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Abstract

Additive regression models are actively researched in the statistical field because of their usefulness in the
analysis of responses determined by non-linear relationships with multivariate predictors. In this kind of
statistical models, the response depends linearly on unknown functions of predictor variables and typically,

the goal of the analysis is to make inference about these functions.

In this paper, we consider the problem of Additive Regression with random designs from a novel viewpoint:
we propose an estimator based on an orthogonal projection onto a multiresolution space using empirical
wavelet coefficients that are fully data driven. In this setting, we derive a mean-square consistent estimator
based on periodic wavelets on the interval [0, 1]. For construction of the estimator, we assume that the joint
distribution of predictors is non-zero and bounded on its support; We also assume that the functions belong
to a Sobolev space and integrate to zero over the [0,1] interval, which guarantees model identifiability and
convergence of the proposed method. Moreover, we provide the L, risk analysis of the estimator and derive

its convergence rate.

Theoretically, we show that this approach achieves good convergence rates when the dimensionality of
the problem is relatively low and the set of unknown functions is sufficiently smooth. In this approach, the
results are obtained without the assumption of an equispaced design, a condition that is typically assumed

in most wavelet-based procedures.

Finally, we show practical results obtained from simulated data, demonstrating the potential applicability
of our method in the problem of additive regression models with random designs.
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1. Introduction

Additive regression models are popular in the statistical field because of their usefulness in the analysis of
responses determined by non-linear relationships involving multivariate predictors. In this kind of statistical
models, the response depends linearly on unknown functions of the predictors and typically, the goal of the
analysis is to make inferences about these functions. This model has been extensively studied through the
application of piecewise polynomial approximations, splines, marginal integration, as well as back-fitting or
functional principal components. Chapter 15 of [I], Chapter 22 of [2] and [3], [4] and [5] feature thorough
discussions of the issues related to fitting such models and provide a comprehensive overview and analysis

of various estimation techniques for this problem.

In general, the additive regression model relates a univariate response Y to predictor variables X €
RP  p > 1, via a set of unknown non-linear functions {f;|f; : R - R, 1 =1,...,p}. The functions f; may
be assumed to have a specified parametric form (e.g. polynomial) or may be specified non-parametrically,
simply as "smooth functions" that satisfy a set of constraints (e.g. belong to a certain functional space such
as a Besov or Sobolev, Lipschitz continuity, spaces of functions with bounded derivatives, etc.). Though
the parametric estimates may seem more attractive from the modeling perspective, they can have a major
drawback: a parametric model automatically restricts the space of functions that is used to approximate
the unknown regression function, regardless of the available data. As a result, when the elicited parametric
family is not "close" to the assumed functional form the results obtained through the parametric approach
can be misleading. For this reason, the non-parametric approach has gained more popularity in statistical

research, providing a more general, flexible and robust approach in tasks of functional inference.

In this paper we propose a linear functional estimator based on an orthogonal projection onto a specified
multiresolution space V; using empirical wavelet coefficients that are fully data driven. Here, V; stands for
the space spanned by the set of scaling functions of the form {¢§°}€T, 0<k<2/ - 1}, generated by a spec-
ified wavelet filter. Since we assume predictors X € RP, p > 1 are random with an unknown distribution,
we introduce a kernel density estimator in the model to estimate its density. In this setting, we propose a
mean-square consistent estimator for the constant term and the wavelet coefficients in the orthogonal series
representation of the model. Our results are based on wavelets periodic on the interval [0, 1] and are derived
under a set of assumptions that guarantee identifiability and convergence of the proposed estimator. More-
over, we derive convergence rates for the Ly risk and propose a practical choice for the multiresolution index
J to be used in the wavelet expansion. In this approach, we obtain stated results without the assumption of

an equispaced design, a condition that is typically assumed in most wavelet-based procedures.

Our choice of wavelets as an orthonormal basis is motivated by the fact that wavelets are well localized

in both time and scale (frequency), and possess superb approximation properties for signals with rapid local
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changes such as discontinuities, cusps, sharp spikes, etc.. Moreover, the representation of these signals in the
form of wavelet decompositions can be accurately done using only a few wavelet coefficients, enabling sparsity
and dimensionality reduction. This adaptivity does not, in general, hold for other standard orthonormal bases
(e.g. Fourier basis) which may require many compensating coefficients to describe signal discontinuities or

local bursts.

We also illustrate practical results for the proposed estimator using different exemplary functions and

random designs, under different sample sizes, demonstrating the suitability of the proposed methodology.

As it was mentioned, additive regression models have been studied by many authors using a wide variety
of approaches. The approaches include marginal integration, back-fitting, least squares (including penalized
least squares), orthogonal series approximations, and local polynomials. Short descriptions of the most

commonly used techniques are provided next:

(i) Marginal Integration. This method was proposed by Tjostheim and Auestad (1994)[6] and Linton
and Nielsen (1995)[7] and later generalized by Chen et al. (1996)[8]. The marginal integration idea is
based on the estimation of the effects of each function in the model using sample averages of kernel
functions by keeping a variable of interest fixed at each observed sample point, while changing the
remaining ones. This method has been shown to produce good results in simulation studies (Sperlich et
al., 1999)[9]. However, the marginal integration performance over finite samples tends to be inadequate
when the dimension of the predictors is large. In particular, the bias-variance trade-off of the estimator
in this case is challenging: for a given bandwidth there may be too few data points x; for any given x,
which inflates the estimator variance and reduces its numerical stability. On the other hand, choosing

larger bandwidth may reduce the variability but also enlarge the bias.

(ii) Back-fitting. This approach was first introduced by Buja et al. (1989)[I0] and further developed
by Hastie and Tibshirani (1990)[IT]. This technique uses nonparametric regression to estimate each
additive component, and then updates the preliminary estimates. This process continues in an iterative
fashion until convergence. One of the drawbacks of this method is that it has been proven to be
theoretically challenging to analize. In this context, Opsomer and Ruppert (1997)[12] investigated
the properties of a version of back-fitting, and found that the estimator was not oracle eﬁiciemﬂ
Later on, Mammen et al. (1999)[I3] and Mammen and Park (2006)[14] proposed ways to modify the
backfitting approach to produce estimators with better statistical properties such as oracle efficiency

and asymptotic normality, and also free of the curse of dimensionality. Even though this is a popular

3An oracle efficient estimator is such that each component of the model can be estimated with the same convergence rate

as if the rest of the model components were known.
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method, it has been shown that its efficiency decreases when the unknown functions are observed at

nonequispaced locations.

(iii) Series based methods using wavelets. One important benefit of wavelets is that they are able
to adapt to unknown smoothness of functions (Donoho et al. (1995)[15]). Most of the work using
wavelets is based on the requirement of equally spaced measurements (e.g. at equal time intervals or a
certain response observed on a regularly spaced grid). Antoniadis et al. (1997)[16] propose a method
using interpolations and averaging; based on the observed sample, the function is approximated at
equally spaced dyadic points. In this context, most of the methods that use this kind of approach
lead to wavelet coefficients that can be computed via a matrix transformation of the original data
and are formulated in terms of a continuous wavelet transformation applied to a constant piecewise
interpolation of the observed samples. Pensky and Vidakovic (2001)[I7] propose a method that uses
a probabilistic model on the design of the independent variables and can be applied to non-equally
spaced designs (NESD). Their approach is based on a linear wavelet-based estimator that is similar to
the wavelet modification of the Nadaraja-Watson estimator (Antoniadis et al. (1994)). In the same
context, Amato and Antoniadis (2001)[18] propose a wavelet series estimator based on tensor wavelet
series and a regularization rule that guarantees an adaptive solution to the estimation problem in the

presence of NESD.

(iv) Other methods based on wavelets. Different approaches from the previously described that are
wavelet-based have been also investigated. Donoho et al. (1992)[19] proposed an estimator that is the
solution of a penalized Least squares optimization problem preventing the problem of ill-conditioned
design matrices. Zhang and Wong (2003) proposed a two-stage wavelet thresholding procedure using
local polynomial fitting and marginal integration for the estimation of the additive components. Their
method is adaptive to different degrees of smoothness of the components and has good asymptotic
properties. Later on Sardy and Tseng (2004)[20] proposed a non-linear smoother and non-linear back-
fitting algorithm that is based on WaveShrink, modeling each function in the model as a parsimonious
expansion on a wavelet basis that is further subjected to variable selection (i.e. which wavelets to use

in the expansion) via non-linear shrinkage.

