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ESTIMATION IN FUNCTIONAL REGRESSION FOR GENERAL
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By WiNsTON WEI Dou?, DAvID POLLARD! AND HARRISON H. ZHOU?
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This paper studies a class of exponential family models whose
canonical parameters are specified as linear functionals of an un-
known infinite-dimensional slope function. The optimal minimax rates
of convergence for slope function estimation are established. The esti-
mators that achieve the optimal rates are constructed by constrained
maximum likelihood estimation with parameters whose dimension
grows with sample size. A change-of-measure argument, inspired by
Le Cam’s theory of asymptotic equivalence, is used to eliminate the
bias caused by the nonlinearity of exponential family models.

1. Introduction. There has been extensive exploratory and theoretical
study of functional data analysis (FDA) over the past two decades. Two
monographs by Ramsay and Silverman (2002, 2005) provide comprehensive
discussions on methods and applications.

Among many problems involving functional data, slope estimation in
functional linear regression has received substantial attention in literature,
for example, by Cardot, Ferraty and Sarda (2003), Li and Hsing (2007)
and Hall and Horowitz (2007). In particular, Hall and Horowitz (2007) es-
tablished minimax rates of convergence and proposed rate-optimal estima-
tors based on spectral truncation (regression on functional principal com-
ponents). They showed that the optimal rates depend on the smoothness of
the slope function and the decay rate of the eigenvalues of the covariance
kernel of the functional independent variable.

In this paper, we study optimal rates of convergence for slope estimation
in functional generalized linear models, for which little theory is known. We
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introduce several new technical devices to overcome the problems caused
by nonlinearity of the link function. To analyze our estimator, we establish
a sharp approximation for maximum likelihood estimators for exponential
families parametrized by linear functions of N-dimensional parameters, for
an N that grows with sample size; see Lemma 1. We develop a change-of-
measure argument—inspired by ideas from Le Cam’s theory of asymptotic
equivalence of models—to eliminate the effect of bias terms caused by the
nonlinearity of the link function; see Sections 4.2 and 4.3.

We consider problems where the observed data consist of independent,
identically distributed pairs (y;,X;) where each X; is a Gaussian process
indexed by a compact subinterval of the real line, which with no loss of
generality we take to be [0, 1]. Assume, for each 7, that the random variable y;
conditional on the process X;, follows a distribution @)y,, where {Qx: A € R}
is a one-parameter exponential family. The density function of ) is specified
in equation (2). We take parameter \; to be a linear functional of X; of the
form

ANi=a+ /1 X, (4)B(t) dt
0
(1)

for an unknown constant @ and an unknown B € L2[0,1].
Thus, the conditional joint distribution of (y1,...,yn) given (Xi,...,X,,) is
the product measure Q,, o B x,,...x, = @<, @, We abbreviate Q,, o 5 x,, .. X,
to Qp q,8. Write P, i for the distribution of each X;, where p is the mean and
K is the covariance of X;. The joint distribution of the sample processes is
then P, ,, x = PZK. Therefore, our models P, ¢ :=P, ;, kQn B, Wwhere f =
(K,a,p,B), are the joint distributions of the sample (y1,X1),..., (yn, Xp).
The parameter set F = F(R,«, ) depend on universal constants R,« and
B. See Definition 1 (in Section 2) for the precise specification of the param-
eter set. The universal constant o controls the decay rate of eigenvalues of
kernel K, and the universal constant § characterizes the “smoothness” of
the slope function B.
Denote the corresponding norm and inner product in the space L?[0,1]
by || - || and (-,-). We focus on the estimation of B using integrated squared
error loss,

1
L(Bo,B) = B, — B = | Bu(t) - B(9)"dt.
0
The two main results are as follows.

THEOREM 1 (Minimax upper bound). Under the assumptions stated in
Section 2, there exists an estimating sequence of B, ’s for which: for each
€ >0 there exists a finite constant C. such that

sup ]P’nf{”I/B\%n —B||? > C.n(120)/(0+26)) < ¢ for all large enough n.
fer
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THEOREM 2 (Minimax lower bound). Under the assumptions stated in
Section 2,
lim inf 2=/ (@+28) g ]P’n7f||I/B\3n ~B|*>0 for every estimator {@n}
fer

n—oo

Two closely related works in the area of functional generalized linear
models are Miiller and Stadtmiiller (2005) and Cardot and Sarda (2005),
which provided theory for the convergence rate in functional generalized
linear models. However, the rate optimality was not studied. In addition,
Miiller and Stadtmiiller (2005) established an upper bound for rates of con-
vergence assuming the negligibility of the bias due to the approximation of
the infinite-dimensional model by a sequence of finite-dimensional models,
the issue we overcome by using a change-of-measure argument. By contrast,
more theoretical advances have been achieved in the functional linear regres-
sion setting, not only for estimation but also for prediction. For example,
Cai and Hall (2006) and Crambes, Kneip and Sarda (2009) derived optimal
rates of convergence for prediction in the fixed and random design cases.
See also, Cardot, Mas and Sarda (2007) which derived a CLT for predic-
tion in the fixed and random design cases and Cardot and Johannes (2010)
which established a minimax optimal result for prediction at a random de-
sign using thresholding estimators. In a companion study to our paper, Dou
[(2010), Chapter 5] considers optimal prediction in functional generalized
linear regressions with an application to the economic problem of predicting
recessions from the U.S. Treasury yield curve.

Our minimax upper bound result (Theorem 1) is proved in Section 4.
The minimax lower bound result (Theorem 2) is established in Section 5.
The proof of Theorem 1 depends on an approximation result (Lemma 1) for
maximum likelihood estimators in exponential family models for parameters
whose dimensions change with sample size. As an aid to the reader, we
present our proof of Theorem 1 in two stages. In Section 4.2, we assume
that both the mean p and the covariance kernel K are known. This allows
us to emphasize the key ideas in our proofs. We proceed in Section 4.3 to the
case where p and K are estimated. The proofs for the lemmas are collected
together in Section 6. Some of them invoke the perturbation-theoretic results
collected in the supplemental article [Dou, Pollard and Zhou (2012)].

2. Regularity conditions. Let {@Q): A € R} be a one-parameter exponen-
tial family,

(2) dQx/dQo = fr(y) = exp(hy — (1) for all A€ R,

Necessarily (0) = 0. Remember that “ed’()‘) = Qe and that the distribu-
tion @ has mean ¥(\) and variance 1(\).
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REMARK. We may assume that 1/1()\) > 0 for every real A\. Otherwise we
would have 0 = 1)(\g) = vary, (y) = Qo fx, () (y — 1(Ao))? for some Ao, which
would make y = 1/}(/\0) for almost all y under Qo and hence Q) = @), for
every A.

REMARK. The main results in this paper can be extended to the func-
tional quasi-likelihood regression models [see, e.g., Wedderburn (1974)] as
follows:

Yi = i + 04€4,

where
i = g(a +/ B()X;(t) dt> and  o; = v(p) with known ¢ and v.
T

However, a main goal of this paper is to provide a better understanding of
the difficulties caused by nonlinearity in functional data analysis models and
to propose a general approach to tackle them. The exponential families can
provide a good representation of the quasi-likelihood regression models to
this end. One of the gains of specifying exponential families is to simplify
the proofs while still achieving our main goal and covering the most broadly
used models, such as the functional logistic regression model, the functional
probit regression model and the functional poisson regression model. The
general nonparametric setting where the link functions g and v are unknown
is studied by Miiller and Stadtmiiller (2005), assuming the negligibility of
the bias due to the approximation of the infinite-dimensional model by a se-
quence of finite-dimensional models. Without ignoring the bias, the problem
becomes much more difficult and would be an interesting topic for future
research.

