2-A6, one has

sup =o0 (n_l/z) ,Q.S.. (A.49)

1<p<d—1

n
Sy (6o,—q) —n~ Z Nip
i=1

Proof. For any p=1,....d -1
A>l< * o 8 _1 a A
Sp(0-a) = S, (0-a) = <8—0p — 6p0, 8—9() {3(9) - 3(9)} :

Therefore, according to (A.40), (A.41]) and (A.48)

n n
Niyp = n! Z $60,ip — 9071090_,;"_1 Z £o,i,a: E (nip) =0,

i=1 i=1
n

sup |55 (00,-a) = S (Bo,-a) —n " Y mip =:0(n_1ﬁﬁ 0.5
1<p<d-1 i=1

Since S* (_4) attains its minimum at 6y _q4, for p=1,...,d — 1

* 0 4 0
Sp (Bo,—a) = (8—91, — 6p0, 18—9d> R(0)

which yields (A249)).
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Lemma A.17. The (p,q)-th entry of the Hessian matriz H* (8p _q) equals I, 4 given in Theo-
rem [2.

Proof. It is easy to show that for any p,q = 1,2, ...,d,

o .0 - 9
Z?—HPR(H) = a—epE{m (X) =70 (Up)}* = —2E |79 (Up) 891,79 (Ue)} ;
2 0 0 2
mR (0) = —2FE 8—9]079 (Us) a—eqw (Ug) + o (Up) m% (Ue)} .
Note that 9 9 6 8
__ _R* _ = — — —p— A.
Z?HPR (0_q) 86pR(9) 8 86dR(9)’ (A.50)
02 o2 0, o 0, o
96,00, ¢ (6-a) = 56,50, (6) - B0 90,90, ) - 0o 90,00, ©)
9 0, 9 0,0, 02
A R Py R(6). (A.51)
04, ( 1 _ edg) 00, 05 004004
Thus

iR* (0-q) = —2F [’Ye (Up) 8%})79 (Ue)] +20,'0,E [’Y@ (Us) a%d’m (Ue)] ,

26,
2 2 ) o
mR (0_q) = —2F {a—ep’Ye (Usp) a—eq’w) (Us) + 9 (Up) m%} (Ue)}

0 0 0?2
20,07 B —— — _v
+20,40, {agdw (Up) aepva (Ug) + o (Up) aepaedw(Ua)}

) 6, )
+28—9q (2) E {’Y@ (Usp) a—ed’m (Ue)}
- ”e—dH2

0 0 0?2
_1 v v
+20,0, " E {89,,79 (Up) 89(1%’ (Ug) + o (Up) 789,,89(1%’ (Ue)}

) 2 02
{8—%79 (Ue)} + 9 (Up) 90,08, (Up)

—20,0,0,*E

Therefore we obtained the desired result.

Proof of Theorem 2l For any p=1,2,...,d — 1, let
Jp ()) = Sy (t6-a+ (1= )60a) .t € [0,1],

then

G 0= 3 55085 (1t (1= 00 ) (8~ o)
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Note that §* (A_,) attains its minimum at 0_g, i.e., S;j <é_d> = 0. Thus, forany p =1,2,...,d—
1, t, € [0,1], one has

55 (00,-a) = S5 (6-a) = 5} (Bo.-a) = £ (1) = £, (0)

T
= {898;6}) ﬁ* <tpé_d + (1 - tp) 90,—d> }q:Lm’d_l <9A_d—90’_d) ,
then
_@w%@:{ y<#@ﬁ%+u—%mk0} (60 00-d).
89‘18917 p,q=1,....,d—1

Now (2ZI1) of Theorem [I and Proposition with & = 2 imply that uniformly in p,q =
1,2,.d — 1
82
00,00,

R (tpé_d+ (1—1t,) 90,_d> — Ly 5., (A.52)

where [, ; is given in Theorem 2l Noting that /n <é_d—007_d) is represented as

2

where S5* (y _q) = {5‘; (90,_d)} and according to (A.48)) and Lemma [A.T6]

p=1

~1
] VnS* (6o,—a) ,

pqulv"'vd_l

5’; (00, —q) =n"* Z Np,i + 0 <n_1/2> ,a.s., E(npi) =0.
i=1

Let U (6y) = (wpq)z;llzl be the covariance matrix of \/5{5’; (00,_d)} with 1, given in

Theorem 2l Cramér-Wold device and central limit theorem for o mixing sequences entail that

VnS* (6o.-a) 5 N {0, (60)} .