As was discussed before in the context of the application of wavelets to the problem of additive models in
NESD, another possibility is just simply ignore the nonequispaced condition on the predictors and apply the
wavelet methods directly to the observed sample. Even though this might seem a somewhat crude approach,
we will show that it is possible to implement this procedure via a relatively simple algorithm, obtaining good

statistical properties and estimation results.
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1.1. About Periodic Wavelets

For the implementation of the functional estimator, we choose periodic wavelets as an orthonormal basis.
Even though this kind of wavelets exhibit poor behaviour near the boundaries (when the analyzed function
is not periodic, high amplitude wavelet coefficients are generated in the neighborhood of the boundaries)
they are typically used due to the relatively simple numerical implementation and compact support. Also,
as was suggested by Johnstone (1994), this simplification affects only a small number of wavelet coefficients

at each resolution level.

Periodic wavelets in [0, 1] are defined by a modification of the standard scaling and wavelet functions:

i (@) = Yiez dinle — 1), (1)
7 (@) =Dz Yk —1). (2)

It is possible to show, as in [21], that {(b?’ekT(m), 0<k<2 —1,j> O} constitutes an orthonormal basis for
L5[0,1]. Consequently, U2 ,V,"" = 1[0, 1], where V”*" is the space spanned by {gbff{(a:% 0< k<2 — 1}.

This allows to represent a function f with support in [0, 1] as:

291

F(@) = (@), 865 (@) dh5 (x) + D D (f@), ¥ (@)l (). (3)

>0 k=0

Also, for a fixed j = J, we can obtain an orthogonal projection of f(z) onto V; denoted as P ;(f(z))

given by:

271

Py(f(2) = Y (f(2), 55 (@)l (@) (4)

k=0
Since periodized wavelets provide a basis for L2([0, 1]), we have that || f(x) — P;(f(z)) |l2— 0 as J — oco.
Also, it can be shown that || f(z) — Ps(f(x)) |lcc— 0 as J — oo. Therefore, we can see that P ;(f(z))

uniformly converges to f as J — oo. Similarly, as discussed in [22] it is possible to assess the approximation

error for a certain density of interest f using a truncated projection (i.e. for a certain chosen detail space

J). For example, using the s-th Sobolev norm of a function defined as:

I f(@) [|s= \//(1 + |2[2)2|f () de, (5)

one defines the H® sobolev space, as the space that consists of all functions f whose s-Sobolev norm

exists and is finite. As it is shown in [22]:

I £(2) = Ps(f(@)) ll2< 277 | £ lzrepoy - (6)



From (), for a pre-specified € > 0 one can choose J such that || f(z) —P(f(z)) ||2< e. In fact, a possible

choice of J could be:

€

7> [~ logy( 7)

7 Twon)

Therefore, it is possible to approximate a desired function to arbitrary precision using the MRA generated

by a wavelet basis.
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2. Wavelet-based Estimation in Additive Regression Models

Suppose that instead of the typical linear regression model y = Z;’:l Bjxj+ Po+e€ which assumes linearity

in the predictors x = (1, ..., Zp), we have the following:

f(x) = Bo+ fax)+o-e
p
= Bo+ Y filaj)+o-e (8)
j=1
where ¢, independent of x, E[e] = 0, E[e?] = 1, 0 > 0, 0 < oo. Similarly, xiiijh(x), an unknown design

density of observations and {fi(), ..., fp()} are unknown functions to be estimated.

2.1. Problem statement and derivation of the Estimator

Suppose that we are able to observe a sample {y; = f(x;),x;}{~, where x;, ...,xn“r;flh(x). We are
interested in estimating By and {fi(), ..., fp()}. For simplicity (without loss of generality) and identifiability,

we assume:

(A1) The density h(x) is of the continuous type and has support in [0, 1]?. Also, we assume Jej, > 0 s.t.
h(x) > €, Vx € [0, 1]P.

(A2) For k =1,...,p, fol fr(x)dxy = 0.

(A3) For k = 1,....,p, sup |fu(z)] < My < oo and inf {fr(z)} > mjp > —oo. This implies that for
JCE[Ovl] 326[0,1]

k=1,...p, fr € L2([Oa 1])

(A4) The design density h() belongs to a generalized Holder class of functions of the form:
H(B,L) = {h:[0%h(x) = 0%h(y)| < L | x—y {7, Y € NP, st = 8], ¥x,y € 0,17} (9)

where 9% f 1= O - ... - Op" f = %, and |af := 3°%_, a;. Also, suppose that [0%h| < Mj, for all
fl:l 0% p
x € [0,1]P and || < [B].

(A5) The density h(x) is uniformly bounded in [0, 1], that is, Vx € [0, 1]7, |h(x)| < M, M < oco.

Furthermore, since {qﬁ?‘i]:(x), kel0,29 —1],5 > O} spans L5([0,1]), each of the functions in (8 can be

represented as:
271

A) =33 ghr(@), 1=1,..p, (10)

>0 k=0
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where cglk) denotes the j, k—th wavelet coeflicient of the [—th function in the model. Similarly, for some fixed
J that f; j(x), ! =1,...,p is the orthogonal projection of f;(x), onto the multiresolution space. Therefore,

f1.7(x) can be expressed as:

271
fa(@) =3 Sl (@), 1=1,..p, (11)
k=0
where:
ch; = (fi(z) per / filx peT l=1,...,p. (12)

Based on the model (8) and , it is possible to approximate f(x) by an orthogonal projection f;(x) onto the
multiresolution space spanned by the set of scaling functions { Hr(@),0 <k < 27 — 1} by approximating

each of the functions f;() as described above. Therefore, f;(x) can be expressed as:

p2—1

—a 3 Y g (13)

=1 k=0
Now, the goal is for a pre-specified multiresolution index J, to use the observed samples to estimate the

unknown constant 3y and the orthogonal projections of the functions f; j(z),l=1,...,p

Remarks
(i) Note that the scaling function ¢(z) for the wavelet basis {qﬁé”e,:(x), kel0,20 —1],5> O} is absolutely
integrable in R. Therefore, [ [¢(z)|dz = Cy < co.

(ii) Also, from the above conditions, the variance of the response y(x) is bounded for every x € RP.

(iii) The assumption that the support of the random vector X is [0, 1] can be always satisfied by carrying
out appropriate monotone increasing transformations of each dimensional component, even in the case
when the support before transformation is unbounded. In practice, it would be sufficient to transform

the empirical support to [0, 1]P.

2.1.1. Derivation of the estimator for Py

From the model definition presented in , and assumption (A2) we have that:

P p 1
[, oS stanax = 3 [ sty

= bo (14)

Therefore, under assumptions (A1) and the last result, it is possible to obtain 3y as:

By = Ex. [f(X)} '

h(X)
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Indeed,

fx)7 Bo+ >0 1 fi(Xj)+oe
=[] = e A
P (X
= fBo+Ex Jhl(;z)( J)]
= fo-

As a result of , a natural data-driven estimator of [y is

%Z (16)

where an() is a suitable non-parametric density estimator of h(), e.g. a kernel density estimator.

2.1.2. Derivation of the estimator for the wavelet coefficients c( )

Based on the multiresolution space spanned by the orthonormal functions { o )}, and assumption

(A2), the wavelet coefficients for each functional can be represented as:

CJk —/ fi(@)dlyy (w)dy . (17)

Expanding the right-hand-side (rhs) of the last equation, we get:

! 1
./ofl(xl)gﬁ?}?(xl)dml = _/Ofl(:m)( 5?(%)—2*%) dx;

/01 Bo + zp:fj(xj) ( P () — 2—%) dx;

j=1

/[O " / Bo + Z f] J}J ( {)]C}:(xl) — 2_%> dl‘ldX(,l) s

where x(_;) corresponds to the random vector x without the /—th entry. It is easy to see that (17) holds
because of assumption (A2) and the fact that fO P (z)dx = 27%. The proof for this last claim can be
found in [Xppendi= &)

Now, if we consider (A1), we can see that an alternative way to express could be:

O _ g | X () —27%)
ThT h(X)

(18)

Indeed,



= EX,&

(60 + Z?:l f](XJ) +o- 6)( %}C}J(xl) _ 2_%)
h(X)

()]
= Cyj-

From , similarly as for 8y, we obtain a natural data-driven estimator of c(Jl,)€ as:

n : per ; _2_%

- 19
nia hin (%) 1)

2.2. Asymptotic Properties of the FEstimator

In this section, we study the asymptotic properties of the estimates proposed in and and
175 propose necessary and sufficient conditions for the pointwise mean squared consistency of the estimator,

under assumptions (A1)-(A5).