REMARK. A natural extension of our model is the classical generalized
linear model with nuisance parameters ¢ as follows:

vil X ~ fa6(y) with \; = a +/ B(t)X;(t)dt
T

and

fro(y) :=explan(@)(Ay — Y (N)) + (¢, y)],

where a;(¢) > 0 so that for each ¢ € R? we have an exponential family. Un-
der some regularity conditions on the known functions a4 (-) and as(-), the
exact maximum likelihood estimation analysis and the lower bound argu-
ment of this paper can still be employed to derive minimax results for the
slightly more general setting.

We assume:

(W) For each € > 0 there exists a finite constant C. for which P(N) <
C. exp(e)?) for all A € R. Equivalently, ¥()\) < exp(o(A\?)) as |A| — co.
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(¥) There exists an increasing real function G on RT such that
[h(A+h)| <P(NG(|h])  for all X and h.
Without loss of generality we assume G(0) > 1.

We also assume the observed data are i.i.d. pairs (y;,X;) for i=1,...,n,
where:

(X) Each {X;(t):0<t <1} is distributed like {X(¢):0 <t <1}, a Gaus-
sian process with mean u(t) and covariance kernel K (s,t).

(Y) vi|X; ~ @y, with \; =a+ (X;,B) for an unknown {B(¢):0<¢ <1} in
L?[0,1] and a € R.

DEFINITION 1. For real constants o >1 and 8> (o + 3)/2 and R >
1, define F = F(R,«,3) as the set of all f = (K,a,u,B) that satisfy the

following conditions:

(K) The covariance kernel is square integrable with respect to Lebesgue
measure and has an eigenfunction expansion (as a compact operator on

L?[0,1])
K(s,t) =Y Ordn(s)ok(t),

keN

where the eigenvalues 0, are decreasing with Rk™% > 0 > 041+ (a/R)k~~ L.
(a) Ja] < .
() llull < R.
(B) B has an expansion B(t) = >, o brdr(t) with |by| < Rk™F, for the
etgenfunctions defined by the kernel K.

REMARK. The purpose of this paper is not to offer a universally optimal
estimation procedure, but to provide a theory for the principal components
regression in nonlinear models of functional data. As in Hall and Horowitz
(2007) and Cai and Hall (2006), among others, assumptions (K) and (B)
set up a natural theoretical framework to justify and analyze the principal
components regression. In practice, principal components analysis has been
one of the most widely and successfully used statistical methods. One exam-
ple of successful application of principal components analysis is in analyzing
the relationship between U.S. Treasury zero-coupon yield curves, which is
a typical functional data, and the macroeconomic activities [see, e.g., Dou
(2010), Estrella and Hardouvelis (1991), Wright (2006)]. In this analysis,
the fixed basis such as wavelet basis or fourier basis fails to give a sparse
representation of the yield curve data. Admittedly, under different regular-
ity assumptions, by design the principal components regression approach
may not be applicable, and accordingly, other estimation methods such as
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wavelet basis or spline basis may have better performance; see, for example,
Efromovich and Koltchinskii (2001), Crambes, Kneip and Sarda (2009). In
Efromovich and Koltchinskii (2001), the authors discussed an approach of
using two different bases, one is for the slope function and the other is for
the covariance kernel operator. This technique can be applied to some cases
where the principal components regression fails. Nevertheless, the results in
Efromovich and Koltchinskii [(2001), Theorem 3.1] requires a lower level of
noise in the covariance kernel and a higher degree of smoothness of the slope
function in order to allow tractability in more severely ill-posed settings.

REMARK. The awkward lower bound for 6 in assumption (K) implies,
for all k£ < j,

J
(3) Op — 0, >R! / ar  lde =R kT — 7).
k

If K and ;o were known, we would only need the lower bound 6, > R~'k—¢
and not the lower bound for 6; — 0x11. As explained by Hall and Horowitz
[(2007), page 76], the stronger assumption is needed when one estimates the
individual eigenfunctions of K. Note that the subset of L?[0,1] in which B
lies, denoted as By, depends on K. We regard the need for the stronger
assumption on the eigenvalues and the irksome assumption (B) as artifacts
of the method of proof, but we have not yet succeeded in removing either
assumption.

REMARK. We discuss two extreme cases to help understand the regular-
ity assumption S > (a+ 3)/2. One case is that the eigenvalues {6} decay
exponentially fast and the slope coefficients {by} decay with polynomial
rates, where essentially we have « is much larger than 3, for which it can be
shown that the optimal rate of convergence is just logarithmic. The other
case is that the eigenvalues {6y} decay polynomially fast, and the slope co-
efficients {b;} decay with exponential rates, where essentially we have [ is
much larger than «, for which it can be shown that the optimal convergence
rate is nearly parametric up to a logarithmic term.

3. Methodology. In this section we introduce the methodology to con-
struct a sequence of estimators, which achieve the optimal rates of conver-
gence stated in Theorem 1. Our estimation features a two-step procedure.
We first truncate at the first IV principal components and replace the origi-
nal model P,, s by the truncated model P,, ¢ n defined in (7). The choice of N
depends on an estimation-approximation trade-off: oversized N can compro-
mise the performance of the MLE maximizing (11), whereas undersized N
can make the model misspecification between P, s and its finite-dimensional

approximation PP,  n nonnegligible. Second, we further truncate the MLE
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at m < N to form our estimator in (10). The choice of m depends on the
standard variance-bias tradeoff as in nonparametric estimation problems.
See Section 4.2 for more details.

Under the assumptions (X) and (K) from Section 2, the process X; admits
the eigen decomposition

Xi(t) — plt) = Zi(t) = > zi160(t)
keN

The random variables z; i, := (Z;, ¢x) are independent with z; , ~ N(0,6y).
Because p and K are unknown, we estimate them in the usual way:

(4) Aty =X(t) =n""Y_Xi(t)

i<n

R(s,0)= (n—1)7" 3 (%ils) — X(s))(Xi(t) - X(1)

i<n

(n— 1)1 S (Zi(s) — Z(5))(Zi(t) - Z(2)),

i<n
which has spectral representation
(6) K(s,t) =) Oudn(s)on(?)
keN

with 51 > 52 - > Hn 1> 0. In fact we must have Hk. =0 for £k > n because

all the elgenfunctlons qﬁk corresponding to nonzero Hk. s must lie in the (n —
1)-dimensional space spanned by {Z; —Z:i=1,2,...,n}.
Using the first N [to be specified in (13)] principal components, we can
approximate the original infinite-dimensional model P, ; by a sequence of
truncated finite-dimensional models

(7) P f.N = PnyukQnaB,NX,...Xn>
where Qn,a,B,N,Xl,...,Xn = ®i§n QXZ . with yi|X1, ey Xy~ Q’Xl v
(8) ANv=bo+ D> br(Zik—Za);

1<k<N

where by = a + (B,X), and by, = (B gbk) for k> 1, and z;, = (Zz,gbw for all
ik, and Z, =n""! Di<n Zik = (Z <bk> And hence Z; y — 2.p = (Z; — Z gbk)
X; - X, qgk> We abbreviate QnaBNXl, X, to QnaBN in the rest of the

paper. We introduce the following matrices and vectors for the purpose of
notational convenience. Define:

e Z, .= (Zi,l,- . -,Zi,N)/ and Ez = (5@1, .. ',Ei,N)/§
o z.:=(z1,...,2n) and Z. := (Z1,...,2.8)/;
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e D:=diag(1,6y,...,0n)"/2, where 0)’s are defined in assumption (K):;
o D:= diag(l,gl, .. .,§N)1/2, where 5k’s are defined in (6);

o & :=(1,2]) and &= 1,z =21,

o ni:=D'¢ and fj;:=D"'&; _

o v :=(bg,by,...,bn) and 5 := (bo,b1,...,bn)".