-1
Let X (6p) = {H* (907—d)}_1 U (6p) [{H* (907_d)}T] , with H* (6, _q) being the Hessian matrix
defined in (Z3). The above limiting distribution of v/nS* (y _4), (A52) and Slutsky’s theorem
imply that

NG (é_d—oo,_d) 4 N 10,5 (60)} .
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Table 2: Report of Example 2

) . . Average MSE Time
Sample Size n | Dimension d
MAVE SIP | MAVE | SIP
4 0.00020 | 0.00018 1.91 | 0.19
10 0.00031 | 0.00043 2.17 | 0.10
50 30 0.00106 | 0.00285 2.77 | 0.13
50 0.00031 | 0.00043 3.29 | 0.10
100 0.00681 | 0.00620 5.94 | 0.31
200 0.00529 | 0.00407 27.90 | 0.49
4 0.00008 | 0.00008 3.28 | 0.09
10 0.00012 | 0.00017 3.93 | 0.13
100 30 0.00017 | 0.00058 5.41 1 0.15
50 0.00032 | 0.00127 8.48 | 0.16
100 — 1 0.00395 — | 0.44
200 — 1 0.00324 — | 0.73
4 0.00004 | 0.00003 5.32 | 0.17
10 0.00005 | 0.00007 7.49 | 0.24
900 30 0.00006 | 0.00017 10.08 | 0.26
50 0.00007 | 0.00030 15.42 | 0.24
100 0.00015 | 0.00061 40.81 | 0.54
200 — | 0.00197 — | 1.44
4 0.00002 | 0.00001 14.44 | 0.76
10 0.00002 | 0.00003 24.54 | 0.79
30 0.00002 | 0.00008 32.51 | 0.83
500 50 0.00002 | 0.00010 52.93 | 0.89
100 0.00003 | 0.00012 143.07 | 0.99
200 0.00004 | 0.00020 386.80 | 1.96
400 — | 0.00054 — | 4.98
4 0.00001 | 0.00001 33.57 | 1.95
10 0.00001 | 0.00001 62.54 | 3.64
30 0.00001 | 0.00002 92.41 | 1.95
1000 50 0.00001 | 0.00003 155.38 | 2.72
100 0.00001 | 0.00005 275.73 | 1.81
200 0.00008 | 0.00006 || 2432.56 | 2.84
400 — | 0.00010 — 1 9.35
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Figure 1: Example 1. (a) and (b) Plots of the actual surface m in model [@I]) with re-
spect to 0 = 0,1; (c¢) and (d) Plots of various univariate functions with respect to § = 0, 1:

X70,Y; +,1 <i <50 (dots); the univariate function g (solid line); the estimated function of
g by plugging in the true index coefficient 6y (dotted line); the estimated function of g by
plugging in the estimated index coefficient (dashed line) 6 = (0.69016,0.72365)" for § = 0 and
(0.72186, 0.69204)T for 6 = 1.
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Figure 2: Example 2. Plots of the spline estimator of g with the estimated index parameter 0
(dotted curve), cubic spline estimator of g with the true index parameter 6y (dashed curves),
the true function m (x) in (£.2)) (solid curve), and the data scatter plots (dots).
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Figure 3: Example 2. Kernel density estimators of the 100 |0 — 6o]|/+/d.
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Figure 4: Time plots of the daily Jokulsa Eystri River data (a) river flow Y; (solid line) with its
trend (dashed line) (b) temperature X; (solid line) with its trend (dashed line) (c) precipitation
Zy (solid line) with its trend (dashed line).



150
1

100
1

flow

50

40
|

20
|

residual

-20

(o] 200 400 600 800 1000

days

(b)

150
1

flow

50
|

Figure 5: (a) The scatter plot of the river flow (“+”) and the fitted plot of the river flow (line)
and (b) Residuals of the fitted SIP model (¢) Out-of-sample rolling forecasts (line) of the river

flow for the entire third year (“+”) based on the first two years’ river flow.