2.2.1. Unbiasedness and Consistency of Bo

Next, we analyze the asymptotic behavior of the estimator 3y assuming assumptions (Ak1)-(Ak4) stated

in [Xppendix O hold.

w0 Asymptotic Behavior of E(By)

From 1} and the hierarchy of convergence for random variables, it follows that for a fixed x, b (x) E) h(x).
7 1

Let’s consider now a function g : [es, M] — [0, Bp], for €, > 0, By, < 00, defined as g(hn(x)) = 7 =L Since
hn(x) satisfies (A5)-(A6), g(h) is bounded and continuous, which implies:
1 1
E |- — . (20)
hn (X) n— 00 h(x)

In fact, since g(h,(x)) = —%

b ()
185 Taylor series expansion around h(x) and results (C.5)) and (C.8)), it is possible to obtain:

is continuous in (0,00) and admits infinitely many derivatives , by using a

&
fa
ke
/N
>
3
—~~ | =
X
N———
>
|
TN
>=
3?»—‘
N———
B
IN

3 { |Bias(ha(x))] + Var(hn (x)) + Bias(hn(x))? }
€

IN

1
5 25 21
0{6 + 5+ } (21)

for k > 1 and a sufficiently large C' > 0 (independent of n, §).

10
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Therefore, under the choice § ~ n~ Zﬂlﬂ, E [( 1 ) ] converges to (ﬁ) at a rate ~ n~ 25+2 for

B (%)
k > 1. Here the expectation is taken with respect to the joint density of the iid sample.

Similarly, the last result leads to:

2
1 1

Ex, .. x, = - — —0,

Xi,..,X (hn(x) h(x))

_ 28
as n — oo at a rate ~n  28+p.

Now, letting x to be random, using conditional expectation it is possible to obtain:

hn(X) R (%)

From and the last result, the dominated convergence theorem implies:

1
E | = — 1
hn(X) n—oo
Using the definition of BO and the model 7 we obtain:

hn(X)

P 1

Therefore, from (20)-(24) and under (A2),(A3), the dominated convergence leads to:

E[BO} = 6o+ E Zf=1fl(Xl)]

Bo + Ex

Bo +Ex

E [Bo} =2 Po,

105 which shows that BO is asymptotically unbiased for f.

Asymptotic Behavior of Var(B)
From the definition of Bo and , we can see that:

11

(22)

(24)

(25)
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Var(Bo) = 1Var<AY )

n han (X)
1 y?
T [ ha(X)?
1 Y?
< ;EX EXl,...,Xn\X:x (Wp( = X)] . (27)

Now, if n — oo, from conditions (A2) and (A3), and the dominated convergence theorem, it follows:

Y? Y?
Ex lExl,...,xnxX (E(X)2|X = X)] n:ooE [h(X)Q} i (28)
Thus,
Var(fo) .0, (29

provided E {MLXQ)Q} < 00.
Finally, putting together and we obtain that /3’0 is consistent for fSy.

2.2.2. Unbiasedness and Consistency of the éf]lll

In this section, we study the asymptotic behavior of the wavelet coefficient estimators é(Jl,l for a fixed J,

assuming that conditions (A1)-(A5) and (Ak1)-(Ak4) hold.

Asymptotic Behavior of E(éf},l)

Yi (¢$7€r(liz)*27%)

For a fixed J, [ =1,....,p, and k = 0,...,27 — 1,we have that éL(]l,)c = %Z?:l TR . Therefore,
Yol (Xi) A

E[ef)] =E| =L =0 —2tE (5] 30

Tk o (X) Bo (30)

Following the same argument as in the case of the asymptotic behavior of 30, we find that the first term of

(30) can be represented as:

Yoy (XD | _ Yoy, (X)
ﬁn(X) 1 = Ex |Ex,, . x,.x ( Bn(X) X)]
= Ex|Y gi;r(Xl) . EX17~--7Xn|X (}A%EX)D()} .

Since J is assumed fixed and (A3) holds, by the dominated convergence theorem, it follows that:

YO (XD - Bx, ... .1 <f|x)] B[] (1)

Ex o (X)

12



210 Furthermore, by (A3) and (A.1):

220

Yd”’”()] _ ) e s
B | o L. ot 30| oo
1
= /fz(ﬂﬁl)cﬁpﬁf(ﬂ?l)dﬂﬁlJF?_%ﬁo

= ) 1o%p. (32)

Finally, putting together the last result and , it follows:

(1 l
E[ef] — i, (33)

which shows that the wavelet coefficient estimators é(,l,)c are asymptotically unbiased, for J fixed, [ =1, ...

and k=0, ...,27 — 1.

7p7

. . (1
Asymptotic Behavior of Var(c!(”)c

J
Yi| o5y (Xa)—27 2
For a fixed J,l =1,...pand k = 0,...,27 — A(Jl,)c =1 ZZ 1 ( Jk;;n(xi) ) , the variance of ¢ ch is
given by:
1 Y peT(X'l) J oA
Var (c(l)> = Var| - Sk 2R 9m 2
Tk n ; hn(XZ) 60
1 Y HPe" Y per R
= —Var 7(/) (X0) +27Var (ﬂo) —2Cov Zid) i ),2_%60 (34)
TR 72 ()

1
= Va+27Vao+2Vs.
n

By using the model defined in (8) we find that for Vi, = LVar (%)

PET X per X
Ve = Varx (Exl,...,xn|x {T;{)l)\x]) + Ex [Varxl,...,xnm (#D(ﬂ :

— Varx (Ydfﬁr(Xl) Ex,.. X.x [ (X)|XD + Ex {(Y(Z)per( )2 - Varx,,. .. x.x (ﬁ,jX)

) ey

By the dominated convergence theorem, it follows:

Yo (X1) Y (X1)
Var (W) n::o Var (h()()) (36)

where the last result holds since:

13
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! X =x and
X1, Xp | X=x }ALW(X) n— oo h(x)’
\% ! = 0
arx,,..X,|X=x fln(X)| =x| —
This implies,

1 Y per

—Var L() — 0. (37)
n hn(X) n—oo

Proposition 2

Let us suppose that conditions (A1)-(A5) and (Ak1)-(Ak4) hold hold. Then:

Y ohe (X, ))2 ) 1 ( 1 ) 1
E|( 222200 | < 08y, p, 0% M7) -4 = (ogy(—)] =1) + ——— % 38
(Foas oot ap) - & (Moma(1 1) + gty (39)
where C(Bo,p, 02, My) = (p- My + |Bo))? + 02. This result shows that Var (%) is bounded from

above, provided p < 0o, 0 < 0o and conditions (A1)-(A5) and (Ak1)-(Ak4) hold. Therefore,

Y P (X, Y P (X
Var Ai(l) — Var <(l)> < 00
The proof can be found in

Similarly, as for V.1, let’s consider the behavior of V.3 = Cov (i Z?:l % , 2*53()). Using the

covariance definition and the iid assumption for the sample {y; = f(x;),x;} 4, it follows that:

273 | & Yoy (Xan) Yidhi (Xa) Y,
Vc = COU = A C ~ . 39
AP (mx» )ZZ ( (X W) (39)
i#j

Proposition 3

Let us suppose assumptions (A1)-(A5) and (Ak1)-(Ak4) are satisfied. The following results hold:

n Y¢per( ) 7%A
C’ov(n;hn(Xi),Q ﬁo> — 0, (40)

which further implies that for any fixed J, [ =1,...,p, and k =0, ...,27 — 1

Cov (ﬁo, ch) n:zoO. (41)

The corresponding proofs can be found in

14



Putting together (29} , and (40)) it follows that for a fixed J, I =1,...,p, and k =0, ...,27 — 1:

Var (é5)) — 0. (42)

n—oo

Finally, from 1' and we get that for a fixed J, [ =1,....,p, and k = 0,...,27 — 1, é},l is consistent for

l
235 Cf]l)c

2.2.8. Unbiasedness and Consistency of fJ(m)
From lb we have that f;(x) = 8o+ > |, iigl cf,l,)c o (x). If results and are substituted

in the expression for f;(x), the data-driven estimator can be expressed as:

p 27-1

/80+Z Z A(l) per

=1 k=0

Since both £y and éf]l,)c are asymptotically unbiased, it follows:

E |:fAJ(X)j| T fi(x), and (43)

240 o S
Var (fJ(X)) Var (50) +Var Z Z A(l) :Der (1) | +2Cov 507 Z Z A(l) pcr ' (44)

=1 k=0 =1 k=0

In order to show that Var (fJ (x)) — 0, we just need to prove that the second term of the expression
n—oo
goes to zero as n — co. This can be seen from and .

Proposition /

For any s # k, s,k =0,...,27 — 1 and fixed J, under the stated assumptions:

A1) A
Cov (cjk, CJS> nngO. (45)
2as  The proof can be found in
From it follows:

J_1
per

p 2

ap> ) el (46)

I=1 k=0

Finally, from , and , it is clear that Var ( f J(X)) = 0. This result together with
n oo

implies that:

Fa(x) 5 fr(x). (47)
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Therefore, the estimator f;(x) is consistent for f(x).