Thus, equation (8) can be rewritten as
(9) iy = €7 =T.D7.
We estimate B by
(10) Bu(t) =D browl(t),
k<m

where (/l;o, . ,/I;N) is the conditional MLE for the truncated model ]?’n £
and m is the optimal cutoff point according to the variance-bias tradeoff

with m < N. More precisely, (bg,...,bn) is chosen to maximize the following
conditional (on the X;’s) log likelihood over g = (go,91,...,gx)" in RVFL:
(11) Lnlg) = _wil&lg) — v(&g)

i<n

with cutoff points m and N chosen as

(12) m = nt/(e+2h)
and
(13) N=n¢  with (24+2a) '>¢>(a+28-1)"L.

Note that N is much larger than m. Such a { exists because the assumptions
a>1and 8> (a+3)/2 imply a+ 25 —1 > 2+ 2. The universal constants
« and f characterize the decay rate of the eigenvalues of kernel K and the
smoothness of slope function B defined in Definition 1.

4. Proof of Theorem 1. The proof of Theorem 1 is divided into two
stages. In the first stage, we prove the theorem assuming that the mean
1 and the covariance kernel K are known. This case is relatively simple
and of course artificial, but it captures the essence of our proof. For the
Gaussian case, this is reduced to the setting considered in Goldenshluger
and Tsybakov (2001). In the second stage where p and K are unknown, we

show that using the natural estimates 1 and K as in (4) and (5) will not
affect the result achieved in the first stage.

In Section 4.1 we state the technical lemmas which serve as building
blocks for establishing the main theorems. Their proofs are postponed to
the Section 6. In Section 4.2 we prove Theorem 1 assuming p and K are
known, and then in Section 4.3 we apply Lemma 5 to complete the proof of
Theorem 1 with unknown p and K.
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4.1. Technical lemmas. We write the lemmas in a notation that makes
the applications in Sections 4.2 and 4.3 more straightforward. The notational
cost is that the parameters are indexed by {0,1,..., N} in Lemmas 1 and 2.
Fach of the lemmas stated in this subsection is a general result.

We first introduce an approximation result for maximum likelihood es-
timators in exponential family models for parameters whose dimensions
change with sample size. This lemma combines ideas from Portnoy (1988)
and from Hjort and Pollard (1993). For each square matrix A, its spec-
tral norm is defined by its largest absolute value of the eigenvalues, that is,
| All2 := supj,<; |[Av| where |v| denotes the 12 norm of vector v. The proof
can be found in Section 6.1.

LEMMA 1. Let Qy be the one-parameter exponential family distribution
defined as in (2) and satisfying regularity condition (V). Suppose &1,...,&n
are (nonrandom) wectors in RN*L. Suppose Q = Ricn Qr, with Xy =&y
for a fired v = (Yo,71,---,n) in RNTL Under Q, the coordinate maps
Y1,---,Yn are independent random variables with y; ~ @y, .

The log-likelihood for fitting the model is

Lu(9) =) (&g9)yi —(&g)  for ge RV,

i<n
which is mazimized (over RNTY) at the MLE § (=g,). Define n; := D7¢;
for some nonsingular matriz D, and define the matriz
. ‘ 1 .
T = Zfiféww) =nDAD'  with Api=— Z i (As).
i<n i<n
Assume B, is another nonsingular matrix for which

(14) | An — Bull2 < 2| B; ly) "

and assume

eV (N + 1)

(15) rr1<ax|ni| < for some 0 < e <1,

= G(1)\/ 32/ B2
where G(-) is defined as in regularity condition (V). Then, for each set of
vectors k = {Ko,...,kn} in RNTL there is a set Y. with QY5 <2e on
which

—~ 6B ! 2 _
> iwa-P < Wle s pnp

- ne -
0<j<M 0<j<M
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REMARK. This is a quite general result. In this paper, we are interested
in one particular case where r; have all elements equal to zero except the jth

element that equals one and D = diag(fy,...,0). In this case, the result
can be rewritten as
618,12 -
~ 2 2
Y. G -w)P< o > 62
0<j<M 0<j<M

The following approximation result for random matrices will be invoked
in order to apply Lemma 1 to show Theorem 1. The proof can be found in
Section 6.2.

LEMMA 2.  Suppose {n;j:i,k > 1} are i.i.d. standard normal random
variables. Let

(16) =n""> nmfab (v D),

i<n

where ¥ = (Y0,71,---,yn) i = (L,mi1, ..., min)" and D = diag(Dy, . .., Dn).
Define B,, :=PA,, and assume 1 satisfies reqularity condition (V). If we
have 3~ D3~ < oo and N = o(n'/?), then it follows that

1B, l,=0(1) and P| A — Byll3 =o(1).

The following lemma establishes a bound on the Hellinger distance be-
tween members of an exponential family, which plays a key role in our
change-of-measure argument. We write h(-,-) for the Hellinger distance. If
both P and () are dominated by some measure v, with densities p and ¢,
then h?(P,Q) := v(y/p — \/7)*. The proof can be found in Section 6.3.

LEMMA 3. Suppose {Qx:\ € R} is an exponential family defined as in
(2) and satisfies regularity condition (¥). Then

h*(Qx, Qats) <DL +[)G(I6)) VA ER,
Here G(-) is defined in the condition ().

The following lemma provides a maximal inequality for weighted-chi-
square variables, which easily leads to maximal inequalities for Gaussian
processes and multivariate normal vectors. These inequalities will be re-
peatedly invoked. The proof can be found in Section 6.4.

LEMMA 4. Suppose {n; i,k > 1} are i.i.d. standard normal random
variables. Let

2 .
W, = g i ki & fori=1,....,n
keN



FUNCTIONAL REGRESSION 11

If the 7; 1, s are nonnegative constants with T' := max;<y, ZkeN Tik < 00, then
it follows that

]P’{m<ax Wi > 4T (logn + :1:)} <2e* for each x > 0.

__ The following lemma is to guarantee that the estimation of B using i and
K basically has the same accuracy as using ¢ and K. We need some terminol-
ogy before formally introducing the lemma, and these notations introduced
below apply to the rest of the paper. When we want to indicate that a bound
involving constants ¢, C', C', ... holds uniformly over all models indexed by
a set of parameters F, we write ¢(F), C(F), C1(F),.... By the usual con-
vention for eliminating subscripts, the values of the constants might change
from one paragraph to the next: a constant Cy(F) in one place need not be
the same as a constant C(F) in another place. For sequences of constants
¢, that might depend on f € F, we write ¢, = Oz(1) and ox(1) and so on
to show that the asymptotic bounds hold uniformly over F. Denote H, and
I;Tp to be orthogonal projection operators associated with span{¢,...,¢,}
and span{gl, e 5]0}, respectively, where ¢,’s are the eigenfunctions defined
in assumption (K), and QNSk’s are their sample approximations defined in (6).
We also need to define the following key quantities:

o S:=diag(oy,...,on) with o9 =1 and o}, = sign((¢y, ¢x)) for k> 1.

e A:=K — K, where K is defined in (5).

o A,:=n"! Y i<n ﬁzﬁgw(xu\;), where 7; and X@N are defined in Section 3.
o B, = §Bn§, where B,, is defined in (19).