Remarks
(i) The results and derivations presented in Propositions 1-4, indicate that our estimator f;(x) suffers from
the course of dimensionality. In fact, the dependence from the dimension p of the random covariates x

influence in both the convergence rate of the density estimator ﬁn(x) and the constant C'(So, p, 0%, M )

(ii) As can be seen from this section results, one of the key assumptions used to show consistency of
the estimates f 7(x), éy,)c and [, is that the multiresolution index J is kept fixed. This ensures that

| per

"% (x)] < oo, which enables the use of the dominated convergence theorem. Nonetheless, as it will

be shown in the next section, it is possible to relax such assumption, enabling that J = J(n) and

furthermore, J(n) — oo as n — oo.

2.3. Ly Risk Analysis of the Estimator fJ(a:)

In the last section, we showed that the estimates f; (x), éf]l,)g and f3y are unbiased and consistent for f; (x),

c(Jl,)f and fy respectively. In this section we provide a brief Ly risk analysis for the model estimate f;(x) and
we show that R(f;, f) = E ||| fs(x) — f(x)||§} converges to zero as n — 00.

As it will be demonstrated next, the rate of convergence of f 7(x) is influenced by the convergence proper-
ties of the kernel density estimator A, (x) and the smoothness properties of the set {qﬁ’}e,: (r),0 <k <2/ — 1}

generated by the scaling function ¢(z), together with the functions {f;(x)}]_, that define the additive model.

From the definition of f;(x) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, it follows:

E 1260 = FI3] <2 (B [I1f500) — B O] + 1EL ()] — £(0)113) (48)
Note that the first term on the rhs of corresponds to the variance of the estimate f;(x), while the second

represents the square of the bias(f;(x)).

Proposition 5

Assume conditions (A1)-(A5) and (Ak1)-(Ak4) are satisfied. Then for J = J(n) it follows:

E |60 - ELL ]I = 0 (27n7) . (49)
The corresponding proof can be found in

16



Proposition 6

In addition to conditions (A1)-(A5) and (Ak1)-(Ak4), assume conditions 1-7 described in
275 hold. Then:

ELfs ()] = FIF = O (2277555 4 272/ (WA =z g JONHD ) (50)

The corresponding proof can be found in

Proposition 7
Define F = {f|fi € L2([0,1]), fi € W5 T([0,1]), —co <my < fi < Mj < o0}, where f(x) = By +
SP | fi(zr), and W, T1([0,1]) represents the space of functions that are twice-differentiable with fl(k) €
a0 Lo([0,1]), & = 1,2. Suppose assumptions for Propositions 5 and 6 hold, and conditions (A1)-(A5) and
(Ak1)-(Ak4) are satisfied. Then, it follows:

sup (E [I1fs(x) - fx)I] ) < Cn=(F5)(55), (51)

feFr

s
provided and , and J = J(n) such that 27(") ~ 1 CFFRI NS

Also, it is possible to show:

EIfs00 ~ELLIB] = 0 (n (58 (#5))  an (52)
B ()] - Fllf = 0 (n~(FRIER)) . (53)

The corresponding proofs can be found in

285 Remarks and comments

(i) The additional assumptions described in [Appendix H| are needed to use the wavelet approximation
results presented in chapters 8-9 (Corollary 8.2) of [23].

(ii) As proposed in [23], the simplest way to obtain the wavelet approximation property utilized in the
derivation of is by selecting a bounded and compactly supported scaling function ¢ to generate
200 { f;’e,:(x),nggQJfl}

(iif) In the derivations for the convergence rate for the estimator f;(x), the smoothness assumptions for
the unknown functions f; and the wavelet scaling function ¢ play a key role. In this sense, the index
N corresponds to the minimum smoothness index among the unknown functions {fi,..., f,} and the

scaling function ¢.

17
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(vii)

From and , it holds that the variance term of the estimator f 7(x), for large dimensions p is influ-
enced primarily by the smoothness properties of the functional space that contains {f;(z),l=1,...,p}
and the wavelet basis { Pe(x),k=0,..,27 — 1}. Also, for n sufficiently large, the bias term dominates

in the risk decomposition of f(x).

As a result of the introduction of the density estimator h,, (x) in the model, f;(x) suffers from the curse
of dimensionality. In particular, it is interesting to note that this effect affects only the bias term, since

as p = 00, E[|1£2(x) ~ E[fs (][] = O(n~ ), for ¥ > 1.

An alternative way to show the mean square consistency of the estimator f J(x) is via Stone’s theorem
(details can be found in Theorem 4.1 [2]), by assuming a model with no intercept (i.e. By = 0), and

expressing the estimator as:
n

fa(x) = ZWn,i(X) “Yi,

=1

. _J
) o D 271 57; (X)—2" 2 per . . .
where Wi, i(x) = > 711 > o (nhn(&) "% (x7). Then, the estimator is mean-square consis-

tent provided the following conditions are satisfied:

(a) For any n, 3¢ € R such that for every non-negative measurable function f satisfying Ef(X) < oo,
E{3, Wai(x) f(Xi)|} < cEf(X).

(b) For all n, 3D > 1 such that P{}"" | [W,(x)| < D} =1.

(c) For all a > 0, Jim E {3 Wi (%) 1%, —x||>a} } = 0.

(d) 30, W) = 1.

— 00

(e) lim E{Y>", W,,(x)*} =0.

n—oo

Indeed, for the estimator f;(x) conditions (a)-(e) are satisfied, provided assumptions (A1)-(A5) and
(Ak1)-(Ak4) hold, and for all x € [0,1]?, lim ‘1 _ )

n— 00 il'n. (x)

18



sis 2.4. Implementation illustration and considerations

Implementation illustration

In this section, we illustrate the application of the proposed method in a controlled experiment. For this

purpose, we choose the following functions for the construction of model :

1
file) = V/2sin (27 z)
fale) = 1-dfo— ]
f3(z) = —cos(dmz+1)

fiz) = 8 (x—;>2—§

folz) = % cos (272)

folx) = Lcos (47 x)

V2

The estimator f 7(x) was obtained using a box-type kernel with a bandwidth given by d(n) = 30" 7.
320 For the multiresolution space index .J, we chose J(n) = 4 + |0.3 logy(n)]|. The selection of the wavelet
filter was Daubechies with 6 vanishing moments and the sample sizes used for this illustration were n =

512, 4096 and 8192.

Similarly, the noise in the model was defined to be gaussian with zero mean and variance given by

02 = 0.45. This led to a Signal to Noise Ratio (SNR) of approximately 8.6; Finally, the joint distribution

3 3

s»s  for the predictors Xy, ..., X,, was generated by independent (0, 1) and a Beta(3, 5) random variables along

each dimension. For the evaluation of the scaling functions ¢";" we used Daubechies-Lagarias’s algorithm.

Remarks and comments
(i) Choice of bandwidth for the density estimator A, (x): During the implementation, we observed that

results were highly sensitive to the choice of the bandwidth §(n). We chose different values for a

330 constant K in a bandwidth of the form §(n) = K n" 7. Figures show results obtained using
K =3.

(ii) Sample size effect: As can be observed in both the bias and the variance of the estimated

functions show a decreasing behavior as n increases, which is consistent with theoretical results (51)),

and (53).

s (ili) Shadowing effect of the constant Sy: In some experiments, when the constant Sy was too large with
respect to the function effects, we observed that the method recovered the marginal densities of each

predictor instead of the unknown functions. This effect can be explained from the expressions for the

19
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Figure 1: Additive functions used for illustration of the Estimator fJ (x).

(D)

calculation of the empirical wavelet coefficients ¢} .

For this reason, we recommend standardizing the

response from the observed sample before fitting the model.

Sensitivity of the model to different random designs: In the case of design distributions that have fast
decaying tails, problems were observed when there was no sufficient information for the estimation
of the empirical coefficients in regions with low concentration of samples. Indeed, extremely large

empirical wavelet coefficients were obtained in those cases, inflating the bias in the estimation.

A possible remedial action for situation could be the use of the approach proposed in [I7], by threshold-
ing the density estimates according to some probabilistic rule, avoiding those samples for which ﬁn(x)

is smaller than a suitably defined A, > 0.

2.5. Conclusions and Discussion

This paper introduced a wavelet-based method for the non-parametric estimation and prediction of non-

mean-square consistency and illustrated practical results using theoretical simulations.

linear additive regression models. Our estimator is based on data-driven wavelet coefficients computed using
a locally weighted average of the observed samples, with weights defined by scaling functions obtained from an

orthonormal periodic wavelet basis and a non-parametric density estimator h.,. For this estimator, we showed

In addition, we

provided convergence rates and optimal choices for the tuning parameters for the algorithm implementation.