The proof of Lemma 5 can be found in Section 6.5.

LEMMA 5. Assume the regularity conditions in Section 2 hold. Let m
and N are chosen according to (12) and (13), respectively. For each € >0

there exists a set X ,,, depending on p and K, with

sup]P’n7M7K9~C§,n <e for all large enough n
F

and on which, for some constant C. that does not depend on p or K:
(i) [IA] < Cen™t/2;
(i) meien |Z] < CovIogn and |[Z] < Con™/?;
(i) | (F — o) B2 = 0 (n(1-20)/@42)
(iv) |(Hx — Hy)B|]2 = Or(n='"") for some universal constant v > 0;
)
)

—

1
(v) maxi<n [7:|* = or(v/n/N);
(vi) [|SA,S — Al =0x(1).
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4.2. Proof of Theorem 1 with known Gaussian distribution. Initially we
suppose that p and K are known. We emphasize that this simpler case serves
as an intermediate step to the more interesting unknown distribution case,
and it captures the essential idea of the proof of Theorem 1.

Remember under Q,, , B, the y;’s are independent, conditional on Xy, ...,
X, with y; ~ @, and

Ai=a+ (X;,B) :bo—l—Zszbk where by = a + (u, B).
keN
Our task is to estimate the b,’s with sufficient accuracy so that we are able
to estimate B(t) = >, .y br¢x(t) within an error of order n(1=20)/(e+28) p

fact it will suffice to estimate the component H,,B of B in the subspace
spanned by {1, ..., ¢m} with m =< n'/(@+28) hecause

A7) [HEB?= 30 0 = Op(m! %) = Op(nt-2)/1e429)

k>m

One might try to estimate the coefficients (by,...,b,,) by choosing g =
(9o - - -, gm)’ to maximize a conditional log likelihood over all g = (go, g1, - -,
gm)" in RM+L:

Lom(9) =Y i <90 + > Zi,ka) - ?Z)(go + > szQk)

i<n 1<k<m 1<k<m

To this end one might try to appeal to Lemma 1 stated at the beginning
of the previous subsection, with x; equal to the unit vector with a 1 in
its jth position for j <m and k; = 0 otherwise. That would give a bound
for Zkgm@k — bi,)?. Unfortunately, we cannot directly invoke the lemma
with N =m to estimate v' = (bg, b1, ...,bx) when we replace Q, D, & and
7; (notations) in Lemma 1 by Qg (defined in Section 1), D, & and n;
(defined in Section 3), respectively, because \; # £, a bias problem.

REMARK. We could modify Lemma 1 to allow \; = &)y + bias;, for a
suitably small bias term, but at the cost of extra regularity conditions and a
more delicate argument. The same difficulty arises whenever one investigates
the asymptotics of maximum likelihood estimators with the true distribution
outside the model family, that is, MLE under model misspecification.

Instead, we use a two-stage estimation procedure,
k<m

where (?)\0,...,3]\;) is the conditional MLE for the truncated model and
m < N. More precisely, (bp,...,bn) is chosen to maximize the following
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conditional (on the X;’s) log likelihood over g = (go, 91, ..,gn) in RV
Lon(9) =Y vil&g) — (&)

i<n

with cutoff points m and N chosen as in (12) and (13), respectively. Note
that this estimator differs from that in (10) in the sense that it uses ¢
and z;} instead of the approximation correspondences @ and z;p — 2.
This two-stage estimation procedure eliminates the bias term by a change-
of-measure argument conditional on the X;’s. We present the proof in the
following three steps.

Step 1. From the analysis above, one can see that the key in our proof
is the change-of-measure argument and the application of Lemma 1. In this
step, we construct a high probability set such that for each realization of
the X;’s on the set the assumptions of Lemma 1 are satisfied.

Define v, &, D and 7; as in Section 3. Note that in this case 1; ; = 2; ; /v/0;
for all 7, j, and hence the 7); ;’s are i.i.d. standard normal variables. We define
matrix A, asin (16),

(19) A, =n""! Z nmgﬁi(’/Dm) and B, =P, kA,.
i<n

Now, let us define X,, = Xz, N X, , N X4, where

- 12
(20) Xz.n = {I?Sa;<||ZZH <Cy logn},
— 12
(21) X = {Izngag\ml < CoNlogn}7
(22) Xan = {|[An = Ball2 < (2]1B; '[l2) ™' }-

If we choose a large enough universal constant Cy = Cy(F), Lemma 4 en-
sures that Py, , kX7, < 2/n and Pr kX5 5, < 2/n by choosing 7; j, = 6; and
Ti . = {i < N}, respectively, for all i, k; and Lemma 2 shows that

1By, =0x(1) and Py kllAn — Ball3 = ox (1),
thus Py, ,, kX%, = 0r(1). And hence,

(23) Pn7u7sz < Pn,M,Kx%m + Pn,ﬂ,Kxfy,n + P”,M,Kxil,n = 0]3(1).

Step 2. In the previous step, we show the assumptions of Lemma 1 are
satisfied on the set X,,. In this step, we show that the change-of-measure
argument is ready to work. Let us consider the truncated model

QBN = ® @xn.y  With A v =&y

i<n
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“Change of measure” means to view the data yi,...,y, as if they are gen-
erated from the conditional joint distribution Q,, 4B, n, though the true dis-
tribution is Q. p. In this step, we show that the divergence caused by
replacing Qo8 by QBN is small enough that it will not compromise
the asymptotic results. A common control of this divergence is the total
variation distance between Q,, . v and Q, ,p. We show that there exists a
sequence of nonnegative constants ¢, of order or(logn) such that

(24) IQnap — Quapnliv < D> A= Xn>  on X,

i<n

To establish inequality (24) we use the bound
HQn,a,B - Qn,a,]B,NHgI‘V < h2 (Qn,a,By Qn,a,]B,N) < Z hZ(QM ; Q)\i’N)’

i<n
By Lemma 3

h*(Qx,, Q) S GYN) L+ 6)G(6])  with & := A — Ain,
where

16:| = |\ — Xin| = (Zi,B) — (HNZ;,B)| = |(Z;, HVB)|
< || Z;|| | HyB|| < Ox(v/ N'=2logn) = ox(1).

Because 0; = ox(1) for each i, we know all the (1 + |0;|)G(|d;]) factors can
be bounded by a single Ox(1) term.
Further, for (a,B, p, K) € F(R,«, ) and with the ||Z;[|’s on the set X,,,

(26) [Ail <lal + ([lull + 1Z:])[B]| < C2v/logn

for some constant Cy = C2(F). Assumption (¥) then ensures that all the
1()\;) are bounded by a single exp(or(logn)) term.

Therefore, inequality (24) is proved to hold. This bound for total variation
distance legitimates the change-of-measure argument in the next step.

Step 3. We apply the change-of-measure argument and Lemma 1 to
complete the proof. On the set X,,, we can apply Lemma 1 directly with
Q =Qy q,B,N, because the conditions of Lemma 1 hold: inequality (14) holds
by construction of X,, and inequality (15) holds for large enough n because

max|n;|* < Or(Nlogn) = or(v/n/N).
i<n

In the equation above, the first inequality is due to the construction of X,
and the second equality is due to N = oz(n!/(2+20)),

For each realization of the X;’s lying in X,,, we invoke Lemma 1, with
Miy Ap, Bn, D and Q (notations) in Lemma 1 replaced by n;, A, Bn, D



FUNCTIONAL REGRESSION 15

and Q4N defined in this subsection, respectively, and it gives a high
probability set Y, . with Qp o8 NY7, . < 2¢ on which

Z |/5k_bk|2 =0r <n—1 Z 9k1> _ O;(m1+°‘/n) _ O}_(n(l—2ﬁ)/(a+2ﬂ))7

1<k<m 1<k<m
which implies

1By —BIP= S [op— b2+ 3 0 = Op(n(-20)/ (020,
1<k<m E>m

From inequality (24) it follows, for a large enough constant C;, that
Pr 1,k Qn a5 {| By — B> > Con(1 26/ (428)}
<Pk Xy + Pr o k Xn(|Qna8 — Qnua b NlITV + QnyaB,NYm.c)

1/2
<or(l)+2e+en <Z P, | AN — )\i,N|2> :

i<n

By construction,

Ai — AN = Z 2 kbg
k>N

with the z;;’s independent and z; , ~ N (0,6). Thus

Z]P)n,lu,[dAi — )‘i,N|2 <n Z Hkbz — O}_(an—a—Qﬁ) — 0}‘(6_20"),

i<n k>N

because ¢ > (a+ 28 —1)~1. That is, we have an estimator that achieves the
Oz (n(1=28)/(2+28)) minimax rate.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1 with unknown Gaussian distribution. Let I@n be
the two-stage estimator defined in (10) with cutoff points m and N defined
in (12) and (13), respectively. In this section, we show that B, achieves the
asymptotic rates of convergence stated in Theorem 1.

As in Section 4.2, most of the analysis will be conditional on the X;’s lying
in a set with high probability on which the various estimators and other
random quantities are well behaved. In fact, we choose the high probability
set as X, that is defined in Lemma 5. The set X, ,, is an analogy to X,, in
Section 4.2. _ _

As in Section 4.2, the component of B orthogonal to span{¢i,...,on}
causes no trouble because

B-BIIP= > (bx—b)*+ || HyB|?
1<k<m
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and, by Lemma 5 part (iii),
1 HB* < 20| HyB|* + 2| (Ho — Hyn)BI|* = O (n—20/(0420) on X,

To handle Zl<k<m(/l;k gk) , we invoke Lemma 1 for X;’s lying in xsn,

with 7;, . Ap, By, D and Q (notations) in Lemma 1 replaced by 7;, An, Bn,
D and Qn,a,l& N, respectively, where

Qn,aB,N = ® Q5

i<n
And, it gives a high probability set gm,e with @n a.B, Ng;@s < 9 on which
S (B — bi)? = O (n1-29 028

1<k<m

The conditions of Lemma 1 are satisfied on f)NCE,n when n is large, because of
Lemma 5 part (v) and

| A, — Bpll2 < || 4n — SALS |2 + [|SAnS — SBLS||2 = 0x(1),

where the first part ||A —SA SH2 =o0r(1) is due to Lemma 5 part (vi),
and the second part [|SA,S — SB,S||2 = 0r(1) is due to Lemma 2.

Now, to complete the proof it suffices to show that ||Qy, o5 N — @n,a,E,NHTV
tends to zero. First note that

NN — AN =a+ (B, X) + (HyB,Zi — Z) — a — (B, ) — (HNB, Z;)
— (HYB,Z) — (HYB,Z) + (HYB,Z) + (HyB — HNB, Z;),
which implies that, on DNCEW,
R = Al < 20(HEB,Z) + 20| FNB — HyBI2(1Zi] + |Z])°
(27) < OF(N1"#)C2n 4+ O (n"17)C2(n 12 + /logn)’
= Or(n ") for some 0 < v/ <w.
Now we can argue as in step 2 of the proof for the case of known K: on f)VCE,n,

||@n,a,]B,N - Qn,a,]B,NH’QI‘V < Z hQ(QXi’NaQ)\i,N)

i<n
<exp(or(logn)) > [Ain — Ain/?
i<n
=or(1).

Finish the argument as in Section 4.2, by splitting into contributions from
f)CC and xsnﬁ‘g}fns and xsnmym
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5. Proof of Theorem 2. We apply a slight variation on Assouad’s lemma—
combining ideas from Yu (1997) and from van der Vaart [(1998), Section
24.3]—to establish the minimax lower bound result in Theorem 2.

We consider behavior only for =0, a =0 and a fixed K with spectral
decomposition ) jenti®; @ ¢; satistying assumption (K). For simplicity we
abbreviate P, 0 x to P. Let J={m+1,m+2,...,2m} and I' = {0,1}’ :=
{¥=(Ym+1,---»72m)|yj =0 or y; =1}. Let 3; = Rj~#. For each v in ' de-
fine B, = Ezjejfyjﬁjgbj, for a small € >0 to be specified, and write Q, for
the product measure ®i§n Q) (v) With Xi(y) = (B, Z;) = Ezjej Vi Bz ;-

For each j let I'; = {y € I':7; = 1} and let 9; be the bijection on I' that
flips the jth coordinate but leaves all other coordinates unchanged. Let w
be the uniform distribution on I, that is, m, = 27" for each +.

For each estimator B = ZjeN/b\j@bj we have ||B, — @HQ > e (EviBi —

bj)?, and so

sup Py, f||B — BI?>> 1Y PQ,y(ev;8 — b))

yel’ jeJ
(28) =27 Q4 (e85 — b)” + Quy ) (0 — b))
jEJ’YEFj
m 1
>27my Y Z(Eﬁj)2p‘|@w A Qy; il
jeJ yel';

where the first lower bound is due to the fact that the supremum over F
is not less than the average over a subset of F, and the last lower bound
comes from the fact that

(e8; —b))2 + (0 =0;)> > L(eB;)?  for all b;.
We assert that, if € is chosen appropriately,

(29) minP||Qy A Qy, ()l stays bounded away from zero as n — oo,
]77

which will ensure that the lower bound in (28) is eventually larger than a
constant multiple of > jed 32 > en1=28)/(@+26) for some constant ¢ > 0. The
inequality in Theorem 2 will then follow.

To prove (29), consider a v in I" and the corresponding ' = (7). By
virtue of the inequality

1/2
HQW /\Q’Y’H =1- HQW - Q'y’HTV >1- (2 A th(QMW)?QM(’Y’))) s

i<n
it is enough to show that

(30) lim supmax]P’(Q A Z hZ(Q)\i(’Y)’Q)\i('Y/))) <1

n—oo 1Y i<n
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Define X, = {max;<, ||Z;||* < Cylogn}. Based on Lemma 4, we know that
PX¢ =o(1 ) with the constant Cy large enough. On X,, we have

N <D B 2|7 = 020/t 1ogn) = o(1),
JjeJ

and, by inequality in Lemma 3, there exits a universal constant C' > 0 such
that

hZ(Q)\i('y)aQ)\i('y’)) < C‘)‘Z(Py) ( )‘ < Ce’ ]2 22]
We deduce that
]P><2 > hQ(Q,\i(w,QMW))> <2PXS +C ) 2BIPX, 27
i<n i<n
o(1) + C*nf70;.
The choice of J makes 5]2-9]' < R*>m~22% ~ R?/n. Assertion (30) follows for
any small enough e¢.