20
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Figure 2: Functions estimation for (a) Beta(

values at each sample point; In black-dashed lines, the actual function shape; In blue lines, the smoothed version of the function

values using lowess smoother.

As was seen in the sequel, the proposed estimator is completely data driven with only a few parameters of
choice by the user (i.e. bandwidth d(n), multiresolution index J(n) and wavelet filter). Indeed, the nature of

the estimator allows a block-matrix based implementation that introduces computational speed and makes

02 04 06 08 1
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values at each sample point; In black-dashed lines, the actual function shape; In blue lines, the smoothed version of the function
values using lowess smoother.

the estimator suitable for real-life applications. In our implementation, Daubechies-Lagarias’s algorithm was

used to evaluate the scaling functions ¢';" at the observed sample points X;;.

Furthermore, we tested our method using different exemplary baseline functions and two random designs

22
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via a theoretical simulation study. In our experiments, the proposed method showed good performance iden-
tifying the unknown functions in the model, even though it suffers from the "curse of dimensionality"; Also,

we observed that the estimator behaves accordingly to the large properties behavior that were theoretically

3
272

shown, which is an important feature for real-life applications.
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In terms of some of the drawbacks, we can mention that our method does not offer automatic variable
selection; however, this could be implemented by the thresholding the obtained empirical wavelet coefficients
in a post-estimation stage or by simple inspection, since a function that is zero over [0,1] maps to zero in the
wavelet projection. Similarly, the proposed estimator was observed to be highly sensitive to the bandwidth
choice 6(n), consequently, the use of cross-validation during the estimation stage might be helpful to improve

the accuracy of results.

Finally, in those design regions were the number of observed samples is small it is possible to obtain
abnormaly large wavelet coefficients; also as a result of the use of periodic wavelets, some problems may
arise at the boundaries of the support for each function. Nonetheless, this can be fixed: using the idea
developed by Pensky and Vidakovic (2001) [I7], it is possible to avoid those samples that are associated with

too-small density estimates fzn, stabilizing the estimated wavelet coefficients and reducing the estimator bias.

Based on out theoretical analysis and preliminary experiments, we can argue that our proposed method
exhibits good statistical properties and is relatively easy to implement, which constitutes a good contribution

in the statistical modeling field and in particular, in the analysis of the non-linear Additive regression models.
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220 Appendix A. Proof of fol o (z)dx = 2-%,

For j < 0, the Strang-Fix condition (see [24]) gives ¢jx(z) = 277/2, so the claim is trivial. In the case of

j >0, it follows:

[ore@e = % [ outermu

meZ

= Z/O 29/2(27 (x +m) — k)dx

meZ
[27 (2 +m) = 1]
(m+1)2-7
= Z/ | 29/2973p(t — k)dt
mez m2J
= 2*]'/2/ ot — k)dt =279/2 (A1)
R

which shows the desired result.
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Appendix B. Important results from Multivariate Taylor Series expansion.

425 In this section we provide definitions and results that will be needed for the derivation of the density

estimator h,,(x) properties.

Define & := (ai, ..., ap), B:= (B, ..., Bp), | := 30_ vy, 18] := 3°0_, Bj and ol = [[]_, a!. Similarly,
let:
P
x* = H x?j, x e R?, (B.1)
j=1
olel ¢
o%f = oM. 0 f = . B.2
f ! b oz - ... - Oxp” (B.2)

From the multinomial theorem, it follows that for any x € RP, and any integer k > O:

k!
Ix|F = ZZ e Z '7'55‘111 ceempr, st |al =k,
Qq:c .. Qe

[e5] a2 ap

K
= > o (B.3)

|| =k

Now, suppose a function f : R? — R, such that f € C*¥ on a convex open set S C RP. We are interested

in the Taylor series expansion of f(x) around a point xg € S.

If we look at the behavior of f() over the points that are in the line between x and xg, it follows that

any of those points x* can be contained in a set defined as:

L(x,x0) ={x" €8S s.t.Vt€[0,1]x" =%+ t(x —%0)} -

a3s Using the last definition, we have that Vx € L(x,xXp), f(x*) = f(x0+t(x—x0)) = g(¢). Define v = x—xq,

therefore, for 1 <[ < k, it follows:

gV(t)=(ve V) flxo+t-v),

where
0 0
(V.v)(l)f — (’1)187:614’...+’Up87$p)lf,

! a1 ap a1 o0%r

= |‘;=la!v1 Ce U I 8gagpf,
l « « (8%

= > L ugron S (B4)

|a|=1
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If we now make a Taylor series expansion of ¢g(t) around a point to, for § € [, to] it follows:

g™ () (t — to)*
K]

Letting to — 0 and ¢ — 1, we have that g\ (t5) — 2 lal=t Lot o L vp”0% f(x0) and g(t) — f(x).

[e 2

Therefore, the Taylor series expansion of f around x is given by:

k—1
ve V)V f(x0) | (ve V)M flxo+bv)
ro =3 )z' bo) k,( . . (B.5)
— ! !
Define the Taylor series expansion of f() around xg of order k and its remainder term as as:
k—1
_ (ve V)" f(xo)
fxo,k(x) - ar; l' )
v e V)®) f(xg 4 6v)
Rxo,k(v) = %l .
. Then, by Taylor’s theorem and (B.3)), it follows:
My, k
By ()] < Gy VIR (B.6)
provided assumption (A4) holds. Finally, from results (B.5) and (B.6)), it follows that:
f(X) - fxo,k(x) = Rxmk(v) . (B7)

Appendix C. Consistency of the Kernel density estimator.

In this section, we provide an overview of the asymptotic properties of the density estimator izn(), which
are needed later to show the consistency of the estimates 5y and éf]llz See [25] for a detailed discussion of

the Kernel Density estimator properties.

Consider a kernel-type density estimator given by:

- 1 e- 1 X—X;
hn(x)==>» —K ), C.1
0= 5k (57) (1)
where K (¥5%) = Ks(x,x;) and § = d(n) > 0 is a proper bandwidth, and K(x) > 0 is the kernel

function. This last condition guarantees that ﬁn(x) is non-negative and continuous as a finite sum of

positive and continuous functions.

From and it is clear that we need a kernel function such that h,(x) > 0 and bounded in the
support of h(). Assume that the chosen kernel satisfies:
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(Ak1). K(x) is real-valued, Borel measurable function with || K| < oco.

(Ak2). K(x) has §—1 (8 > 2) vanishing moments, i.e. [ K(v)||v|[fdv=0, s=1,...,8— 1.
(Ak3). K(x) belongs to Lo(RP).

(Ak4). K(x) satisfies [ K(v)dv =1 and [ K(v)||v]|[Jdv = My 5 < co.

(Ak5).  sup |Ks(x,y)| < C167P, for 6 =d(n) >0, C; > 0.
x,y€[0,1]P

(Ak6). sup E[(KZ(x,x;))] < C267P, for § =6(n) >0, Cy >0, Cy > 0.
x€1[0,1]»

Proposition 1
Consider a kernel that satisfies (Ak1)-(Ak6) and a random variable X defined on a probability space
(Q,S,P) with density h(). Assume (A1) and (A5) are satisfied, then h,() is consistent, provided né? — oo

and 6 — 0 as n — oo.

This means that Vx € [0, 1] for which P{w € Q|X(w) = x} > 0, it follows:

B (x) 5 h(x) (C.2)

Proof
Consider an iid sample {y;, x,;}?zl. It follows that the expectation of the density estimator (C.1)) takes

the form:

m%@n:/me@+&MV

If we subtract h(x) from the above expression, we get:

E[fn(x) — h(x)]

/K(v) [A(x + dv) — h(x)] dv,

/K(v) [A(x 4 0V) — hyx g(x 4+ 0V) + hyx g(x + 0V) — h(x)] dv,

/K(v) [A(x 4 0V) — hy g(x + 0V)] dv + /K(v) [hx,3(x + 6v) — h(x)] dv, (C.3)
provided assumption (Ak4) holds.