6. Proofs of technical lemmas.

6.1. Proof of Lemma 1. We need to first show the following lemma. Note
that J, =3, &i&l(Ni). To avoid an excess of parentheses we write N
for N + 1. We define w; := J;l/Qfl and W,, = Zign wi(y; — 1/1(&)) Notice
that QW,, =0 and varg(W,) =)_,-,, wiw; b)) = Iy, and

Q|W,,|? = trace(varg(W,)) = N;.

LEMMA 6. Suppose 0 <e1 <1/2 and 0 <eg <1 and
£1&2
2G(1)N;
Then, the MLE g has the decomposition g =+ Jn_l/Q(Wn + 1) with |ry| <
g1 on the set {|W,| < /N4 /ea}, which has Q-probability greater than 1 —¢o.

m<ax|wi\ < with G as in assumption (V).
i<n

PROOF. The equality Q|W,|> = N, and Chebyshev’s inequality give

Q{[Wh| > /Ny /ea} <es.

1/2(

Reparametrize by defining ¢t = g — 7). The concave function

Lon(t) = Ly (y+ J; V%) — )= yawit+b(N) — (A + wit)
i<n

is maximized at &, = gy 2( — 7). It has derivative

/Jn Zwl Ui )\ +wit)).

i<n
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For a fixed unit vector v € RN+ and a fixed t € RN+, consider the real-valued
function of the real variable s,

H(s) :=u'Lp( Zuwl yi — D(\; + swit)),

i<n

which has derivatives

H(s) == (u'w;) (wit)d(Ni + swjt),

i<n
H(s) == (u'w;) (wit)* (N + swit).
i<n
Notice that H(0) =u/'W, and H(0) = —u'Y",_, wawth(\;)t = —u't.
Write M, := max;<, |w;|. By virtue of assumption (¥),
[H(s)] < D [u'ws| (wit)*(A) G(|swit)
i<n
< Mo G(My|st))t"> " wiwjih(A)t
i<n
= M, G(M,|st|)|t]*.
By Taylor expansion, for some 0 < s* <1,
[H(1) = H(0) — H(0)] < 5| H(s")| < 5 MG (Myt]) ]
That is,
(31) [0/ (Ln(8) = W + )| < § MG (M t]) [t

Approximation (31) will control the behavior of £(s) := L, (W, + su), a
concave function of the real argument s, for each unit vector u. By concavity,

the derivative z(s) is a decreasing function of s. Let us decompose z(s) in
the following way:

L(s) =u'Lp(Wy + su) = —s + R(s),
where
|R(s)| < $ MG (M, |Wy, + sul)|W,, + sul®.
On the set {|W,| < /N /e2} we have
(W, £e1ul < /N /s +er.

Thus
M| W, % equ| < 2;152 (v/Nyjez +e1)
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implying
1 2 6152 2
|R(Z|:€1)| < EMnG(l)‘Wn Z|:€1U| < M(N+/€2 +€1)
)
<e(14e3e5/Ny) < FRs

Deduce that
E(El):—€1+R(€1) ‘261 and z(—al)zgl-kR(_El)z%El'

The concave function s +— £, (W), + su) must achieve its maximum for some s
in the interval [—e1,€1], for each unit vector u. It follows that |t,, — W, | <e;.
O

First we establish a bound on the spectral distance between A, ! and
B! Define H=B,'A, —I. Then||H||2 < || B;,!||2||An — Bnll2 < 1/2, which
justifies the expansion

14 = B = I+ H)™ = DB M, < D IIHISIB, o < 1B o

j>1
As a consequence, [|[A Y2 < 2[|B; 2.

Choose €1 =1/2 and €2 = ¢ in Lemma 6. The bound on max;<y, |1;| gives

the bound on max;<y, |w;| needed by the lemma

njwi* = niD(Jn/n) " D =i A7 < | AL |y Imil .
As shown in Lemma 6, the MLE g can be decomposed as
/g: v+ Jn_l/Q(Wn + Tn)'
Define K := J;l/Qmj, so that |f1;»(§—'y)\2 < Q(K]’»Wn)Q—i—Q(KJ’-rn)Q. By Cauchy—

Schwarz,
Z(K}rn)Q < Z ‘Kj|2‘7“n|2 = Uslral?,
J J
where
,{:—Zﬁj Kj = Zn (D)) A YD R <207t B Y, Z|D ﬁ]\ .
j
For the contribution V,.g =3 ;K J/»Wn|2, the Cauchy—Schwarz bound is too

crude. Instead, notice that QV, = U,, which ensures that the complement
of the set

Yo ={IWa| </ Ny /e} 0 {Vi <Uy/e}
has Q probability less that 2¢. On the set Y, c,
D IE(G = )P <2V + 2Usrn|? < 3U, /e
0<j<N
The asserted bound follows.
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6.2. Proof of Lemma 2. Throughout this subsection, abbreviate P, , x
to P. The matrix A,, is an average of n independent random matrices each
of which is distributed like NN'¢)(y' DN), where N = (Ng,N1,...,Ny)’ with
No =1, and the other Nj’s are independent N(0,1)’s. Moreover, by rota-
tional invariance of the spherical normal, we may assume with no loss of

generality that v/ DN = a + kN7, where

N
K* = Dby =0z (1).
k=1
Thus

Bn = ]P)NNll/}(d + li:Nl) = dlag(F, ToINfl),

where

rj :=PNj(a+xkN;) and F:[TO “]

T T
The block diagonal form of B,, simplifies calculation of spectral norms,
1Bl = lldiag(F~*,rg  In—1)

_ _ ro + 12 _
< max(|F . g Inv-ally) Smax<—2,rol).
ToT2 —7‘1

Assumption (V) ensures that both 79 and 75 are Oz(1).
Continuity and strict positivity of 1, together with max(|a|,x) = Ox(1),
ensure that co:=infg , inf|, <1 (@ + kz) > 0. Thus
+1 )
\/27r7“0>co/ e 2 dx > 0.
—1

Similarly,
V 27T(’I”0’I”2 — 7“%) = 27T’I”0P¢(d + HNl)(Nl — ?”1/’!”0)2

+1
> coro/ (z— rl/ro)Qefﬁ/Q dx
1

+1 5
>cor0/ 2e 2 dx.
-1
It follows that || B, |2 = Ox(1).
The random matrix A, — B, is an average of n independent random

matrices, each distributed like NN'¢)(a + £N7) minus its expected value.
Thus

P An = Ball3 <Pl A — Bullp =n"" ) var(N;Npdh(a + wNy)),
0<5,k<N

where || - ||r is the Frobenius norm. Assumption (V) ensures that each sum-
mand is Ox(1), which leaves us with a Oz(N?/n) = ox(1) upper bound.
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_ 6.3. Proof of Lemma 3. Let us temporarily write A’ for A+ and write
Afor A+ N)/2=X+§/2,

1= %00 = [ VAW = [ e (- 3o - o))
= exp (600 - 300 - 3uv))

> 14 9(R) — 50N — 50 (V).

DO =

That is,

h*(Qx, Q) SY(N) +P(A +8) — 20 (A +6/2).
By Taylor expansion in ¢ around 0, the right-hand side is less than

70PN + §0° (D (A +6) — J(A+67/2)),

where 0 < |6*| < |d]. Invoke inequality (¥) twice to bound the coefficient of
§3/6 in absolute value by

DA(G(3]) + 3G (101/2)) < FHNG(16]).-

The stated bound simplifies some unimportant constants.

6.4. Proof of Lemma 4. Without loss of generality, let us suppose T'= 1.
For s =1/4, note that

Plexp(sW;)] = H(1 - QSTi,k)il/Q <exp <Z STi,k> <el/t

keN kEN
by virtue of the inequality —log(1 —¢) <2¢ for |t| <1/2. With the same s,
it then follows that

IP’{m<ax W; > 4(logn + :L‘)} <exp(—4s(logn + z))P [exp (rr1<ax SWZ):|
1SN 1<n

< e*x% Z Plexp(sW;)].

i<n

The 2 is just a clean upper bound for e/,

6.5. Proof of Lemma 5. We first show some preliminary lemmas in Sec-
tion 6.5.1. Those preliminary results are used in the main proofs throughout
Sections 6.5.2 to 6.6. For notational simplicity, we write ) for 3 Lk

6.5.1. Preliminary lemmas. Remember that 0;’s are the eigenvalues of K
as defined in Definition 1. Many of the inequalities in the proof of Lemma 5
involve sums of functions of the ;’s. The following result will save us a lot
of repetition.
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LEMMA 7. (i) For each r > 1 there is a constant C, = C,(F) for which

. i Cr(1 + krd+a)=m) ifr>1
)=y AR < ’ ’
o) jeN{Hé }\Hj—HkV - {01(1+k1+0‘_”10gk)7 ifr=1.

(ii) For each p,

Proor. For (i), argue in the same way as Hall and Horowitz [(2007),
page 85], using the lower bounds

Cad”% if j <k/2,
0; — Okl > calj —klE™7Y,  ifk/2<j <2k,
cak™, if j > 2k,
where ¢, is a positive constant.

For (ii), split the range of summation into two subsets: {(k,7):7 >
max(p,2k)} and {(k,j):p/2 < k <p < j<2k}. The first subset contributes

at most
Z k—a—2ﬁ Z j—a(cak—a)*Q _ O]:(pl_a),
k<p j>max(p,2k)

because o — 23 < —3. The second subset contributes at most

Z kfa725052k2a+2 ija(j - k)fZ _ O]__(p2+a72ﬁp1701)7
p/2<k<p J>p

which is of order ox(p~®). O

Remember that z; j = (Z;, ¢;) and the standardized variables 7; j = z; ;/
\/0; are independent N(0,1)’s. Define 7.; =n"! > i<n i and

Ci:=(n—1)7""D (i —n) ik — 0k),
i<n
the (j,k)-element of a sample covariance matrix of i.i.d. N(0,Iy) random
vectors. We further define
Ap = ZAqubj with Akj =q Vv ejekej’k/(ek —93'), lfj#k’
‘ ’ ’ 0, if j=kF.
JEN
In fact, most of the inequalities that we need for proving Lemma 5 come
from simple moment bounds (Lemma 8) for the sample covariances Cjy
and the derived bounds (Lemma 9) for the Ay’s. The distribution of €;
does not depend on the parameters of our model. By the rotation of axes we
can rewrite (n—1)C;  as UJ’»Uk, where Uy, Us, ... are independent N (0,1,,_1)
random vectors. This representation gives some useful equalities and bounds.
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LEMMA 8. Uniformly over distinct j, k,¢:
(1) IP’Gj,j =1 and IP’(GJ-J — 1)2 = 2(’]7, — 1)71;
(ii) Pe ik = ]P’C’j,k(iﬂ = 0;
(iii) PC;, =O0(n"").
PROOF. Assertion (i) is classical because |U;|? ~ x2_;. For assertion (ii)
use P(U{U3|Usz) =0 and
]P)(U{UQUéUg‘UQ) = trace(UgUélP’(UgU{)) =0.
For (iii) use P(U1U7) = I,,—1 and
P(U;UsUSUL|Us) = trace(UsUsP(ULUY)) = trace(UsUs) = |Us 2. O

LEMMA 9.  Uniformly over distinct j, k,¢:
(i) PAg; =PAg Ak, =0;
(ii) PAz,j = O;(nflk:*o‘j*a(@k — 9j)72),'
(iif) Pl|Ag]]* = Or(n~'k?).

PROOF. Assertions (i) and (ii) follow from assertions (i) and (iii) of
Lemma 8. For (iii), note that

P|[Axl? =) PAZ = Or(n~ 'k~ )ri(2,a)
i

and kg(2,a) = OF(k**®) from Lemma 7. [

The following two lemmas related to perturbation theory for self-adjoint
compact operators [cf., e.g., Bosq (2000), Birman and Solomjak (1987), Kato
(1995)] are crucial in the development of Lemma 5. They are special cases
of Lemmas 2 and 4 in the supplemental article [Dou, Pollard and Zhou
(2012)] under the general perturbation-theoretic framework. For Lemma 10,
similar results were established by other authors; see, for example, Hall and
Hosseini-Nasab (2006), equation 2.8, and Cai and Hall (2006), Section 5.6.
Lemma 11 extends the perturbation result for eigenprojections, obtained by
Tyler [(1981), Lemma 4.1}, from the matrix case to the general operator
case.

Define

e r=min{|0; — O|:j #k}
and
Jr= qugk — Pk for all k.
LEMMA 10. If we have e > 5||A||, then it follows that
| fll < 3| Ak]l.
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Define H; =span{¢;:j € J} and H, :span{ggj :j€J} for JCN.

LEMMA 11. If we have mingejey, > 5||A||, then it follows that

(Hy—H)B=>> " ¢jbi(Ajr+ Axj) +e,
jeJ keJe

where ||e||? is bounded by a universal constant times Ry + || Al|? Ry with

« 2
Ry = (Z HAkH?) > (ZAk,jbj> :
keJ keJ 7

b;| 1
Ro=||As|? Bl 3y Axl||b -
2= Il (%%—eﬂ) <§j|| Al m}:wk_gj‘)

keJ keJ J

+ > Ikl lox PR3,
keJ

6.5.2. A high probability set DNC&”. To prove Lemma 5 we define DNCWZ as
an intersection of sets chosen to make the six assertions of the lemma hold,

xs,n = :X:A,n N :X:Z,n N xn,n N :X:A,n N :X:A,na

where the complement of each of the five sets appearing on the right-hand

side has probability less than /5. More specifically, for a large enough con-
stant C., we define

Xan={llA] <Cn™/?},
f)VCZm = {m<ax\|ZiH2 < C:logn and HZH < Cen_l/Q},

> nimfl| < Cen},
2

i<n

Xnn = {max|m|2 < C.Nlogn and
i<n

iAﬂz::{ <:C%n}.
2

The set of X A,n is defined in a slightly more complicated way. It is defined
by requiring various functions of the Ay’s to be smaller than C times their

expected values. Calculate expected values for all the terms in R; and Ry
that appear in the bound of Lemma 11.