From 1' that in the second term of l) h(x + 0v)x,pg — h(x) = Z;:ll %. Morover, by
assumption (Ak2):

/K(v) [hx,g(x + 6v) — h(x)]dv =0. (C.4)
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Similarly, the first term of the rhs of (C.3|) can be expressed as: h(x + 0v) — hx g(x + V) = Rx 5(0V),
provided (B.7). Therefore, from , it follows:

Elhn(x) — h(x)] = / K(V)Ry (6v)dv
Bl )~ h)]| = [ K| Rep@vlav,
< M”‘S /K )[v||Zdv,
lbias(hy,)| < hﬁ(sﬁ (C.5)

a5 where C(h, ) = % Also, from the last set of equations, it is possible to obtain:

s E[hn(x) — h(x)]| < C(h, B)5". (C.6)

Now, for a fixed x, the variance of iLn(x), can be expressed and bounded as follows:

Var (i} (x )) - #Var (K (x_(le)) :

1 X — X1 2
<
- WE[K< x) ] |
< nél’ /K h(x + év)dv
C.7
- n61’ ’ (C.7)
. 2 M-C
E | (hn(x) - h < , C.8
o B (b0 -ne) | < A ©8)
provided assumptions (A6) and (Ak3) hold, for C = [ K(v)?dv.
From the above results, it is possible to express the L, risk of the estimator fzn(x) as:
R (ﬁn, h) =Var (ﬁn(x)) + bias(hn(x))? .
a0 Using results (C.5)) and (C.8)), we get that:
. M-C oy
< .
R(hn,h> < ===+ C(h B)S (C.9)
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Clearly, as n — oo, if nd? — oo and d? — 0, it follows that R (ﬁn, h) — 0. Therefore, iLn(X) is mean-square

consistent, which automatically implies:

B (%) 5 h(x) .

If we ignore the constants (with respect to n) in (C.9)), it is possible to show that the bandwidth §(n)
that minimizes R (ﬁn, h) is given by §* ~ n~ 7 (up to a constant) and thus, R (izn, h) >C- n~ .
Similarly, under this optimal bandwidth, we have that (C.8|) becomes:

R 2 2
sup E [(hn(x) —h(x)) } <M-Cn %% (C.10)
x€[0,1]P
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Appendix D. Derivation of an upper bound for E [(W) ]

Consider a sequence of constant positive piecewise functions {gs, b > 1} that satisfy:
(i) 0 < gp(x) < h(x), Vx € [0,1]7.
wo (i) g(x) < gbr1(x), Vx € [0, 17
(iii) gp(x) T h(x) as b — co.

Define gp(x) for b > |log, ( )j as follows:

1
€n

b
g(x) = ’
b h(x) >b
Therefore, we can express g,(x) as:
b-2b—1 ,
gb(X) = Z (?) l{x: Z%Sh(x)ﬁ%} +b- 1{x: h(x)>b} - (Dl)
r=1
From (D.1)), for a fixed b define:
1
Qny = {X;Sh(x)gr; }ar17"'7b’2b17
Q = {x:h(x)>0b}.

b
sos  This partitions the support of the random vector X into b-2° disjoints subsets for which Ufjl_l { O} U{W} =
[0, 1]P. Similarly, the sequence of functions {gp, b > 1} approximate h(x) from below, in a quantization fash-

ion. Therefore:

& ’ v er 2 er 2
g | (Y (X)\| _ S E You (X0 ol | (YO0 XD\
h(X) p— h(X) {xszﬁh(x)ﬁgb } h(X) {x:h(x)>b} | »
per 2 ob_ ohe (X1)%1 x: L5 <h(x)< 2L T (X )21 0 ,
- {(%X()XZ)) } : <(p.Mf + 10"+ U2> (Z?_Ql E { {h,()é)2 s +E [W]) )
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505

E

Y¢per( ) 2 ) 2 -1 ¢per (bper( )
(h(X)) ] < ((P'Mf"‘\ﬁoD +02) /w o, h(X) —endx |
b-2°—1 per per 2

J (X1)
Z / gb X dx+/9b 9n(X) ]
b

(?aab—1y+z>,

I
)
=
=
+
=
=l
=
+
Q
(V]
N—

IN

IN

<

IN
~ ~~ —~ ~~
—
=
=
+
=
S
=
+
qw
~— ~— ~— ~——
E
=
7 N
—~
o
)
(=2l
|
—
S~—
+
—_
~_

1 1
{%(%&Qﬁkﬂ>+ﬂ%ﬂ;ﬂ}, (D.2)

where the last result holds since the function f(b) = 2°(b2° — 1) + § is strictly increasing in b and b >
[log, ().

Remarks

Note that this bound could be further improved if instead of piecewise constant functions, we use a dif-

ferent approximation technique. Nonetheless, obtaining tight bounds is not the intention of this derivations,
per

but instead showing that the second moment of the random variable %X()XI) is bounded under suitable

conditions.
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Appendix E. Asymptotic correlation between % and ,5’0.

Similarly as for V. in , consider the asymptotic behavior of V.3 = Cov (% E?:l % , 2_%30)
assuming conditions (A1)-(A5) and (Ak1)-(Ak6) hold. Using the covariance properties and the iid sample

{yl — f(Xi)7Xi}?:17 lt fOHOWSZ

% Yo" (Xy) s Yiehy (Xa)  Y;
o (S ) e (e )
i#£j

Casei=j

We have fori=j,i=1,...,n

[ Yiduw Xa) Y Yol (X)) | g | Y
ha(Xi)  ha(X5) hn(X) ha(X) ]

Using conditional expectation in the same way as in [23| and applying dominated convergence, it follows:

Y(Zsper( it) Y; YQQSPW( 1) Y¢P€T( )
< B (X5) ’iln(Xi)>n—_>>ooE|:]7j()():| BoE {h(X)] (E.2)

Y2 (x|
hn (X)2

Case i # j

For i # j,i,7 =1,...,n, it is possible to obtain:

Yo" (X : VY65 (X Vs (X,
C’ov( A“”“( 'l),AYJ ) gk = A( )]—E . (l)]]EAY
ha(Xi) " ha(X5) i (Xi) i (X) i (X) B (X)
From the definition of h,(X) in (C.1)), it follows:
- K0) n-1.
X.) = _1(X
hn( z) ndp + n hn 1( z)a

therefore, for n sufficiently large:

ha(X,) = A (X)),

provided nd? uniformly goes to oo, where iL,EL:ll) (X;) corresponds to the kernel density estimator computed

without the i—th sample, evaluated at X;.

Let X(7"77) denote the sample {X1,...,X,,} without X;,X;. Therefore, using conditional expectation

and for n sufficiently large:
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AYY Pti7(Xil) XiyxjH 7
1

= Ex. x. |YiY;oP<" Exci-nix x, | ————————1X, X |
X, (Y00, (Xu) - Bxonix, x, lhn(xi)hn(Xﬂ' JH

VY00 (Xa) [
ST W = By x| Excnonix x
By (X )P (X)) S

Q

ilnill (Xi)h’n—l X )

er 1
Ex, x; |YiY;dy (Xa) - Excio-nix, x, [ (—1) A(fj)( |Xi’Xj]1 .
J

Using the last result and dominated convergence, it follows:

Y;Y; 05 (X Y;Y; 08 (Xa
g H] S B, MO

fln(xi)ﬁn(xj) h(X;)h(X;)
Yol (Xi)
W Bo - E {h(X) ) (E.3)
provided the iid condition of the observed sample. Finally,
Yiohy (Xa) Y [Y¢p”( )} [Yqﬁpw( )}
Cov - , = — E|— | — [y E | —%—| ,
( () %)) e PETRX TP TR
T 0. (E.4)
525 Therefore, using and in , it follows:
_% per - Y: per .
Vg = 22 nCov Y(? (X ),AYZ +n(n—1)Cov S0 (Xu) AYJ ,
n hn(Xl) hn(Xi) hn(Xi) hn(Xj)
- HPET . . _ - HPET ) .
= o4 Yooy [ Xl (Xa) . Yi + nn > Y con [ Y1022 (X”), Y .
n hn(Xz) hn(Xi) n hn(XZ) hn(xj)
This last result implies:
chp e (Xa) g
Cov —r 272 — 0. E.5

As a corollary, we can see that from ([E.5|), it follows that C'ov (ﬁo , cjk) —> 0. In fact, note that Cov (,60 , ch)

can be expressed as:

i=1

Therefore, from and l , it is clear that Cov (50, é%) = 0 as desired.
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Finally, this asertion also implies that:

A p 27-1
Cor o, 3% &)
I=1 k=0

by the properties of the covariance function.
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Appendix F. Asymptotic convergence of Cov (cy,l R é(Jlg)

For any s # k, s,k = 0,...,27 — 1 and fixed J, assuming conditions (A1)-(A5) and (Ak1)-(Ak6) hold,

it follows:

o Vil (Xa) AL
ool ) - C<Zh<x> o L 25)

=1
Y¢per( )

YY(?’M (Xi) 9 (Xj0) 2
i=1j=1 i) in A

, 1 Yol (Xa)
ﬂon; %)

_ 1 ¢ YYQSJ?: X))oy (Xa) | —4 o1 N Yioh (X))
B [nQ ;Jz:l (X7)hn(Xj) ] e <ﬁ0’ " ; }AL"(Xz) )

R 1 Yi0hs (Xa) _4 s 1= Yigh (Xa)

i=1 i=1

R o Rl IR CHE EAR

i=1

L G- VY0 () g (X o1 Vi (X

_ Z ) ( ]l) _2—%00,0 ﬁ07 72 ZAJS( ll)
n? X;)hn(X;) i ha(X)
i=1 j=1 i=1 n 1

7% R n Y¢p€T( ) . R
272Co (BOa H;W> +2""Var (/BO)
R s o ol

i=1 =1

i=1

J

2 4R +2'E [Bg] - [cf}}g} E [cf,lz} ,

) [50} E

Using the same argument that led to (E.3)), for i # j, it follows:

ha(Xi) i (X5) h(X h(X

Y50 ( u>¢3?:"<xﬂ>] . E[w’”() )}E[W”() >}_

Similarly, for ¢ = j:

T (X)2 h(X)?

Y2 per XL per ; Y2 per per X
O (Xu) ol (X o]%E{ O (X5 <z>}'
n— oo
Therefore, it follows that:

Cov (c%, C(JZD — 0,

n—oo

as desired.
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Appendix G. Proof of Proposition 5.
540 Let’s assume conditions (A1)-(A5) and (Ak1)-(Ak4) are satisfied. For i = 1, ..., n, define:

Ki(zy) = 27) ¢@2'2—k)p2'y — k) (G.1)
k

ZZ(X) = (Z Zl7xl ) —E lh ( ) (ZKJ Xll,xl)>] . (G2)

=1
Since X1, ..., X,, are iid, Z;(x), i = 1,...,n are iid with E[Z;(x)] = 0. From the definition of f;(x) and Z;(x),

after some algebra it is possible to get:

2
27—1 P n
A A P -5 CT 1
B (17560 ~BLGIIE] < B[ S1G- Bl (127 3 ST | 112200 1 ax|
0,1]» k=0 i=1 i=1
27-1 p 2
< 9E [(50_1[«:[50])2}/ 1-27% 3" Y ¢her (@) | dx
[0,1]7 k=0 I=1
2 n
+= E||Y Zix)|*|dx. (G.3)
n* Jioap ;
Denote:
271 p 2
J
Sy = / 1-272 Z Z¢W dx,
[0,1]7 k=0 =1
S;2 = E[(Bo—Elpo])?] = Var (Bo) :
2 n
Sfs = — E|l) Zix)
f3 n2 0.1 ; 4
Computations for Sy
545 Expanding the squared argument for Sy1, it follows:
271 p 27-1 p 271
SRR A (EEE 9 SPTHRD 95 3 v SR A0 Pt
[0,1]» I=1 k=0 I=1 k=0 m=1 ko=0
Jp2h1 p 2/-1 p 271
= 1—21_522/ A (1) d:vl—i—zz Z Z/ / e ()P, () d iy, -
I=1 k=0 I1=1 k1 =0 m=1 ko=0
Since fo | 955 (1) | day < Cy277 and {qﬁf),e,:(x),k =0,..,27 — 1} are orthonormal, it follows:
Sp=(@-12+p* (2" -1)=0(27). (G.4)
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Computations for Syo

Using the identity Var(X) = E[X?] — (E[X])?, since By = L 31 | i ('i 5 itis possible to show:
EB = = e,
4] 2 2; o (Xa) o (X,)

< (|Bo|+P]V;’f) +o° Z]E 1 +%ZE Y 7
n i=1 h ( ) n i<j hn(Xl)hn(Xj)

. wamMﬁ+ﬁEM 2§:[
n n(X)? ? i<j hin i)hn(Xj)

< (|50|+PMf)2+02E |ﬁo\+pr) +02E 1

- n fzn h(X)?

17,2; [ n Z) n(XJ)‘| .

Now, since |E [ } | < Cn~ %% and h(x) > e, it follows:

1 1
hn(X)2  h(X)?

E [Bg] < Cyn" I 4 Cyn! ZIE

1<j

hn(Xi )Hn(Xj)] ’

sso  for 01 =C- (|ﬂo| +pr)2 +O’2 and 02 = M.

€h
Since né? uniformly converges to oo, hy,(X;) & iLiL:? (X;), for n large. The notation ~ means that the

ratio between the lhs and the rhs terms goes to 1 as n — oo. Also, since we have an iid sample, it holds:

YY) I YY)
E AAJ‘| = Exhxj EX<7i‘7j)|Xi,Xj (A(—i) Ag—j) |XZ,X]> R
h”(XZ)h" (XJ) L hn—l(Xi)hn—l (XJ)
- v v
= Ex,x, |[Exc-i-» <A_i)Xi,Xj> Ex(-i-5 <A_j)J|Xi,Xj>] ,
L hnfl(Xl) h‘nfl (XJ)
Y; Y.
~ Ex, x; |Exci-» <Al> Ex-i,-» <A X ) ,

([r])

hn(X)

This implies:

E[3] < w(mﬁw+n1)+mn;D<E

) , (G.5)

for some C* > max {C1,C2} > 0. Similarly, it follows:

40



E[Bo] _ g |t Xl film) te
T (X) ’
B Y
hn(X)
sss The last result, together with imply:
2 (n—1) vy 1\ vy 1\
a2] A % gﬁ+5 1 n\n — .
] () = (o) 22 (5[0 ]) - (5 [5))
2
< o (BB o[ |)
n han (X)
< C* <n73g15+n_1)7
Spp = O, (G.6)

Thus, from (G.4]) and (G.6), it follows that:

Sp1Sp =0 (2'n71) .

Computations for Sys

From Rosenthal’s inequality, 3C(2) > 0 such that:

n

> Zix)

i=1

2
= E
1= Joae

A

] < 40(2) [0 - E[Zl(X)Q} dX,

IA
IS
Q
Sl
)=
—

=
N
"

o™
QL
"

By the definition of Z;(x), it follows:

[ 9 55>

sso From the orthonormality of the scaling functions { Ho (@), k=0, ..., 27 — 1} and l) it follows:

Y2 (Xa) o (Xim) /
: 1 2 P ()P (T )dX .
i (X2 oap (1))

1 klzk‘g l=m

iy (@)D, (T )dx =

/ 0 /451#]{32 l=m
(0,17 27 ki=ky l£m

2-7 ki# ko 1l#m
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Therefore,

[ e < 3

Y2¢>< Vo (X, >D
< )2

p 27-1 2 ,per per
o Z Z (IE i Pny (Xit) @y, ( )]) .
l#m k1#k2 h (X )
Since sup {Bo + Y1y filz1)} < (|Bo| + pMy), we can show:
x€[0,1]»
Y2¢p6?”( )2 9 ) PGT(X.Z)2
E| k22 < +pMy)" + D LIS U
(X2 (5 +paag)* o) B | S0 s

er 2 1 o 1
]E ¢§k (le) (iln(Xz)Q h(X)2>] )
Ci-C-n 2/3+1’E[ per(X“)2] )

IN

< Cy-C-Mn 7% (G.7)

for Cy = ((|ﬁo\ —|—pr)2 + 02) and M as the upper bound of the density h(x) from assumption (A5).

Similarly, when [ # m, it follows:

2 . per per . per ) per .
L) (X"”)] < (<|ﬁo|+pr>2+a2)El‘%“;”) Jk(X““)],

o (X0)? n(a)?
1 1 T (Xa) ol (Xim)
< E Per (VP (X _ _ Jk ? Jk vm
< i (Xa) 95y (Xim) (hn(Xi)Q h(X)2> + h(X)? 7
er er Cl er er
< Ci-C-n 25“’]]5[ e (Xa) o5y (Xim)] + ?E[ e (X)) (Xim)]
h
< 0,-C- MQ—Jnfzaip + Q;MTJ
€h
ses In the case ky # ko [ # m, it is possible to show:
. Y2 (Xa) oy, (Xom) | _ oB e (Xi) 85, (Xim)
(X2 - hin (X2 ’
1 1 B (X)) (Xim)
< C.E per Xi per Xim _ _ Jk1 Jk2
< 1 Jkl( l) Jk2( ) (hn(XZ)Q h(X)2> + h(X)Z s
__B_ Cy
< Cl .C-n 2 E [ I}Z (Xil) 1}7:2 (sz)} + g]E [ 3?:1( 1l)¢]k2( )] )
J (& _
< C,-C-M27n~ e +—M2

6h
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The last set of results imply:

/ E [Z,L(X)Q} dx < P - 2J . Cl .C - Mnfﬁ
[0,1]»
;s Cy
+p(p—1){Cl-C~M2 n" 7 + — M2 }
€h
J _J B Cl _J
+p(p—1)(27 =1)qC1-C - M2 /0" 25%7 + — M2 ’
€h
J B o)
< p-2/.C,-C-Mn 7% +p(p—-1){C,-C-M-n wﬂur?M
h
< o (anfﬁjLn*ﬁH)’

for C* = max {pCl CM,plp—1)C1CM, p(p— 1)%]\4} > (. Finally, we obtain:
“h

IN

C n
4 ng2) 2_; /[0,1]1“ E [Zi(x)?] dx

IN

Stz =
for C** =4C(2)C* > 0.