2 2
Prji <Z Ak,ij) + Pk Y (Z A,w-bk>

k<p “j>p Jj>p “k<p

s

i<n
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(32) = Zzpn,p,KA%j(b? +b3) by Lemma 9 part (i)
k<pj>p
—O]-‘ szaZB 70“9]@—9)7
k<p j>p

=Or(n 'pt®) by Lemma 7

and
nu,KZb ||AkH 2).2+200 _ O;c 71 Zk4+2a 246
k<p E<p
= Ox(n™")(1+p" %" + logp)
and
Pryi Y bkl [Al> = Or(n™")) k> P =0r(n™")(1+p*° +logp)
k<p keJ
and
Pk Y IAk]> = OF(n~"p°)
k<p
and
’/"KZ<ZA]€J > —O]-‘ —1 sz, a.—a—283 Hk_ej)—Q

k<p ] k<p J

(33)
=0zx(n™Y) by Lemma 7
and
2

(34) WKZHAHF(Z 10, — 0. |> =O0r(n~)(p* +p" 2P log? p)

k<p
and by Lemma 7

2

(35) > b (Z T |> = OF(1+p*2 % log?p).

k<p

For some constant C. = C.(F), on a set Xp , with P,k X3, < /5, each
of the random quantities in the previous set of inequalities (for both p =m
and p = N) is bounded by C. times its P, , i expected value. By virtue of
Lemma 9 part (iii), we may also assume that ||Ag||? < C-k?/n on Xa .

We now show that sup fer P u, Kf)Nan < ¢. From the construction of X An

above, it follows directly that ]P’n%K.')NCf\m <e/5.
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We analyze by rewriting it using the eigenfunctions for K. Then
Zi(t) = Z(t) =Y (215 — 23)05(t) = Y /05 (i —1.5)5(t)
JEN JEN
and
(36) Z kqu ) with f{v%k = \/Hjeke%k.
7,keN

Observe that

PIAIP = oy i (Kjpe = 05{5 =k} =Y 0,6,P (€5 — {j = k})’

Jk 7.k

<Ze Or(n~t +Zeeko; = Ox(nh).

Thus, we have ]P)n,,u,KxCA,n <e/5.

The set X An is almost redundant in the sense that %A,n (- X An When n
and C. are large enough. From Definition 1 we know that

min_|0; — 0y > (a/R)N"'"® and min 6, >R N~
1<j<j'<N 1<j<N

The choice N = n¢ with ¢ < (24 2a)~! ensures that n'/2N~1=® — co. On
XA n the spacing assumption used in Lemmas 10 and 11 holds for all n large

enough; all the bounds from those lemmas are available to us on f’)VC&n. In
particular,

(37) max|d;/0; — 1] < Ox(N°[|A]) = ox (1),

where gj’s are defined in (6). Remember that

Zi(t) ~Z(t) =Y Gige — Za)On(2)
keN
so that

Hk{j—k:} //Kstqﬁj )(bk()dsdt— (n—1) 12223 Z25)(Zik — Zk)s

i<n

which implies (n —1)71 Dicn FiZ = D? and

(38)  (n—1)""> mm=D"'D*D" ! :=diag(1,01/01,...,0n/0n).

i<n

Inequality (37) and equality (38) together show that Xa nC Xa n eventually
if we make sure C. > 1. Thus, ]P)nquA < ]P)n,quA <e/5.
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As the controls for the set defined in (20) and (21), Lemma 4 controls
max;<,||Z;||? and max;<,|n;|?. In addition, we know that

n Yy mi = Ina ny mi = Ina

i<n i<n

2
P <P
2

2
F

=n"! Z var(n; x7i.5) = O (N?/n).
0<j,k<N

Thus, P|n~1 Z_ign ninilla =14 ox(1). Therifore, we have ]P’n%Kf)vam <e/5.
To control the Z contribution, note that n||Z||? has the same distribution as
|1Z1]|?, which has expected value > . 6; < oo. Thus, we have P 5 X7,,, <
e/b.

Therefore, there exists C. > 0 such that

JEN

Py, kKX 10 < Py i (X + X+ XE, + XY, + XS ) <e.

6.6. Proof of the assertions on 565,“. The assertions (i) and (ii) hold on

the set 5C€7n as a direct consequence of the construction. From Lemma 11,
it follows that on the set XA , N X, if p <N,

I(Hy — H,)B|* = Ox(n~"'p' ).
This inequality leads to the asserted conclusions in (iii) and (iv) when p =m
or p=N.

Now we show assertion (v) holds on the set f)vCe,n. By construction, 7;; =1
for every i, and for j > 2,

VOl = Fij = 25) = (Zi — L, ;).
Thus, for j > 2,
- —~1/2 = i~
0 =0 L — L5+ f3) =i+ 0uy
with ;5;] satisfying the following bound, due to Lemma 10:

24
~ _ = J logn =~
Bl <6702 + 2SI <0 (20" )  on Ko,

)

In vector form,
~_ . . N3+ -
(39) Shi=mn+0;  with |5]?= o;<ﬂ> <or(n/N?)  on Xepn.
n

It follows that
max|7;| = max|S7;| < max|n;| + 0or(vn/N) = Or(vn/N)  on Xep.
i<n i<n i<n
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In the end, we show that on f)NC&n assertion (vi) holds. From inequality
(27) we know that

ENN = rzn<a5( |)\i,N — )\i,N‘ = O}‘(n_(l—’—yl)/?) on DCE,n,

and from bounds (25) and (26) in Section 4.2, we have max;<y |\i N| =
Ox(v/logn). Assumption (V) in Section 2 and the mean-value theorem then
give

max|P(X;,x) — Y(in)| < Enth(Nin)GEN) =0 (1).

i<n

If we replace w()\i ~) in the definition of ﬁn by 1/)()\Z ~N), we make a change
(n=1)"") i in) = Y(Ain))
i<n
with ||TT]|]2 < ox(1)||(n—1)"1 > i<n MiTl; |2, which, by equality (38), is of order
or(1) on DNCEW.

From assumption (V) we have d,, := logmax;<, 9)(\; n) = or(logn). By
triangular inequality and decomposition (39), we have

1405 = Anll2 < |12 +

(n =171 " d(Ni.n) (ST — min)

2

i<n
(40) <or(1)+Or(n~'e™) 255/
i<n

+O.7: Zl/) ZN znz +7715/)

i<n

Uniformly over all unit vectors v in RV*!, we have

<Za 5'>u <> o< nmax\a 2 =0xr(N3"*logn)  on X.,
i<n i<n
and by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

u' (Z (i) (Gim) + Th'gz/'))

i<n

1/2
< Op(n!/2e™) max3

Z 771771

i<n

2

= Oz (e% \/nlognNG+)/2) on Xg p.
Therefore, the following two bounds hold:

S5

i<n

= Or(N*logn) on Xz p,
2
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= Oz (e \/nlognNG+)/2) on Xz p.
2

S G (0, + 31

i<n

By plugging into (40), we can obtain that ||SA,S — A,|l2 = 0x(1) on DNCE,n.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Supplement to “Estimation in functional regression for general exponen-
tial families.” (DOI: 10.1214/12-A0S1027SUPP; .pdf). We introduce some
useful results in spectral theory and perturbation theory in general Hilbert
spaces. They serve as powerful tools that allow us to tackle some of the
statistical approximation problems in an elegant way. Some of the results
are well-established, while others we believe are new.
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