Finally, from (G.3)),(G.5) and (G.8), it follows:

IN

E[|145(x) ~ ELfs (o)l 3]

IN

s70  which completes the proof.

40(2)

38+p

_3B+p _38+p _
c** (Q‘In 25+ +n” 2040 4 n

o (2"n‘2ﬁ'ﬁ F T 4 1) :

1)7

__3B+p _3B+p _
@) (2Jn 5+ +n 25 4+ n 1) ,

0 @'n ) +0 (2’
@ (2‘]71_1) .
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Appendix H. Proof of Proposition 6.

Suppose that in addition to assumptions (A1)-(A5) and (Akl)-(Ak4), the following conditions are
satisfied:

1. 3@, bounded and non-increasing function in R such that [ ®(Ju|)du < co and |p(u)| < ®(|u|) almost

everywhere (a.e.).
2. In addition, [, [ulVT1®(|u|)du < co for some N > 0.
3. 3F, integrable, such that |K(z,y)| < F(z —y), Vz,y € R.
4. Suppose ¢ satisfies:

(a) >k |p(€ + 2k7)|2 = 1, a.e., where ¢ denotes the Fourier transform of the scaling function ¢.
(b) (&) = é(%) (%), where mg(&) is a 2m-periodic function and mg € La(0, 27).
5. fR xF(x)dr =0, for k =0,1,..., N, N > 1 where 1 is the mother wavelet corresponding to ¢.

6. The functions {f;}}_,, are such that f; € Lo([0,1]) and f; € WZ+([0,1]), m > N, where W2 ([0, 1])
denotes the space of functions that are m-times weakly-differentiable and fl(k) € Lo([0,1]), k =

1,...,m.
7. Og(x) :== >, |¢(x — k)| such that ||0g||ec < o00.

Then under Corollary 8.2 [23], if f € WX *1([0,1]) then ||K; f — f|[%, = O (27P/(N+D) | p > 1. This implies:

IE[f;(x)] — f(x)[13 =0 (22Jn_% 427 2J(NHDY) n_ﬁ2_‘]w+1)) , (H.1)

for f(x) = Bo+ >0 filzy).

Proof
Define fi(z;) := K fi(a;) fo fitu)K y (z7,u) du. Suppose a fixed x, then:

E[f](x)] — f(x) = bias (50) —I—Z Z bias (CJk) per +§: frr(x) — filx)) .
1=1

=1 k=0

Furthermore, since E {%} =0, it follows:

bias (Bo) < |ﬂ0|Cn7ﬁ + Ex

P 1 1
lzzlfl(a:l)Exl,...,xn (ﬁn(X) - h(X))] )

B
(1Bo| +pMy) Cn= 2557 .

IN
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Similarly, following the same argument for bias (é%), it is possible to show:

bias (¢5)) < (8ol +pMy) C2En” 555

Therefore, this implies:

p 2/-1 P
~ __B er
Elfs(x)] - f(x) < Cin 5% +Ci278n 55 Y S (o7 (@)l + D 1Ky filan) = i)
=1 k=0 =1
~ 2 23 28 p 2771 » 27—
(Bl - 7())" < Ofn =5 4 02 /n 55 30 37 30 3 (b ()] [0, ()|
=1 k1=0 m—=1 ky—=0
P ? 23 p 271
+ <Z Ky fi(@) — fl(l‘l)|> +20527 Fnm y > [ (@)
=1 =1 k=0
s p
+2Cin” 75 Y Ky i) — fi(w)]
=1

271

p -1 p
~28+p Z Z Z per (@)K g fm(xm) — f(zm)] ,

=1 k=0 m=1

1207277

where CF = (|o| + pM;) C and C* = (|Bo| + pM;y)® C? are positive constants independent of J and n.
Furthermore, since fo |oh ()| du =272 7C,y, Cy, it follows:

1 k‘1:]€2 l=m

2[0s]1% k1 # ke l=m
[ 1o @l o lix =
[0.1]? 277C3 ki=ky I#m

2_‘103 ki# ke l#m

ses  Using the last set of equations, we obtain:

~ 2
[ (BRI -100) dx < CpnmE 4 p0n 4 g0 F @ - D0l
[0,1]7

p 2

S IK fi(an) = fil)]

=1

020** —2[% -1
+C5CT @ p(p — 1) +

2

S K filzn) = filw)]

=1

+2pCyCin~ 7 +2Cin~ e

1

J
42072 0

sy Y Z/ 5 @Ol K fin(m) = Fon(m) dx.
=1 k=0 m=1
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Using the properties of L, norms and Corollary 8.2 [23], it follows:

Therefore, this implies:

S
=
N
=
s
<
o
|
=
NeJ
N—
[ V]
IS8
"
IA

IN

(z1) —

2
p
Al < 2 K fila) = filz)lly < C.272/(NVHD
2 =1
p
—h@)l|| < YUK i) — fila)], < Cu2 VD,
1
Crrn~ 5 4+ pCyrn P 4 O~ H27 (20— 1)10,)1%

120”7 O, 2~ (N D

! 2_: z_:/ N @) K fi() — fi(a)] dx

1202 B

+2012 2” 25“’ Z Z / per fCl ||Kme(zm) fm(zm)‘dxv

I#m k=0
O+ {n—m 4027 oy 4 9 2I(NH1) n7%27,](N+1)}

p 27-1

+OF 2*%n—zrf+pz Z/ |65k @)K fi(n) — fula)] dx

1—1 k—o “[0,1]

271
+C*** L2 2n 2ﬁ+PZ Z/ ‘¢p6T |Kme(5Um) fm(xm”dx ’

I#m k=0

for C*** = max {pCf* , pCT*10412, , 20C5CT, O, QCTC’**} > 0, independent of J and n.

Assumption 7 and Corollary 8.2 [23] imply:

/|“%mmmm»ﬁmmws
[0,1]P

Therefore:

C277||04]|0e2 7 NHD I =m

C-Cy27227/(INFD [ £y

Crex {n_% 4 92J )~ 3555 1 92J(N+1) n~ 75 9~ (N+1) i n—%QfJ(N+1)}

Crer {22n 735 4972 INHD) = IV L
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for C*** = max {C*** , C|0]|oe, C - Cy} > 0. Thus,

2

[BLfs )] = (0|, = 0 (2270755 4272/ 0V+D 4 i g IV (H.2)

2

which completes the proof.

Remarks

Note that assumptionsandare automatically satisfied by choosing the orthonormal basis { P (x), k=0, ..., 27 —1 }
These are explicitly stated to be consistent with results presented in [23] that were used to obtain the esti-

mator approximation properties.
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Appendix I. Proof of Proposition 7.

Define F = {f | fi € L([0,1]), fy € W3 1([0,1]), —c0 < my < fi < My < 0o} where f(x) = Bo+31_, fi(x1).
s10  Suppose assumptions 1-7 from Proposition 6 and conditions (A1)-(A5), and (Akl)-(Ak4) are satisfied.
Then:

sup (E [|175(x) = f)|3] ) < Cn (#5) (555), (L1)

fer

5
provided and , for J = J(n) such that 27" ~ 1 CBFRI(NFS)

Proof

For C > 0 sufficiently large it follows:

E|lfs(x) - fx)|3 < C (22Jn‘% L 9-2J(N+1) _’_n—ﬁQ—J(N-H)) 7

e1s from and .

The last result implies that it is possible to choose J = J(n) such that the upper bound of the Risk is
28
minimized. Consequently, (ignoring constants) it is possible to show that 27 (") ~ @@+ provides such

optimal result. Moreover, since the upper bound is valid Vf € F:

2
+
w

sup (E [|Ifs(0) = F(0)|3]) < O~ (555)(555) (1.2)

fer

620 which completes the proof.

Under the optimal choice of J(n), it follows:

71600 - Bl = 0 (n (¥ (L3)
HE[f_;(x)]—f(x)Hz = 0 (n (FH)(FH)) (1.4)

As can be observed in 1] and 1) the variance term of the estimator f s(x) is influenced pri-
marily by the properties of the functional space that contains {f;(z), 1 =1,...,p} and the wavelet basis
625 { be(x),k=0,..,27 — 1}. Similarly, for n sufficiently large, the bias effect dominates in the risk decom-

position and is responsible for the average approximation error of the estimator.
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